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would potentially cause serious damage to, or even destruction of archaeological assets relating to a 
nationally important Roman road (possibly the very first one built in Britain) and associated major Roman 
engineering works. Both the Geophysical Survey Report and the Archaeological Impact Assessment (AIA) 
submitted on behalf of the applicant contain critical errors and omissions with regard to the archaeological 
potential of the central part of the site and consequently the AIA’s conclusions with specific reference to the 
above-mentioned Roman road are simply incorrect. As a consequence, the potential impact of the proposed 
scheme on buried and potentially waterlogged structures such as timber piles for either a bridge or causeway 
(potentially both) have not been seriously addressed. If the AIA’s proposed crossing of the Wantsum Channel 
by a 1.5km long ferry route from a point near Little East Street Farm is correct (which is highly improbable, 
arguably implausible), there is no mention of the fact that a new road is proposed over the supposed wharf and 
the line of the inlet/channel which would have had to have been used, nor is there any discussion of the 
implications to any buried archaeology as a result of construction works. 

Rather than go into any further detail here, I have prepared a report which highlights the problems with the AIA 
and Geophysical Survey reports, some of which are probably only obvious to a specialist such as myself. 
Unfortunately, I could not address any similar problems with the ES as highlighted by Kent Count Council’s 
Senior Archaeological Officer, since the actual text of the ES appears to have been removed from the file 
posted on the Dover Planning Portal. I have attached a copy of my report, and it can also be accessed on the 
Association’s website here: https://romanroads.org/reports/sr011-richborough-little_south_solar_farm-
haken_2024.pdf .  

 
(Chair, Roman Roads Research Association), 
Ellerbeck Cottage, Ellerbeck, Northallerton, North Yorkshire 

 
 

This e-mail, including any attachments, is intended for the above addressee(s) only and may contain marked material up to RESTRICTED and should be 
handled accordingly. 

If you are not the intended recipient (or authorised to receive it on behalf of the addressee), please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail and then 
delete the message without copying it or disclosing it to anyone. 

Precautions have been taken to ensure that this is a virus-free message but recipients are responsible for carrying out their own checks. This Council 
accepts no responsibility for loss or damage to any hardware, software or data resulting from this e-mail. 

All GCSx (Government Connects Secure Extranet) traffic may be subject to recording and/or monitoring in accordance with relevant legislation. 

Dover District Council is a data controller under GDPR. Our privacy notice at www.dover.gov.uk/privacy explains how we use and share personal information 
and protect your privacy and rights. 
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I hope that this is useful for your understanding and review of the scheme – we do look forward to hearing from you in 
due course.  
 
Kind regards 
 

  
 

  
Planning Associate 
  

Direct: +  
Mobile: +  

@stantec.com 
 
Please note: I work part time. I am available all day Mondays, Tuesdays and Thursdays, and Wednesday mornings. I am not at 
work Wednesday afternoons or Fridays.  
  

Stantec 
3rd Floor, 50-60 Station Road 
Cambridge CB1 2JH 
  

 

  

     

  

The content of this email is the confidential property of Stantec and should not be copied, modified, retransmitted, or used for any purpose except with Stantec's written authorization. If you are not 
the intended recipient, please delete all copies and notify us immediately. 
  

Please consider the environment before printing this email. 
 
 

 
Disclaimer: The content of this email is the confidential property of Stantec and should not be copied, modified, retransmitted, or used for any purpose except 
with Stantec's written authorization. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete all copies and notify us immediately. This communication may come 
from a variety of legal entities within or associated with the Stantec group. For a full list of details for these entities please see our website at 
www.stantec.com. Where business communications relate to the Stantec UK Limited entity, the registered office is Kingsmead Business Park, London Road, 
High Wycombe, Buckinghamshire HP11 1JU Tel: 01494 526240 and the company is registered in England as registration number 01188070. 
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From: @kent.gov.uk
Sent: 05 March 2024 16:31
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Solar farm Richborough

Dear  
 
Thank you for your email. I note your comments on the distance of the proposed solar farm from 
the nationally important Roman site at Richborough and the suggestion that my consultation 
response includes inaccurate information. I do not believe this to be the case. 
 
I have checked the quoted distances using our GIS system and as per my consultation response 
to the Local Planning Authority I can confirm that at its closest point the development site (that is 
the redline planning application boundary) is located some 160m from the scheduled monument. 
 
Richborough Castle and the amphitheatre form component parts of a much larger Roman site 
covered by a single scheduling (1363256). The scheduled monument extends south of the 
amphitheatre site (towards the proposed development site). The scheduled monument covers a 
large part, but not all, of the Roman site at Richborough. Thinking of Roman Richborough only in 
terms of the amphitheatre and standing walls of the Shore Fort is wrong. The whole of the 
scheduled monument is of national importance and there is a strong probability that important 
archaeological remains will extend outside the boundaries of the scheduled area.  
 
The solar farm includes not only the erection of the panels but also perimeter fencing, lighting, 
ancillary infrastructure and landscape and ecological works which together form the 
“development”. 
 
In my advice to the Local Planning Authority, I have set out the contribution that the present 
landscape makes to our understanding of the Roman site of Richborough, its landscape context, 
and the contribution that this landscape context makes to the site’s significance.  
 
The character of the present landscape is open with very little tree cover. I acknowledge that the 
proposed development includes a “landscape buffer”. The application describes that landscaping 
works will be carried out within this buffer and this includes increased tree cover through new 
planting of willow carr/wet woodland.  
 
The proposed increased tree cover will alter the open character of the landscape. The applicant 
describes how as this increased tree cover will screen the proposed solar farm from Roman 
Richborough. but this new planning will also screen Richborough from part of its landscape 
context. In my response to the Local Planning Authority, I have advised that this will harm the 
significance of Roman Richborough and I note that English Heritage have reached the same 
conclusion. 
 
Additionally, the proposed landscape buffer includes for the creation of new ponds, excavations 
for which may impact buried archaeology. As such it is incorrect to consider the “development” as 
being only the solar arrays but should be considered in the whole, including impacts from 
proposed landscaping works. 
 
I trust that the above comments are helpful. Please note that for their information I have copied 
the case officer at the local planning authority into my response. 
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Managing Director 
Colebrook Sturrock 
19 Market Street 
Sandwich 
CT13 9DA 
t:  
w: www.colebrooksturrock.com 

 
 Please consider the environment; do you need to 
print this email? 
 
Colebrook Sturrock is a trading name of Colebrook Sturrock 2014 Ltd 
VAT Number 195 3607 82 Company No. 09212388 
Registered office Barclays Bank Chambers, Stratford upon Avon, Warwickshire, CV37 6AH. 

IMPORTANT:   
This e-mail is intended only for the addressee named above. As this e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information if you are 
not, or suspect that you are not, the named addressee or the person responsible for delivering the message to the named addressee, 
please telephone us immediately. Please note that we cannot guarantee that this message or any attachment is virus free or has not 
been intercepted and amended. The views of the author may not necessarily reflect those of Colebrook Sturrock. 

 
From:   
Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 10:24 AM 
To:  
Cc:  
Subject: Solar farm Richborough 
 
Good morning  
 
I understand that you have a quesƟon about the proximity of the proposed solar farm to the scheduled Richborough 
Roman fort. The 160m distance quoted is from page 6 of the Kent County Council archaeologist’s submission to 
DDC. Obviously, the exact distance depends on where you are measuring to – eg, the walls (which are late 3rd 
century) or the perimeter of the protected area. I’m sure KCC would be happy to clarify this. 
 
Best regards 

 


	2024-02-19 15-54 Roman Roads_Redacted
	2024-02-21 22-39 Scheduled Ancient Monument_Redacted
	2024-03-05 16-31 Solar Farm_Redacted



