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1.1 Overview 

1.1.1 This Report forms part of the Technical Reports (Volume 2a – 2d) that support the Boston 

Barrier Project Environmental Statement (ES) (Volume 1). Volume 2 reports the EIA for the 

Project, identifying all the predicted effects, irrespective of their significance. Whereas Volume 

1 discusses only those effects, both temporary and permanent, deemed significant under the 

EIA regulations. 

1.2 The Project 

1.2.1 The purpose of the Project is to improve the standard of protection from tidal flooding. The 

proposals would not affect the existing standards of fluvial flood protection provided upstream 

within the River Witham and South Forty Foot Drain (SFFD). In January 2015 water level 

management (WLM) was removed from the scope of this current Project. In making the 

decision, the Environment Agency, Lincolnshire County Council (LCC) and Boston Borough 

Council (BBC) confirmed that it remains the vision to provide WLM at a later date through a 

standalone project and consenting process. 

1.2.2 The Project would connect to the existing defences downstream of the town. The Project 

would consist of water-based works (the barrier structure) and land-based work (along the 

Haven).  

1.2.3 Defences immediately downstream of the barrier structure would be improved to a 1 in 300 

standard of protection as a part of the barrier structure works. This level of protection is to 

ensure protection against a 0.33% (1 in 300) annual probability of flooding over the 100 year 

project life.  

1.2.4 The Project would be constructed south of the town of Boston across the area of the River 

Witham known as ‘the Haven’ (see ES (Volume 1): Appendix A; Figure 1.1). It would be 

approximately 100m downstream of Black Sluice, adjacent to the Starch Berth (on the Port of 

Boston (PoB) estate - left bank) and existing residential properties (along Wyberton Low Road 

- right bank). 

1.2.5 It should be noted that, references to left and right bank of the Haven are described in a 

downstream facing direction. Therefore, the left bank (north side) is on the left side when 

facing downstream and the right bank (south side) is on the right side when facing 

downstream. 

1.2.6 A detailed description of the Project is included in the ES (Volume 1): Chapter 2. 
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1.3 Purpose of assessment 

1.3.1 The purpose of this Cultural Heritage Technical Report is to consider the cultural heritage 

baseline relevant to the Project and the potential significant issues scoped in as part of the 

Project’s Updated Scoping Report (outlined in Section 2.6). The assessment identifies the 

predicted impacts and proposes management and mitigation to minimise predicted impacts. 

This includes consideration of the receptors associated with cultural heritage that could be 

affected during both construction and environmental receptors associated with the proposed 

construction and operation of the Project. 

1.4 Report structure 

1.4.1 This Technical Report comprises the following key sections: 

 Methodology: Outlines the methodology employed to carry out the assessment; 

 Legislation and planning policy: Outlines the key cultural heritage and policies relevant to 

the area and to the Project; 

 Baseline conditions: Outlining the development of the historic environment and key 

heritage assets which may potentially be effected by the Project;  

 Impact assessment and mitigation: Identifying the predicted impact of the Project on 

cultural heritage during construction and operation and setting out mitigation measures to 

reduce the significant impacts;  

 Summary: Describing the predicted significant residual effects following the 

implementation of mitigation measures and the extent to which the Project complies with 

planning and relevant policy; and 

 References: Containing the references and source materials relating to the cultural 

heritage assessment. 
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2.1 Introduction 

2.1.1 In order to carry out an assessment of the impact of the Project on the cultural heritage of 

Boston, it was necessary to survey and assess the existing baseline conditions of the study 

area. Following this, the impacts of subsequent effects of the Project on cultural heritage are 

detailed within this Report.  

2.1.2 The assessment broadly follows the framework approach described in the ES (Volume 1): 

Section 3.5. Conclusions were based on a number of factors including:  

 The significance of the heritage asset affected; 

 The magnitude of any impacts identified; 

 Whether the impacts are beneficial or adverse; 

 Professional judgement;  

 Views expressed during public consultation; and 

 Consultation with heritage stakeholders. 

2.2 Background research and desk based study 

2.2.1 A desk based study has been undertaken to determine the historic development of the Project 

area and surrounding area, how this has shaped the historic character and understanding of 

the area, and the key heritage assets which contribute to this character. Online searches have 

been undertaken on the National Heritage List for England and the Boston Borough Council 

(BBC) websites to establish designated heritage assets which have the potential to be 

affected by the Project. The Lincolnshire Heritage Environment Record (HER) has also been 

consulted to identify non designated heritage assets which also have the potential to be 

affected.  

2.2.2 Data sources used to carry out the assessment include: 

 HER; 

 National Heritage List for England; 

 The Archaeological Data Service; 

 MAGIC, an online mapping tool which allows access to national environment information 

held across government;   

 Reports on Boston prepared by Heritage Lincolnshire for English Heritage; 

 Local studies resources; 

 Historic mapping; and 

 Reports and surveys prepared to inform the Scoping Report for the Project. 

2.2.3 A full list of references can be found in Chapter 7 of this Report. 

2 Assessment methodology 
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2.3 Surveys 

2.3.1 Three surveys were commissioned to inform the options appraisal process for the site of the 

barrier structure: 

 Collection of borehole and geotechnical data within the site to determine the nature of 

deposits and to recover datable material from them (Taylor, 2010 , 2011), the results of 

this are summarised in Appendix C of this Report; 

 A watching brief on geotechnical trial pits alongside the Haven to record features exposed 

during ground work and determine their date, function and origin (Taylor, 2011); and 

 A visual survey of heritage assets in the foreshore of the Haven as it passes through 

Boston (Nayling, 2011). 

2.3.2 A site walkover was carried out on 5
 
March 2015 which covered the parts of the study area 

which were publicly accessible. This was to visually identify the affected heritage assets and 

assess the potential impact on those assets. The survey was carried out from publicly 

accessible areas including footpaths and highways.  This walkover was carried out at low tide 

with the tidal mud banks exposed.  Views from the top of St Botolph’s tower (the Stump) were 

assessed on 15 May 2015 prior to the stakeholder site walkover (see Plate 4.2). A second site 

walkover was carried out on 20 August 2015. This survey included a walkover of the PoB and 

an inspection of the Maud Foster Sluice; this was carried out at high tide.  

2.4 Consultation 

2.4.1 Consultation has been carried out by the Environment Agency with the following groups: 

 Historic England; 

 BBC planning and heritage specialists; 

 Lincolnshire County Council (LCC) archaeologists;  

 Heritage Lincolnshire; and 

 Environment Agency heritage and landscape specialists. 

2.4.2 Three meetings with heritage stakeholder have been held. An initial meeting to discuss the 

Project was held at BBC on 19 March 2015 and was attended by heritage stakeholders 

including Historic England, BBC, LCC, Environment Agency environmental specialists and 

heritage specialists from Heritage Lincolnshire. A site meeting and walkover was carried out 

on 15 May 2015 to assess the site and discuss the Project. This was attended by the heritage 

stakeholders noted above, along with a representative from Boston Borough Council (the local 

planning authority (LPA)), landscape architects from the Environment Agency and Mott 

MacDonald Ltd.   

2.4.3 A further meeting with the stakeholders was held on 12 November 2015 at Boston Barrier 

Community Hub to discuss heritage and landscape issues raised during the preparation of the 

ES, including the landscaping of the right bank, the archaeological implications of the Project 

and the works to Maud Foster Sluice. 
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2.4.4 Consultation regarding the Project is ongoing with the heritage stakeholder groups and is 

intended to continue beyond the preparation of the ES and TWAO to help inform the detailed 

design phase of the Project. 

2.5 Study area 

2.5.1 The study area is the site and the area within 500m of the site boundary in all directions (see 

ES (Volume 1): Appendix A; Figures 1.1 and 1.2). This takes into account those assets 

directly affected by the Project, for example archaeological remains within the Project area. It 

also takes into account potential views and the setting of heritage assets which could be 

affected by the Project. Outside of the 500m study area, views of St Botolph’s Church (Boston 

Stump) have been taken into account given its current visual and historic dominance of the 

area, and to address saved policy C8 of the adopted Boston Borough Local Plan (see Section 

3.3.1). Character areas 1 to 11 of the Boston Conservation Area, an area of special 

architectural and historic interest, have been included although they fall outside the study 

area. This inclusion is to address the impact on the conservation area and associated listed 

buildings through the operation of the barrier and flood defences. 

2.6 Scoping assessment  

2.6.1 The scoping process for this Project has been carried out using information from Original 

(2011) and Updated Scoping Reports (Environment Agency, 2014) and professional 

judgement, based on our understanding of the baseline environmental conditions and the 

methods in which the option would be constructed and operated in. Water level management 

(WLM) has been removed from the Project. Therefore, cultural heritage impacts identified in 

the Updated Scoping Report (Environment Agency, 2014) due to WLM will not be considered 

as part of the EIA. The issues not related to WLM identified in the Updated Scoping Report 

that would have an acceptable level of certainty and unlikely to result in a significant effect 

have been scoped out. Justification for this is provided in the Updated Scoping Report 

(Environment Agency, 2014). These issues are not considered any further.  Those issues 

identified as likely to result in a significant effect were identified in the Updated Scoping 

Report (Environment Agency, 2014) and have been taken forward for further consideration 

within this ES and are discussed below.  This statutory EIA includes assessment of the 

following potential environmental issues associated with cultural heritage: 

2.6.2 Land based elements include: 

 Impact of the Project on the setting of the listed buildings and structures (including the 

Grade I listed Parish Church of St Botolph, Grade II listed Maud Foster Sluice and the 

Grade II* listed Church of St Nicholas), Skirbeck Conservation Area and the Boston 

Conservation Area; 

 Direct impact on Grade II listed Maud Foster Sluice as a result of the flood wall tie in 

works to the sluice on the left bank; and 
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 Impact on potential buried archaeological remains in the vicinity from construction 

activities. 

2.6.3 In-channel elements include:  

 The impact of the proposed barrier and associated structures on sediments which have 

the potential to contain buried archaeological deposits; 

 Impact on the significance of the wooden structures and hulks identified in the Foreshore 

Inspection Report (Nayling, 2011) and the impact that the Project would have on these 

structures; and 

 The likelihood and significance of Mesolithic and other prehistoric cultural materials that 

might be contained in deeply stratified sediment sequence.  

2.7 Assumptions and limitations 

2.7.1 Other than the surveys commissioned for the options appraisal process (see Section 2.3.1), it 

has not been possible to carry out further archaeological evaluation at the Project area to 

inform the ES. This is due to the difficulty of carrying out intrusive investigations in the river 

channel and existing flood defences without compromising the current level of flood 

protection. 

2.7.2 Where the extent of archaeological deposits is unknown, impact is assessed on the potential 

for well-preserved remains. This potential is based on the site conditions for preservation, 

previous surveys in this area and evidence within the baseline assessment of other similar 

locations in the area. 

2.7.3 It has not been possible to view the cultural heritage impacts of the scheme from the channel.  

Where impacts on views or setting of assets from the channel are noted this is based on 

assumptions made from site walkovers made on foot. 

2.7.4 Information provided by the HER can be limited because it depends on random opportunities 

for research, fieldwork and discovery.  Where nothing of historic interest is shown in a 

particular area, this can be down to a lack of research, or investigation rather than no assets 

being present. 

2.7.5 Documentary sources are rare before the medieval period, and many historic documents are 

inherently biased. Older primary sources often fail to accurately locate sites and interpretation 

can be subjective. 

2.7.6 The heritage stakeholders consulted (as describe in Section 2.4) were content with the 

assessment methodology adopted notwithstanding these limitations. 
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2.8 Impact assessment methodology 

2.8.1 The first stage of the impact assessment for cultural heritage is to identify key heritage 

receptors which may be impacted by the Project. This is done through the baseline 

assessment. From this the assets are given a value based on their heritage significance. The 

heritage significance is assessed on the level of designation which indicates the assets 

relative importance for example, national, regional or local.  Professional judgement is used 

within these criteria as an asset’s value can be dependent on its level of survival or alteration 

which may not be reflected in the designation. The assets are then assigned a value using the 

definitions in Table 2.1 as guidance. 

Table 2.1: Definitions of heritage value 

Value of Heritage Asset Definition  

Very High Heritage assets of international and high national importance including Grade 
I listed buildings, scheduled monuments and undesignated archaeological 
assets of schedulable quality.  

High Heritage assets of national importance including Grade II* listed buildings, 
and sites of high archaeological resource which contribute to the 
understanding of historic development on a national level.  

Medium Heritage assets of lower national importance or regional importance including 
Grade II listed buildings, conservation areas, locally identified buildings and 
structures with important surviving qualities in their fabric or historic 
association and sites of moderate archaeological resource. These sites and 
structures should contribute to the understanding of the regional historic 
environment and its development.  

Low Heritage assets of local importance including locally identified buildings and 
structures with surviving qualities in their fabric or historic association and 
sites of limited archaeological resource. These sites and structures should 
contribute to the understanding of the local historic environment and its 
development.  

Negligible Heritage assets where values are compromised by poor preservation, 
survival or contextual associations to justify inclusion into a higher grade 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2016 

2.8.2 The magnitude of the impact of the Project on the heritage assets is then assessed. The 

impact is evaluated on the basis of the Project’s effect on the value of the asset and whether 

this alters the assets significance through either the impact on the historic fabric of the asset, 

its historic associations or its setting, both in terms of its visual and historic context. These 

impacts can be positive or negative. The impact is then assigned a magnitude based on the 

definitions in Table 2.2. 
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Table 2.2: Definitions of magnitude of impact 

Impact Magnitude   Definition 

Major negative Changes that totally alter or destroy the value of the asset. Comprehensive 
changes in setting to an asset, which removes our ability to understand and 
appreciate the asset and its historic context and setting. 

Moderate negative Changes that detrimentally affect the value of the asset. Changes that result 
in the setting of the asset being noticeably different, detrimentally effecting 
significance and changing our ability to understand the asset and its historic 
context and setting. 

Minor negative Changes that have a limited detrimental effect on the value of the asset. 
Changes to the setting of the asset that have a slight detrimental impact on 
significance and changing our ability to understand the asset and its historic 
context and setting. 

Negligible  The Project does not affect the value of the asset. Changes to the setting do 
not affect the significance of the asset or the ability to understand the context 
and setting. 

Minor positive Changes that have a limited benefit to the value of the asset. Changes to the 
setting of the asset which have a slight beneficial impact on significance and 
enhance our ability to understand the asset its historic context and setting. 

Moderate positive Changes that are beneficial to the value of the asset. Changes that result in 
the setting of the asset being noticeably enhanced and improving our ability 
to understand the asset and its historic context and setting. 

Major positive Changes that are extremely beneficial to the value of the asset. 
Comprehensive changes in the setting of the asset which reveal and enhance 
the significance, improving our ability to understand the asset and its historic 
context. 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2016 

2.8.3 To ascertain the overall effect on the heritage assets from the Project, the magnitude of the 

impact is cross referenced with the value of the heritage asset. As with impacts the effect can 

be positive or negative. This is set out in Table 2.3. 
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Table 2.3: Matrix for evaluating the significance of environmental effects 

Magnitude and 
nature of impact  

Value / Sensitivity 

Very High High Medium Low 

Major negative Major adverse Moderate adverse 
/ Major adverse 

Moderate adverse Minor adverse/ 
Moderate adverse 

Moderate negative Moderate adverse 
/ Major adverse 

Moderate adverse Minor adverse/ 
Moderate adverse 

Minor adverse 

Minor negative Minor adverse/ 
Moderate adverse 

Minor adverse/ 
Moderate adverse 

Minor adverse Minor adverse 

Negligible Negligible/Insignificant 

Minor positive Minor beneficial/ 
Moderate 
beneficial 

Minor beneficial/ 
Moderate 
beneficial 

Minor beneficial Minor beneficial 

Moderate positive Moderate 
beneficial/ Major 

beneficial 

Moderate 
beneficial 

Minor beneficial/ 
Moderate 
beneficial 

Minor beneficial 

Major positive Major beneficial Moderate 
beneficial/ Major 

beneficial 

Moderate 
beneficial 

Minor beneficial/ 
Moderate 
beneficial 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2016 

2.8.4 These effects can then be used along with the effects reported for the other environmental 

subjects to assess the overall impact and acceptability of the Project. Major and moderate 

effects are those classed as significant.   
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3.1 Legislative requirements 

3.1.1 The following are the national legislative requirements relevant to this Project for the 

protection of nationally important heritage assets from inappropriate change and damage and 

to ensure their preservation for future generations: 

 Ancient Monument and Archaeological Areas Act (1979) - this act relates to the 

investigation, preservation and recording of matters of archaeological and historic interest; 

 Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act (1990) - this act relates to the 

designation and protection of buildings and areas of special historic and architectural 

interest;  

 Environment Act (1995) paragraph 7(1)(c) requires the Environment Agency to have 

regard to the desirability of protecting and conserving heritage assets, as well as take into 

account any effect on the beauty or amenity of features, buildings, sites or objects when 

carrying out any of its functions; and 

 Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009 sets out an evidence based planning system for 

activities within the marine environment and their impact on the environment, including the 

historic environment. 

3.2 National planning policy framework 

3.2.1 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2012) considers the importance of the 

historic environment in planning and development and sets out the government’s policies with 

regard to development that affects the historic environment. It requires that proposals are fully 

evidenced and assessed to help inform decision making.  Chapter 12 outlines these policies. 

The following paragraphs are relevant to the Project: 

 Paragraph 128: In determining applications, local planning authorities should require an 

applicant to describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any 

contribution made by their setting; 

 Paragraph 131: The following should be taken into account when determining 

applications; 

– The desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets and 

putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation;  

– The positive contribution that conservation of heritage assets can make to sustainable 

communities including their economic vitality; and  

– The desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local character 

and distinctiveness. 

 Paragraph 132: When considering the impact of a proposed development on the 

significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s 

conservation. The more important the asset, the greater the weight should be; 

 Paragraph 134: Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to 

the significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the 

public benefits of the proposal, including securing its optimum viable use; 

3 Legislation and planning policy 
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 Paragraph 135: The effects of an application on the significance of a non-designated 

heritage asset should be taken into account in determining the application; 

 Paragraph 137: Local planning authorities should look for opportunities for new 

development within Conservation Areas, World Heritage Sites and the setting of heritage 

assets to enhance or better reveal their significance; and 

 Paragraph 141: Local planning authorities should require developers to record and 

advance understanding of the significance of any heritage assets to be lost (wholly or in 

part) in a manner proportionate to their importance and the impact, and to make this 

evidence (and any archive generated) publicly accessible. However, the ability to record 

evidence of our past should not be a factor in deciding whether such loss should be 

permitted. 

3.3 Boston Borough local planning policy 

3.3.1 The Boston Borough Local Plan was adopted in April 1999. In accordance with the provisions 

of the Planning & Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, the Secretary of State agreed that some of 

the policies in the adopted local plan were saved. All other policies in the adopted local plan 

1999 were not saved and therefore no longer have any consideration in planning policy terms. 

The following saved policy is relevant to the Project: 

 Saved policy C8 - aims to prevent new development visually competing with St Botolph’s 

church tower (Boston Stump). 

3.3.2 The Boston Borough Interim Plan (Non Statutory Development Control Policy) (2006) is a 

revised version of the local plan adopted for development control purposes. The following 

policies are relevant to the Project:  

 Policy E4 - protects local distinctiveness by ensuring proposals will only be granted 

permission where the community benefit outweighs the harm done by the proposal; 

 Policy E6 - requires information regarding the archaeological significance of an area 

where archaeological potential has been identified to be submitted as part of a planning 

application; and 

 Policy E10: Boston Stump Views – Planning permission will be granted for development 

provided it would not obstruct a public view of St. Botolph’s church, Boston or challenge 

the visual dominance of the church. 

3.4 Draft South East Lincolnshire Local Plan 2011-2036 

3.4.1 It has been noted that the South East Lincolnshire Local Plan 2011-2036 was submitted as a 

draft for Public Consultation between January and April 2016. As this Plan is still a draft, it 

currently carries a limited material weight. The policy relevant to this Report is outlined below: 

 Policy 26 - To respect the historical legacy, varied character and appearance of South 

East Lincolnshire’s historic environment, development proposals will conserve or enhance 

the character and appearance of designated and non-designated heritage assets, such as 

important archaeology, historic buildings, monuments, street patterns, streetscapes, 
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landscapes, river frontages, structures and their settings through high-quality sensitive 

design. 

3.5 Guidance 

3.5.1 The following guidance has been used to inform the assessment: 

 Chartered Institute for Archaeologists (CIfA) Standards and Guidance for historic desk 

based assessment (CIfA, 2014); 

 Conservation Principles, Policies and Guidance (English Heritage, 2008); 

 Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 2: Managing Significance in 

Decision Taking (English Heritage, 2015);  

 Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3: The Setting of Heritage 

Assets (English Heritage, 2015); and 

 Boston Conservation Area Appraisal (draft) (Boston Borough Council, 2009). 
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4.1 Content and scope 

4.1.1 These baseline conditions provide the evidence base for the assessment of the impact of the 

Project on cultural heritage. It contains information about known and potential heritage assets 

taken from a variety of sources. It explores the topography and geology of the area 

determining how this effected the historic development and character of the study area, as 

well as to establish the potential for survival of below ground archaeological deposits. A 

historic overview of the study area identifies the historic development of the study area and 

how the character has become established over time, including the key heritage assets which 

contribute to this character. The heritage assets that have the potential to be affected by the 

Project are identified and their historic significance is described to a level which is 

proportionate to understand the potential impact of the proposal. The archaeological potential 

of the study area is also outlined to a level which allows for a proportionate assessment of the 

impact of the Project on known and potential archaeological deposits. 

4.2 Topography and geology 

4.2.1 The height of the study area varies between 2mAOD (Above Ordnance Datum) south of the 

Haven, rising to 6mAOD north heading towards the centre of the historic core of the town and 

2.6mAOD east at Skirbeck. The higher ground lies along the banks of the Witham River due 

partly to the natural levees following the river course and partly to the gradual build-up of 

deposits within the town during the medieval period (Cope-Faulkner et al, 2013, 8).  

4.2.2 Boston lies on a solid geology of soft ampthill clays, which were formed in warm sea 

conditions during the Upper Jurassic period (190 million years ago). The deposit sequence 

above this was formed during the Quaternary period (the last two million years). This period 

saw the formation of the fen basin (Hall and Coles 1994) which was carved out by glacial 

activity during a succession of ice ages. Pre-Holocene (prior to the last ice age) deposits of 

boulder clay, sands and gravels (Cope-Faulkner, 2007, 6), partly infilled the basin. These 

include the boulder clay (glacial till deposits) which has been identified from boreholes within 

the study area (beneath the later peat and silt deposits) at depths between of -3.5mAOD and -

6mAOD. These thick glacial till deposits (Cooper, 2006, 27)  were laid down by the ice sheets 

of the Anglian glaciation (478,000 - 424,000 years ago)  

4.2.3 The geology of the wider fen basin following the last glacial period (in the Holocene) were 

formed by a mixture of riverine and estuarine silt deposits, peat deposits formed in fen carr 

conditions (wooded fen), fresh water meres and marine inundation. The course of the River 

Witham altered considerably during this period, including a period when it was located further 

to the north of Boston (Hall and Coles, 1994). The changing course of the river and its 

tributaries left roddons (silted up river beds which provided a more stable ground surface that 

the surrounding peat) including at Skirbeck, within the study area to north east of the scheme 

area. The available borehole information for the Project area indicates that a sequence of 

4 Baseline conditions 
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deposits comprising fresh water riverine sites, peat deposits, intertidal mud flat deposits, river 

channel deposits and marine (salt water) inundation (Cope-Faulkner et al, 2013).  

4.2.4 The changing course of the Haven and the Witham following the last glaciation period through 

to the course being stabilised (during the medieval period), means that the geological deposits 

within the Project area have undergone many phases of sediment deposition, riverine down 

cutting, erosion and gradual migration and potentially avulsion migration. This has created an 

inconsistent geological deposit across the Project and wider study area. In addition the man-

made adaption of the Haven (including canalisation) and the creation of the PoB have 

resulted in significant removal of the underlying geological deposits (particularly in-channel) 

and the deposition of significant amounts of made ground. This in part had protected some of 

the prehistoric/Roman fen deposits within the banks of the Haven, as evidenced by the carbon 

dated Middle Neolithic peat deposits, which have been recorded in the scheme area (Cope-

Faulkner et al, 2013).   

4.3 Historic overview 

4.3.1 As identified in Section 4.2, bore column samples of the river embankments within the study 

area have produced evidence of a natural sequence of river silts, coastal marsh, tidal, marine 

deposits and freshwater fen. Peat layers dating to the middle Neolithic period have been 

found at around -2.8mAOD within the borehole column samples, again covered by layers of 

alluvium (inter tidal mud flats, fresh water deposits river silts, channel floor deposits etc.). 

These peat deposits have been interpreted as potentially indicating the presence of a former 

Mesolithic/Neolithic (dry) land surface in the vicinity (and possibly in the study area) which 

could be preserved under the marine alluvium (MM10)
1
 (Cope-Faulkner et al, 2013, Figures 

10 and 11), although the evidence for this is tenuous and no evidence of this land surface has 

been encountered within the Project area.  

4.3.2 There is limited evidence of occupation during the Roman period; activity for this period would 

have been focused on higher drier ground within the study area including the roddons. A 

possible farmstead was recorded (on a roddon) in the Skirbeck Quarter (MM15) during trial 

trenching in 2006 at St Thomas Drive (Peachey, 2006). At St Nicholas Church of England 

School evidence has been found of Roman settlement (MM16). During construction of the 

school a scatter of Romano-British pottery was found dating from the 2
nd

 to 3
rd

 century AD. A 

watching brief in 1992 identified two infilled ditches containing Roman pottery (Heritage 

Lincolnshire, 1992), and ditches containing Roman pottery were also recorded in 2010 

(Holderness, 2011).  

4.3.3 As with Roman occupation the evidence of Saxon settlement is also sparse. During 1995 an 

archaeological watching brief was conducted at the St Nicholas School site (MM16) and two 

Grubenhauser or pit houses dated to the eighth century AD were discovered (Palmer-Brown, 

                                                      
1
 The MM number is the unique reference number given to each heritage asset or group of heritage assets to enable 

easy identification and cross referencing. 



 

17 
 

Boston Barrier Project 
A17/2a - Volume 2a: Cultural Heritage Technical Report 

 

1995). Also in 1995 an archaeological evaluation was undertaken at White House Lane 

(MM17) which revealed a Saxon settlement dating from the late ninth to early tenth century. 

Faunal and environmental evidence suggests this was a permanent, if short lived, settlement 

(Palmer-Brown, 1995). There is evidence of water management in the river corridor during the 

middle to later Saxon period, although local tradition has it dating from the Roman period, with 

the presence of the Old Fen Bank (MM18), also known as Roman Bank, along the right bank 

of the Haven from the junction with the SFFD towards the Wash.  

4.3.4 The lack of evidence for early historic settlement is more likely due to the masking of ground 

levels due to extensive flooding in the Lincolnshire fens in the early medieval period rather 

than absence of settlement (Cope-Faulkner, 2007, 6). The location of both the Roman (MM15 

and MM16) and Saxon settlements (MM16 and MM17) appear to have been focused on 

roddens and islands within the flooded fenland suggesting that the potential for evidence of 

occupation is limited to areas of historically higher ground.  

4.3.5 There is little evidence of Boston’s status as a port until the early medieval period. A market 

was first recorded between 1125 and 1135 (Cope-Faulkner, 2007, 9). The Boston fair, 

established at this time, probably had an influence on Boston’s prominence as a port 

attracting foreign visitors and shipping (Lewis, 1973). The construction of a sluice and bridge 

in 1142, impeded access to Lincoln. This made Boston the intervening port between the Wash 

and Lincoln, therefore increasing trade and duties from Lincoln. This confirmed Boston’s 

status as one of the most important ports in the Country (Cope-Faulkner, 2007, 9).  

4.3.6 Until the late nineteenth century and the opening of the modern dock (MM13) in its current 

location, the port of Boston was centred on the town. The river has had constant deposits of 

alluvium creating the characteristic tidal mudflats, which, along with poor management of the 

navigation resulted in the river becoming silted up preventing access by larger ships to the 

town port.  This had a direct influence on the area’s fortunes, with peaks in the fifteenth, late 

eighteenth and nineteenth centuries which can be linked with major physical improvements to 

the navigation. Construction in the town reflected these peaks with an increase in high status 

buildings, and building more generally during these periods.  

4.3.7 During the late eighteenth and early nineteenth century a comprehensive scheme of civil 

engineering works to reclaim the East West and Wildmore Fens was undertaken. This 

included the improvement of the Maud Foster Drain (MM66) straightening of the Witham 

between Boston and Lincoln and the construction of the Grand Sluice. These improvements 

can be seen when comparing Creighton’s map of Boston in 1835 (Creighton, 1835) and 

ordnance survey map of 1889 (Ordnance Survey, 1889). 

4.3.8 These works helped to revive Boston’s fortunes. However, it was still difficult for large ships to 

navigate the Haven into Boston with ships often mooring at Clayhole, at the entrance to The 

Haven in the Wash, and then having to discharge cargo into smaller boats, or lighters, to be 

taken to the quays in the town (Lewis, 1973). 
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4.3.9 Driven by JC Simmonds and WT Simmonds, who were local oil and coke merchants, and the 

arrival in the town of the Great Northern Railway, proposals were put forward for a modern 

wet dock in the town. This would allow vessels to float whatever the state of the tide 

(Gurnham, 2014). A number of sites were put forward to the South of the town and the 

construction of the dock was tied to improvements in the Haven, namely a new cut from the 

outfall of the river Witham to the wet dock. The Haven Act was passed in 1881 with the Dock 

Act in 1882 (Wright, 1986). 

4.3.10 The docks were built between 1882 and1884 (MM13) on the site of the town fields (Lewis, 

1973). At the same time a rail link was taken across the navigation on a swing bridge (MM07) 

to connect the port to the wider rail distribution network (Historic England, 1999). The port 

initially had a varied trade with large bonded warehouses storing tobacco, wines and spirits, 

two large granaries and a large coal hoist (Wright, 1986). The dock itself became home to a 

new deep sea fishing fleet with many of the buildings on the dock adapted to fishing use. 

4.3.11 Following the loss of the fishing fleet to Fleetwood, Lancashire the docks turned this to their 

advantage by making the buildings more flexible and able cope with all cargoes rather than 

just fish. During the middle of the twentieth century the port became known as a timber port 

with wood from the Baltic being shipped in, predominantly for railway sleepers. In the 1960’s 

the dock area had developed into a distinct industrial zone (Gurham, 2014). 

4.4 Designated Heritage Assets 

4.4.1 There are 44 designated heritage assets within the 500m study area, a full list of heritage 

assets can be found in Appendix B; Table B.1 of this Report and in Figure 4.1. They include: 

 One scheduled monument, Hussey Tower; 

 Two conservation areas, Boston Town and Skirbeck; 

 Two Grade II* listed buildings on High Street and one Grade II* listed building in Skirbeck; 

and 

 Thirty nine Grade II listed buildings along High Street and London Road, Skirbeck Road, 

South End, South Square and Fishtoft Road.  

4.4.2 Although outside the study area, St Botolph’s Church has been included in the assessment in 

recognition of its landmark status, contribution to views in the wider area and historic 

association with the navigation. A significant area of the Boston conservation area also falls 

outside the 500m study area. However this area has also been included in the assessment to 

reflect the historic area which is within the 1 in 300 flood zone and would be affected by the 

operation of the barrier and associated flood protection. 

4.4.3 Key heritage assets have been identified which have the greatest potential to be affected by 

the Project either due to their proximity to the Project, their influence on important views 

across the Project and potential impact on them from the operation of the Project. These are 

outlined below.  A summary of these heritage assets can be found in Table 4.1. 
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Hussey Tower  

4.4.4 The Hussey Tower (MM01) is a scheduled monument and dates from the mid to late fifteenth 

century. A fortified tower, it was originally part of a larger high status building. Its construction 

from brick, an expensive material at the time highlights this, and the need for fortification 

demonstrates the wealth of Richard Bennington, the owner (Historic England, 1999). The 

tower historically had views over the town fields, now the site of the PoB, to the Haven. The 

construction of the port and its associated industrial scale buildings has severed these historic 

views. The tower is now surrounded by modern development on its north east and south 

sides, with a school playing field to its east. This has divorced the tower from its historic 

context, and its surroundings no longer contribute to its setting. 

Parish Church of St Botolph 

4.4.5 The Grade I listed St Botolph’s Church (MM02) is 890m from the site boundary. Although it is 

outside the study area, it is a key receptor for the scheme given its historic presence in the 

area. It’s most notable feature, the three stage tower, is fifteenth century (Historic England, 

1949). The octagonal lantern with flying buttresses, which tops the tower, is the reason for its 

local name the Stump or Boston Stump. Construction on the chancel and knave was 

undertaken during the fourteenth century. 

4.4.6 Historically, it has been a local landmark, as well as a day marker, or navigation point for 

shipping in the Haven. It is still a key historic feature in the landscape and is visible when 

approaching the PoB and town from the Haven. Its visual interaction with St Nicholas Church 

is of particular note (see Plate 4.1). It may have been that the two towers were used together 

for navigation when approaching the town port. 

Plate 4.1: Inter-visibility between St Nicholas Church and Boston Stump from the Haven 

 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2015 
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4.4.7 Inter-visibility between the Haven and the Stump is restricted from the junction of the Haven 

and the Maud Foster Drain (MM66) to the junction with the SFFD. This is due to the 

construction of the PoB in the nineteenth century, and its continued development over the 

twentieth century with industrial scale modern buildings and structures. The tower is visible in 

glimpses between these structures and buildings.  

4.4.8 The significance of the Stump as a navigation aid would have been impacted by the 

construction of the new port and wet dock, not only through the reduction in inter-visibility, but 

also as the majority of shipping would no longer need to navigate into the centre of the town. 

4.4.9 Views from the Stump towards the Wash are also significant. These historic views are heavily 

disrupted by modern development from the town centre to the Haven and beyond. The area 

around the PoB is visible, however it is characterised by industrial structures which block the 

view of the channel in that location (see Plate 4.2). 

Plate 4.2: View from Boston Stump looking towards the Port of Boston 

 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2015 

4.4.10 The location of St Botolph’s on the banks of the river means that it has been severely affected 

by flooding historically, with the most recent event in December 2013. Flooding has had an 

impact on the historic fabric of the church with salt deposits visible on the stone floor (see 

Plate 4.3) and repair to damaged historic stonework evident throughout.  Clean up works 

following a flood often require historically sensitive features such a timber work being removed 



 

21 
 

Boston Barrier Project 
A17/2a - Volume 2a: Cultural Heritage Technical Report 

 

to allow them to dry, and then refitted, with the associated risk of damaging materials through 

this process.  

Plate 4.3: Evidence of salt deposits on the floor of the South aisle, Church of St Botolph 

 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2015 
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St Nicholas Church 

4.4.11 The Grade II* listed St Nicholas Church (MM03) is in the Skirbeck Conservation Area 

(Stimson, 1977). There is evidence for mid Saxon settlement in Skirbeck (MM16 and MM17) 

and it is likely that during this period a stable settlement nucleated around the Church (Cope-

Faulkner, 2007, 7). The church dates from the thirteenth century, but underwent significant 

restoration, over seen by George Gilbert Scott, including the tower, in the late nineteenth 

Century. The chancel was added between 1933 and 1935 by LT Moore (Historic England, 

1949).  

4.4.12 The church is positioned on the bend in the Haven and on the junction with what is now the 

Maud Foster Drain (MM66), but in the thirteenth century would have been the Scire Beck. 

Historically, it would have dominated the approach from the Wash into the Haven, again 

probably being used as a daymarker for navigation, possibly in conjunction with Boston Stump 

(MM02). 

Skirbeck Conservation Area  

4.4.13 The conservation area (MM04) is formed around the St Nicholas Church (MM03) and 

Skirbeck Hall (MM05), the church’s rectory (Historic England, 1975). The conservation area 

covers the land which was historically the church yard and rectory gardens, which are visible 

in 1889 (Ordnance Survey, 1889). It also stretches to the foreshore and includes the Maud 

Foster Sluice (MM06) (see Plate 4.4). In recent years the character of the conservation area 

has been diluted by two modern developments. One development within the rectory gardens, 

around Skirbeck Hall and one on the former playing fields adjacent to the Maud Foster Drain 

(MM66). The modern developments have served to visually distance the church and 

conservation area from the Project area and interrupt any historic views.  

Plate 4.4: Skirbeck conservation area from the right bank of the Haven 

 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2015 
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Skirbeck Hall 

4.4.14 Skirbeck Hall (MM05), a Grade II listed, early nineteenth century rectory, has had its setting 

as a large rectory in large formal and semi-formal gardens compromised by modern 

development in the gardens. There is no visual relationship between the Project area and the 

Hall. 

Maud Foster Sluice 

4.4.15 There are three Grade II listed structures in the study area which have a direct association 

with the navigation. The first is the Maud Foster Sluice (MM06) which is within the Project 

area (See Appendix A of this Report; Figure 4.1). It was constructed in 1807 and designed by 

John Rennie, one of the leading civil engineers of the nineteenth century (see Plate 4.5). It is 

a sluice on the Maud Foster Drain (MM66) and was constructed as part of a comprehensive 

scheme to reclaim the East West and Wildmore Fens in the early nineteenth century. The 

sluice itself has walls and piers of gritstone ashlar with iron bound and timber sluice gates. 

The sluice is still operational and used as part of the wider drainage system for the Fens, as 

such it has been maintained and upgraded during its working life resulting in replacement of 

original and historic parts. The pulley system by which it is operated is a modern replacement. 

The steel balustrading and walkways are later additions which detract from its heritage value 

(Historic England, 1999). 

Plate 4.5: Maud Foster Sluice 

 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2015 
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4.4.16 The sluice is now surrounded by modern development, with new housing to the east and the 

port to the west. Some remnant of its historic setting within the green town fields remain with 

the embankment which abuts it on the east. 

Swingbridge, gatehouse and signals cabin 

4.4.17 The other Grade II listed structures associated with the navigation are the swing bridge and 

gatehouse; and signals cabin (MM07) both from 1884. The swing bridge is listed separately 

from the gatehouse and signals cabin. These are 300m upstream of the site of the barrier, 

beyond the bend on the junction with the Haven and the SFFD. The bridge is iron set on a 

timber piled platform and is hydraulically operated from the control cabin on the west bank of 

the Haven. They were built to connect the docks single track railway to the Great Northern 

Line when the docks were constructed in 1884 (Historic England, 1999).  

4.4.18 The bridge, gatehouse and signals cabin are still in operation. Their historic context of 

structures within an industrial port is still apparent, albeit with modern buildings and structures 

in the PoB. 

Boston Town Conservation Area and associated listed buildings 

4.4.19 Character areas 12b London Road and 12a High Street South of the Boston Town 

Conservation Area (MM08) are within the study area, along with their related listed buildings 

(Boston Borough Council, 2009). The historic relationship of the listed properties and the High 

Street with the river has been substantially lost with the construction of a grid of Victorian 

terraced housing in what were once gardens and orchards to the rear of the high status 

housing which fronts onto the High Street (Boston Borough Council, 2009). The conservation 

area extends to the swing bridge. Beyond this there is a mix of modern commercial and 

industrial development which forms a physical and visual buffer between the conservation 

area, its listed buildings and the Project area.  

4.4.20 Outside the study area, further upstream into the town of Boston is the Boston Conservation 

Area character areas 1 to 11 as set out in the Boston Conservation Area Appraisal (Boston 

Borough Council, 2009) (MM09). The history of Boston and its fluctuation in fortune, from a 

medieval port, through its Georgian, Victorian development to its modern day market town 

character is visible within the architecture and street pattern of the conservation area (Boston 

Borough Council, 2009). The conservation area has no visual relationship and a limited 

historic relationship with the Project area however it is within the area affected by the 1 in 300 

year flood events. These events have resulted in flood damage to listed buildings and other 

buildings and spaces which are important components of the character of the conservation 

area. Key buildings include the Grade I listed St Botolph’s Church, the Guildhall and Fydell 

House. Key spaces include the Market Place (see Plate 4.6) and Central Park. 
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Plate 4.6: Boston Market Place 

 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2015 

4.5 Non-designated heritage assets 

4.5.1 There are 84 recorded non-designated heritage assets within the 500m study area. A full list 

of heritage assets can be found in Appendix B; Table B.1 of this Report, these include 

archaeological sites, remains, including hulks and other wooden structures within the Haven 

and locally important buildings. The key non-designated assets include; 

 Prehistoric fen deposits beneath the current tidal mud banks found near the barrier 

location; 

 The Old Fen Bank; 

 The tidal mud banks, with archaeological potential for medieval and post medieval 

deposits; 

 Remains of abandoned hulks, wooden structures and posts within the tidal mud banks; 

 Boston Port and associated structures in and around the port; and 

 Black Sluice and pump house. 

Prehistoric fen deposits 

4.5.2 The middle Neolithic peat deposits (MM10) found during borehole column investigation work 

(along the banks of the Haven) indicates the formation of a freshwater fen during this period. 

The peat would also have provided a ground surface during the period of formation. These 

deposits lie at a height of -2m to -2.65mAOD (MM10). Samples taken from the peat date this 

to between BC3020 and 2930. This peat deposit has the potential to contain 
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palaeoenvironmental evidence that suggest a buried middle Neolithic ground surface. There 

have been no cultural items discovered in the borehole data columns; however this is 

probably due to the method of extraction (Cope-Faulkner, 2013, 16), although it has been 

suggested that a (dry) land surface may be present within the vicinity the evidence for this is 

tenuous and no evidence of this land surface has been encountered within the Project area. A 

thin layer of peat and sand was also noted during the excavation of the dock. However, there 

is no note of the depth at which this was found (The Engineer, 1884, 481) and the 

construction of the dock would have removed the deposits. Based on the above evidence 

there is potential for prehistoric paleo-environmental evidence to be preserved and prehistoric 

archaeological deposits might be found within the river embankments of the Haven. The 

scouring action of the river, the canalisation of the Haven and creation of the docks, has 

greatly reduced the potential for these deposits to survive. 

Old Fen Bank  

4.5.3 The Old Fen Bank (MM18) or Roman Bank was built as a sea bank to protect arable land and 

reclaim marshland on the landward side of the bank. Archaeological evidence dates it from 

the middle to late Saxon period (Allen, 2010, 4), although local tradition has it as Roman and 

Wheeler (Wheeler, 1896, 7) contends that the engineering and ‘man’ power required to 

construct the complete extent of the sea bank would only have been available to the Romans. 

The first reference to the bank was in 1178, when it was already described as old. A middle 

Saxon site at Tilney St Lawrence was partly covered by the earthwork suggesting the bank 

was constructed as the site went out of use (Allen, 2010, 4). 

4.5.4 The extent shown in the HER stretches from just north of Leeland Road, running south for 

approximately 5km to the junction of Wyberton Road and Frampton Road. On aerial 

photographs the bank itself appears to continue unbroken to where the River Welland runs 

into the Wash. It then picks up and continues around the Wash. The bank which runs west 

from Leeland Road, and forms the right bank within the Project area is potentially also related 

to the Fen Bank. Map 2 in the Boston Town Historic Environment Baseline Study (Cope-

Faulkner, 2007) shows “medieval sea defences” in a similar location, terminating at the 

junction with the SFFD.  

4.5.5 When viewed in modern aerial photographs the line of the sea wall is visible in the irregular 

field boundaries along the right bank, downstream of the curve in the river at the junction with 

the Maud Foster Drain (MM66), running behind one of the proposed temporary dewatering 

sites for dredging materials at the junction of Slippery Gowt Lane and the entrance to the 

proposed dewatering site. Upstream of the curve in the river it continues to the rear of the one 

of the proposed temporary dewatering sites for dredging materials and the Western Power 

site before appearing to follow the line of the existing embankment.  
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Tidal mud banks 

4.5.6 The tidal mud banks (MM11) are an important part of the historic character of the study area 

and the Haven in Boston (see Plate 4.7). The silting of the river channel has been an ongoing 

part of the development of the landscape and has influenced the development and history of 

the study area and Boston as a settlement. The tidal mudflats are naturally formed by the 

laying down of silts through tidal activity. Their locations also indicate the extent of the 

navigation channels within the river, part of the ongoing historic water management systems 

of the fens. They also have the potential to preserve buried organic materials due to the 

anaerobic conditions they create. The potential for archaeological deposits in the tidal mud 

banks is outlined in Section 4.7.5. 

Plate 4.7: Tidal mud banks opposite the PoB 

 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2015 

Remains of abandoned hulks and wooden structures and posts within the mud banks 

4.5.7 Within the study area there are number of hulks and other timber structures (MM12) identified, 

probably dating from the nineteenth and twentieth centuries (Nayling, 2011). These hulks and 

timbers are exposed within the tidal mud banks at low tide. A timber hulk is visible within the 

tidal mud banks of the river channel, in the location of the barrier structure (centred on NGR 
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532822, 342805). Four observable timbers run alongside the remains of the hulk, which may 

be the remains of a quay (see Plate 4.8). There are timbers visible along the tidal mud banks 

on the right bank within the Project area, which could be remains of hulks, quays or moorings 

(see Plate 4.8). There is also a hulk identified further downstream opposite the PoB (centred 

on NGR 533246, 342943), this is within the Project area although not within the site of the 

barrier structure or the dredging area (see Plate 4.7). There are also observable timbers on a 

tidal mud bank between the port and the Maud Foster Sluice; given their location these are 

likely to postdate the port. As timber is an organic material the potential for survival is good 

due to the anaerobic conditions. 

Plate 4.8: Timber hulk and remains of possible quay in the tidal mud banks 

 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2015 

4.5.8 As well as the visible remains there is a reference in the Historic Environment Record (HER) 

to the site of the “Henry James” in a similar position to the remains of the timber hulk in the 

location of the barrier structure. This is noted in the HER as a shipping vessel abandoned 

here which has since disappeared. There is also reference to a number of fishing boats visible 

in the tidal mud banks along the right bank in the 1950’s, and the Satis Barge located just 

downstream from junction of the Maud Foster Drain (MM66) and the Haven. Other than the 

two hulks pictured in Plate 4.7 and Plate 4.8, there are no visible remains. It is unclear as to 

why these remains are no longer visible, whether they have been lost through tidal activity, 

broken up by dredging or have been buried within the silt of the tidal mud banks.   

Boston Port and associated structures  

4.5.9 Boston Dock (MM13) was built between 1882 and 1884 by W H Wheeler (The Engineer, 

1884, 481). It was excavated out of the Town Fields to the south of Boston. The old Gallows 
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Mill, Fishtoft Mill, Skirbeck Mill and the post mill were all demolished to make way for the wet 

dock (Wright, 1986). In Creighton’s map of 1835, on the site of the dock, there are a number 

of structures marked which may indicate the location of the mills (Creighton, 1835).  

4.5.10 A contemporary article in The Engineer noted that during excavation of the dock that the 

upper stratum was brick clay, with a thin layer of peat and sand, under which was hard drift 

clay of greyish yellow mixed with chalk, then at foundation level was boulder clay embedded 

with large boulders (The Engineer. 1884, 481). Much of the brick clay was burnt off for 

concrete. Other spoil was used to raise the land around the wet dock. The wet dock walls 

were constructed from concrete, the face of which was shuttered at a lower level, and on the 

upper levels, where the ships would dock; it was faced in blue engineering brick in concrete 

(The Engineer, 1884, 481). A hydraulic engine was fitted and an engine house constructed to 

drive the gates, coal hoist and other machinery associated with the working of the PoB, (The 

Engineer, 1885, 63).  

4.5.11 Comparison of aerial photographs taken around the turn of the twentieth century (see Plate 

4.9) 1951, 1990 (Wright, 1986, 67 & 112) and modern aerial photographs show the PoB 

changing over time to accommodate the needs of a modern working port. A site walkover 

confirmed that other than the basic infrastructure, the wet dock, wet dock lock and the rail 

lines, there is very little in the way of buildings and structures which survive from its Victorian 

origins. The hydraulic engine house at the entrance to the PoB from St Johns Road has 

survived, now used as offices and storage. The wet dock and the wet dock lock survive in 

their original form. However, engineering details from over the years and an inspection of the 

wet dock lock demonstrates that the structure itself has undergone a number of alterations 

and improvements, normally following the failure or weakening of the original structure. 
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Plate 4.9: Aerial photograph of PoB from the turn of the twentieth century 

 

Source: PoB 

 

4.5.12 The PoB’s historic character has been irrevocably altered through the constant adaptation and 

updating of the PoB. This constant change to respond to modern requirements is arguably 

part of the historic tradition of the PoB. Modern structures within the PoB have no heritage 

value, however, the crane and hoist either side of the Haven, one on the PoB and one on the 

embankment, at the site of the barrier, may have some community value given their landmark 

status. They form a gateway into Boston from the wash and may have some interest as a 

familiar marker for waterway users. They also frame views looking downstream of the Haven 

towards St Nicholas Church (MM03) (see Plate 4.10). The dynamic industrial character of the 

PoB and how the PoB is experienced when moving through the landscape, particularly by 

walkers along the right bank and boat users in the Haven, contributes to the heritage value. 

The constant movement and activity in the PoB from its every day function is one which would 

have been experienced since its first use in 1884. 
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Plate 4.10: Looking downstream from the barrier site with the view of St Nicholas Church framed by the 

hoists 

 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2015 

The Black Sluice and pump house 

4.5.13 The Black Sluice (MM14) stands at the junction between the Haven and the SFFD. The 

current Black Sluice was built in 1846-50 by Cubbitt. The lock was lost during the construction 

of the pumping station in the mid-twentieth century. Much of the western side of the pumping 

station was destroyed when extensions were built in the 1960s. The sluice on the Haven side 

of London Road is relatively unscathed with three piers and river wall constructed from Ashlar 

block, and three iron winches are thought to be original, although the sluice gates are modern 

metal. The sluice and pumping station end the views looking west across the site, before the 

Haven turns towards the town, this view would have predated the port by approximately 30 

years (see Plate 4.11). 
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Plate 4.11: Black Sluice looking upstream from the barrier site with tidal mud banks 

 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2015 

4.6 Summary 

4.6.1 Table 4.1 summarises the heritage assets within the study area that are considered relevant 

to this assessment, a full list can be found in Appendix B; Table B.1. Table 4.1 gives a brief 

description of the asset and assigns it a heritage value based on the criteria found in Table 

2.1. Appendix A; Figure 4.1 shows the location of these assets in relation to the Project area. 
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Table 4.1: Summary of Key heritage assets in 500m study area (unless otherwise stated) considered relevant to the assessment  

Unique 
reference 
number 

Listing number HER 
reference 

Name Description Heritage 
Value 

Designation 

MM01 1388981 MLI10029 Hussey Tower Late C14 or early C15 brick tower with octagonal 
turret at south-east angle and crenelated 
parapets. Rib vaulted ground floor. Originally 
Benyington Tower, a substantial house with views 
from the tower across the Haven. Sold to the 
Corporation and dismantled after 1545. 

Very High Scheduled Monument 

MM02 1388844 MLI14248 Parish Church 
of St Botolph 

Outside the study area. Known locally as Boston 
Stump due to the shape of the tower. Ashlar 
construction with lead roof.  The tower is in three 
stages with a characteristic octagonal lantern 
supported by flying buttresses. St Botolph’s tower 
dominates the local landscape, as it did 
historically. It was also used as a day marker by 
ships navigating into Boston. 

Very High Grade I listed 

MM03 1388859 MLI14248 St Nicholas 
Church 

Thought to pre-date the foundation of St Botolph’s 
church. Building dates from 13th Century with 
elements from the 14th, 15th, 17th, 18th Century, 
19th and 20th century. Constructed from squared 
limestone rubble, ashlar and red brick. Roof is 
lead and plain tile. The church is set in a 
prominent position on the Haven and is a key 
feature in views along the navigation from the 
Wash and the town. Historically used as a 
daymarker by shipping navigating into Boston. 

High Grade II* listed 

MM04 N/A N/A Skirbeck 
Conservation 
Area 

Designated c1977. The conservation area covers 
St Nicholas Church and Churchyard, and its 
former rectory Skirbeck Hall and its grounds, 
extending to the foreshore and taking in the Maud 
Foster Sluice.  

Medium Conservation Area 

MM05 1388860 MLI4249 Skirbeck Hall Former Rectory to St Nicholas Church, built in 
1847 by Edward Lapidge. Two storeys high with 
gault brick construction and ashlar dressings. 
Formerly stood in extensive formal and semi-
formal gardens before becoming a college. There 
is now a gated modern development within the 
curtilage. 

 

Medium Grade II listed 
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Unique 
reference 
number 

Listing number HER 
reference 

Name Description Heritage 
Value 

Designation 

MM06 1388860 MLI13851 Maud Foster 
Sluice 

Constructed in 1807 by John Rennie as part of 
the comprehensive scheme to reclaim the East, 
West and Wildmore Fens between 1803 and 
1813. The sluice has three elliptical archways with 
two projecting piers to each side and coped 
parapet walls. The retaining walls are splayed and 
sloped with returns. The iron bound timber sluice 
gates are operated by a system of pulleys. Later 
access walkways and steel balustrading stand on 
the piers.  

Medium Grade II listed 

MM07 1388921 

1388922 

MLI13855 Swingbridge, 
gatehouse and 
signals cabin 

The bridge is iron, built by Handysides the Derby 
Iron founders, set on a timber piled platform and 
is hydraulically opened from the control cabin on 
the west bank. There is a manual control in the 
centre of the bridge. It was built to connect the 
docks single track railway to the Great Northern 
Line when the docks were constructed in 1884. 
The bridge is still in operation. The gatehouse and 
signals cabin were built in 1884 to control the 
swing bridge it has an octagonal plan. Built in red 
brick with blue brick dressings, it has a slate roof 
with blue angle raised ridges and a terracotta 
pinnacle to a pyramid roof. 

Medium Two Grade II listed structures 

MM08 1388894 

1388896 

1388898 

1388883 

1388884 

1388885 

1388886 

1388887 

1388888 

1388889 

1388890 

1388891 

1388892 

1388893 

MLI14282 

MLI14284 

MLI14286 

MLI14271 

MLI14272 

MLI14273 

MLI14274 

MLI14275 

MLI14276 

MLI14277 

MLI14278 

MLI14279 

MLI14280 

MLI14281 

Boston 
Conservation 
Area; Character 
Areas 12a and 
12b and 
associated 
listed buildings 

Designated in 1969. Character areas 12a High 
Street South and 12b London Road are within the 
study area. These areas cover the linear 
development of the High Street down to the Swing 
Bridge. High Street is a linear development which 
runs north to south, with the river meandering to 
the east. Fronting onto High Street is a mix of 
18th and 19th century historic buildings, with 
some good examples of high status 18th Century 
town houses. Historically the gardens and 
orchards to these properties as well as shipyards 
filled the area between the rear of the High Street 
properties and the river. In the nineteenth century 
this area was developed with a grid pattern of 
Victorian Terraces. Towards the southern end of 
the conservation area the tight urban grain starts 
to break down with open spaces and ill-defined 
boundaries. 

Medium Conservation Area 

Two Grade II* listed buildings 

Thirty Grade II listed buildings 
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Unique 
reference 
number 

Listing number HER 
reference 

Name Description Heritage 
Value 

Designation 

1388895 

1388897 

1388899 

1388900 

1388911 

1388912 

1388913 

1388914 

1388915 
1388916 

1388917 

MLI14283 

MLI14285 

MLI13964 

MLI13964 

MLI14299 

MLI14300 

MLI14301 

MLI14302 

MLI14303 

MLI14304 

MLI14305 

 

MM09 N/A N/A Boston 
Conservation 
Area Character 
Areas 1 – 11 
and associated 
listed buildings 

Outside the study area. Designated in 1969. A 
mix of medieval, Georgian, Victorian, Edwardian 
and modern development. The history and 
development of the area, including the 
fluctuations in the fortune of the town and port, 
which was originally in the centre of the town, are 
legible in the historic architecture and street 
patterns. Key buildings include St Botolph’s 
Church, the Guildhall and Fydell House. Key 
spaces include the Market Place and Central 
Park. 

Medium Conservation Area 

Four Grade I listed buildings  

10 Grade II* listed buildings 

180 Grade II listed buildings 

 

MM10 N/A ML14536I Prehistoric 
fenland 
deposits 

Found during bore column investigation work, 
these deposits lie at a height of -2m to -2.65m 
OD. Samples taken from the peat date this to 
between BC3020 and 2930, which suggest buried 
middle Neolithic ground surface in this area. 
There have been no cultural items discovered in 
the borehole data, however this is probably due to 
the method of extraction. 

Medium N/A 

MM11 N/A N/A Tidal mud 
banks 

The tidal mud banks are a significant part of the 
historic character of the area and are visible 
evidence of how the land has historically been 
formed and shaped by the river. There is potential 
for medieval and post medieval survival of 
archaeological deposits due to the creation of 
anaerobic conditions. 

Medium N/A 
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Unique 
reference 
number 

Listing number HER 
reference 

Name Description Heritage 
Value 

Designation 

MM12 N/A MLI14502 

MLI14503 

MLI14504 

Remains of 
abandoned 
hulks, wooden 
structures and 
posts within the 
tidal mud banks 

There are visible remains of timber hulk and posts 
to the south of the PoB. There is also recorded 
evidence of a number of abandoned timber hulks 
in including the Satis Barge and the Henry James 
in this area. 

Low N/A 

MM13 N/A MLI13499 

 

Port of Boston 
and associated 
structures 

Built between 1882 and 1884 with a wet dock, 
lock, bonded warehouses, cranes, hoists, engine 
house and hydraulic engine. Other than the basic 
infrastructure, the dock, lock and the rail lines, 
there is very little in the way of buildings and 
structures which survive from its Victorian origins. 
The dock and the lock survive in their original 
form. The engine house is still extant. Of the 
modern structures there are two hoists on either 
side of the Haven which may have some 
community heritage value for boater, walkers and 
other users of the waterway. 

Low N/A 

MM14 N/A MLI13629 The Black 
Sluice and 
pump house 

Built 1846-50 by Cubitt. The sluice was heavily 
altered during the construction of the pump house 
in the mid 20th century. The structure of the sluice 
on the Haven side is relatively intact however the 
lock gates are modern. 

Low N/A 

MM18 N/A MLI97710 Old Fen Bank 
or Roman Bank 

An earthwork which possibly dates to the 
Saxon period. It formed a sea bank to protect 
the land from in-wash and flooding, creating 
arable land and meadows. 

Medium N/A 

Source: Mott MacDonald, 2016 
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4.7 Archaeological potential 

4.7.1 Below is a summary of the archaeological potential of the Project area. A summary of the 

location and findings within the borehole samples referenced below can be found in Appendix 

C of this Report. 

Prehistoric 

4.7.2 There is limited potential for structural or artefactual prehistoric remains to be present within 

the Project area. However, as evidenced by the borehole samples recovered within the 

Project area, there is a moderate to high potential for prehistoric (potentially of Mesolithic to 

Neolithic date) palaeoenvironmental remains to be present within the peat deposits identified 

within the Haven river banks, which have been shown to have protected the earlier fen 

deposits. The potential for the peat deposits to be present below the river channel and within 

the PoB part of the Project area is low to due to the to the depth of channel and the impact of 

dredging and cutting of the channel and port.  

Roman 

4.7.3 There is limited potential for Roman remains to be present within the Project area. Roman 

activity was located on the higher drier lands during this period, rather than the Fen carr/salt 

marsh/river channels that were present within the Project area, as evidenced by the farmstead 

identified on a Roddon in the Skirbeck Quarter (MM15). There is some potential that fen 

deposits from the Roman period may be present within the Project area, particularly in the 

area of the Haven river banks. These deposits may contain Roman date palaeoenvironmental 

evidence.  

Saxon 

4.7.4 There is limited potential for Saxon remains to be present within in the Project area with the 

possible exception of the Old Fen Bank (MM18) which may date from the middle Saxon 

period. Saxon activity would have largely located on the higher drier lands during this period 

as evidence by the occupation sites identified in Skirbeck (MM16 and MM17).  

Medieval and post medieval  

4.7.5 Within the tidal mud banks there is moderate potential for medieval and post medieval survival 

of archaeological deposits (MM11) due to the creation of anaerobic conditions by the alluvial 

layers. There is evidence of this part of the Haven being in use from the medieval period for 

mooring, unloading and laying up until a berth became available in the town port (Lewis, 

1973). Borehole samples produced medieval (13
th
 to 16

th
 century) pottery, frequent brick and 

tile and bone (Taylor, 2010). The extent of any deposits is unknown; the area would have 

been disturbed with previous dredging and channel cutting. 
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4.7.6 The sediment build up in the channel adjacent to the PoB, and the wet dock suggest an 

unexplored potential, modern as well as historic, that is buried within sediments within the 

Project area.  

4.7.7 There is also documentary and photographic evidence of post medieval mills in the area of 

the PoB and wet dock lock (Cupperditch, 2002).  Although much of the structures were likely 

to have been removed with the construction of the PoB and excavation of the wet dock there 

is still the potential for the survival of remnants around the wet dock lock area. 

4.8 Historic landscape character 

4.8.1 The historic character of the area has been defined by the natural shaping of the land by the 

sea and river channels, combined with successive periods of artificial drainage and battles 

against the sea to unlock agricultural land and protect the land from inundation.  Settlements 

have tended to higher ground with many settlements in the wider Fens, including Boston, 

focusing on a silt ridge known as the Townlands.  This ridge runs from Wainfleet in the north 

around the coast to Kings Lynn (Lord and Macintosh, 2011).   

4.8.2 Within the study area the Haven is characterised by a central channel, probably originally cut 

as part of the 1881 improvement work, with tidal mud banks on the right bank at low tide. The 

tidal mud banks (MM11) are an important part of the historic character of the Haven and are 

visible evidence of how the land has historically been formed and shaped by the river. The 

right bank is a modern raised embankment, possibly on the line of the Old Fen Bank (MM18) 

set back from the foreshore. The left bank is the concrete wall of the PoB (MM13).  Around 

the Haven in the study area the character is predominantly one of continuous urban 

development (ECUS, 2009). Within that there is the industrial character of the PoB, the 

commercial development behind the embankment on the right bank and the mix of domestic 

and commercial development upstream. Moving downstream this continuous urban 

development changes into reclaimed agricultural land behind embankments.  The area 

around St Nicholas Church (MM03) and the Skirbeck conservation area (MM04) provide a 

transitional zone between these two landscape character types.  
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5.1 Introduction 

5.1.1 The predicted effects of the Project on cultural heritage are addressed in this section. The 

assessment is split into two sections; construction effects and operational effects. 

Construction effects can be temporary, however some works carried out as part of the 

construction would result in permanent effects. Operational effects would last the lifetime of 

the Project. 

5.1.2 Temporary construction effects are effects which will last for all or part of the construction 

period, for example the presence of construction machinery in historic views.  Permanent 

effects are works carried out during the construction period which would result in a permanent 

impact, for example the excavation required for the construction of the barrier structure would 

result in the permanent removal of archaeological deposits, or the construction of a flood wall 

would result in permanent changes to the setting of a heritage asset. Both the temporary and 

permanent effects of construction will be assessed in the construction section. 

5.1.3 The predicted operational effects will assess the effects on cultural heritage through the 

operation of the Project. It will include the effect of the barrier and flood defences when they 

are in use. 

5.2 Construction  

Assessment assumptions and limitations 

5.2.1 This cultural heritage assessment has been carried out on the basis of the Project design and 

construction methods described in the ES (Volume 1): Chapter 2 and shown on the ES 

(Volume 1): Appendix A: Maps and Figures: Figures 2.1 to 2.5. The following general 

assumptions have been made:  

 Any archaeological deposits in materials to be excavated or dredged would be removed; 

 Dredging would be carried out at low tide by barge from the river; 

 Construction would be carried out in line with best practice; 

 Construction would be limited to between 07:30 and 18:30 Monday and Friday other than 

for the works to the wet dock which will be 24/7 over a nine month period; 

 Construction noise would be carefully monitored during construction to minimise impacts 

on the local area; 

 During construction works the PoB would continue operating, with no reduction in the 

associated activity, traffic and noise; 

 Normal tidal activity would continue in the Haven during the construction period; 

 The sheet piling would visually mature following its installation due to tidal activity;  

 The visual appearance of the path on the right bank would be re-instated, with natural 

planting, towards the end of the construction period; and 

5 Impact assessment 
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 The Boston Public Footpath No.14 (Macmillan Way) would be diverted during the 

construction period and there will be no public access to the right bank between Wyberton 

Low Road and Lealand Way during this time. 

5.2.2 Where the extent of archaeological deposits is unknown, impact is assessed on the potential 

for well-preserved remains. This potential is based on the site conditions for preservation, 

previous surveys in this area and evidence within the baseline assessment of other similar 

locations in the area. 

5.2.3 The main construction activities that would cause predicted impacts relevant to cultural 

heritage are:  

 Excavation of the riverbed and tidal mudflats at site of the barrier structure; 

 Dredging of the riverbed and tidal mudflats associated with the scour protection and sheet 

piling and the disposal of dredged material; 

 Installation of the sheet piling along PoB river wall; 

 Installation of the sheet piling along the right bank; 

 Widening and other improvements of the wet dock entrance; 

 Construction of the flood walls along the right bank of the Haven; 

 Construction of the flood walls within the PoB; 

 Construction of the junction between the concrete flood wall and Maud Foster Sluice 

(MM06); 

 Installation of the barrier structure and associated narrowing of the channel; 

 Construction of the control building; and 

 Construction road traffic travelling through historic areas. 

 Temporary relocation of the Witham Sailing Club to 1.2km downstream of the barrier 

location on the left bank. 

5.3 Construction impact assessment 

5.3.1 The Project has been assessed as having a neutral impact and effect on all heritage assets 

within the study area that have not been included the key heritage asset assessment below.  

This assessment was carried out in line with the cultural heritage assessment methodology in 

Chapter 2 of this Report. A full list of all heritage assets in the study area can be found in 

Appendix B; Table B.1. The way in which these impacts are considered to affect the key 

designated heritage assets is assessed below and a summary of effects is listed in Table 5.1.   

5.4 Designated heritage assets 

The Hussey Tower 

5.4.1 The Hussey Tower (MM01) is 295 metres from the construction site; however the most active 

part of the construction site, the southern part of the PoB and the Haven is over 750 metres to 

the south. Between the construction area and the Hussey Tower is the PoB with its 
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associated industrial character, including traffic movements and noise. There is no visual 

interaction between the Hussey Tower and the construction site and the historic setting of the 

tower is already compromised with the modern development in the area. Therefore, there 

would be no visual impact on the setting of the tower from the construction of the Project. 

There may be a limited change in soundscape from the increase in construction traffic using 

the PoB access on St John’s Road. However, the soundscape makes a limited contribution to 

the value of the asset. As the majority of construction traffic would be via the river and given 

the current level of heavy goods vehicles and other traffic using this access is considerable 

the increase in traffic noise would be negligible. The overall significance of effect of the 

construction of the Project on the Hussey Tower would be temporary and negligible. 

Church of St Botolph 

5.4.2 St Botolph’s Church (MM02) is in Boston town centre, outside of the study area. The 

dominance of the Stump in views across the PoB is already compromised by the height and 

scale of existing structures and machinery on the PoB. The tall machinery (such as cranes) 

needed to construct the barrier and flood defences would have a negligible impact on this 

already reduced dominance and the Stump would continue to be visible in glimpses across 

the site. There would also be a negligible impact on views from the Stump as the plant and 

machinery used for construction would be visually absorbed into the existing industrial 

structures in and around the PoB. The tidal impact and associated flooding risk would remain 

unchanged through construction. The overall effect of the construction of the Project on St 

Botolph’s Church would be temporary and negligible.  

St Nicholas Church 

5.4.3 St Nicholas Church (MM03) is outside of the Project area, and the construction works would 

have no impact on the historic fabric of the building.  Key historic views looking downstream to 

St Nicholas Church along the right bank of the Haven and for boat users in the Haven would 

be permanently altered by the installation of sheet piling and 1.2m high wall above, 

construction of the barrier and associated narrowing of the channel.  Extending approximately 

150m downstream from the barrier structure (see drawing no IMAN001472-CIV-DR-002) the 

sheet piling would reach from the toe of the existing embankment, vertically up to 

approximately 7.55m AOD (see section B, drawing no IMAN001472-CIV-DR-003).  The height 

of the embankment would increase by approximately 0.3m, the area between the sheet pile 

and the existing top of the embankment would be infilled with the new path on the 

embankment extending the crest to 10m.  From approximately 200m downstream for the 

extent of the Project along the right bank, the sheet pile would be embedded within the 

existing bank (see sections C and D, drawing no IMAN1472-CIV-DR-003).   

5.4.4 The key views of St Nicholas Church would change with these alterations to the right bank, 

and a more industrial feel would be introduced to these views around the barrier structure, 

particularly for boat users in the channel. However, this would be seen in conjunction with the 

already industrial PoB and commercial units along Marsh Lane.  Although the immediate 
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character would change the extension of the crest on the right bank in this location would also 

allow new longer views of the church to be established for users of the footpath with the path 

extending closer to the channel.   

5.4.5 As the viewer moves downstream along the channel or the right bank, the embedded sheet 

pile within the embankment creates a transitional zone between the industrial character of the 

barrier structure, PoB and commercial development and the green, semi natural landscape 

beyond.  This retains the existing visual buffer provided by the semi natural embankment, 

between the industrial character of the PoB and commercial development and the semi-rural 

character of the church and conservation area.  The view would change with between 2m and 

3m of sheet pile being visible from the channel and the 1.2m wall on the land side of the 

embankment.  However the sheet pile would appear as part of the embankment, helping it to 

merge into the landscape. The semi natural landscaping of the path and embankment crest 

would also help it integrate. The historic relationship between the church tower and the Haven 

remains with its function as a navigational day marker still apparent. 

5.4.6 During periods of the construction, views of St Nicholas Church from the construction site and 

the west would be blocked by construction activity, particularly where large structures or 

pieces of equipment are being lifted and lowered into place. These include the installation of 

the coffer dams, sheet piling activities and the construction of the barrier structure. The 

narrowing of the channel would impact on the framing of views of the church, with tall 

machinery located for periods of time in the Haven channel. The view would become busier 

with movement from construction activities and construction traffic along the right bank 

drawing the eye, distracting from the historic views along the Haven towards the Church and 

reducing the ability to understand the historic function of the church as a navigational marker. 

These effects would be temporary and last for the duration of the construction works. 

5.4.7 The narrowing of the channel and construction of the barrier would reduce the width of the 

frame of the view from upstream of the barrier, with the northern barrier arm located in what 

was previously mid channel. Whilst moving downstream historic views of St Nicholas Church 

(MM03) would be impacted by the narrowing of the channel and the above water barrier 

structure.  Once past the barrier structure, moving downstream, there would be no more 

permanent visual obstructions within the channel. The view currently framed by the hoists 

would be lost, however this would be superseded by views framed by other structures on the 

PoB, and the barrier structure, including the potential for a similar framed view created by the 

barrier arms.  This would reduce the permanent construction impact. 

5.4.8 Construction noise would also affect the tranquil soundscape and calm surroundings of the 

Church (see also TCA9 in ES (Volume 2a) Landscape and Visual Amenity Technical Report) 

to an extent where the setting and enjoyment of the heritage asset would be affected. Other 

than for the work to the wet dock, construction would be limited to between Monday and 

Friday, and would not take place over weekends, reducing the impact. This would be a 

temporary effect which would last the duration of the construction works. 
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5.4.9 The 24/7 working over a three month period for the widening and improvements of the wet 

dock would result in additional impacts to the setting and enjoyment of St Nicholas Church 

with the disruption of the tranquil soundscape and calm surroundings. The PoB already 

operates 24/7 and the additional construction noise and lighting would be in addition to the 

PoB operational noise. However, work during the night when the general ambient noise drops 

means that the overall impact of the construction work would be more noticeable.  

5.4.10 The temporary relocation of the WSC to the area next to the sub aqua club would have a 

limited impact on historic views to St Nicholas Church. The change in views with the 

temporary construction of buildings and storage of boats would introduce a new feature into 

the landscape.  However boats and associated buildings are an expected feature which would 

re-enforce the character of a working navigation. The heights of the features would not 

compete with the dominance of the church as a landmark and navigational day marker. 

5.4.11 The magnitude of impact on St Nicholas Church from the temporary construction effects of the 

Project has been assessed as moderate negative due to the interruption of views, and visual 

and audible impact on the setting of the Church during construction activity along the right 

bank and in the channel of the Haven. The magnitude of impact from the permanent 

construction effects of the Project, including the appearance of the barrier structure, sheet 

piling and concrete wall, has been assessed as minor adverse due to the permanent change 

in views along the right bank and change to the graded visual transition between the industrial 

character of the PoB and semi-rural setting of the Church with the introduction of the sheet 

piling embedded within the existing embankment.  

5.4.12 As the heritage value of St Nicholas Church is high this has resulted in an overall significance 

of effect of a temporary moderate adverse effect, which is significant, and a minor adverse 

permanent construction effect, based on professional judgement.  

Skirbeck Conservation Area 

5.4.13 The focal point of Skirbeck Conservation Area (MM04) is St Nicholas Church (MM03). As 

such, the conservation area is similarly affected to St Nicholas Church by the construction of 

the scheme in terms of key views downstream from the right bank and channel and from 

associated construction noise (see Section 5.4.3 to 5.4.9). The proposed flood walls on the 

left bank would abut the conservation area at Maud Foster Sluice (MM06). The permanent 

visual impact from the junction between the concrete flood defence walls and the conservation 

area at Maud Foster Sluice is limited as the industrial nature is already the dominant character 

upstream of this area of the conservation area. During construction works in this location there 

would be a limited temporary impact as the machinery, plant and associated movement would 

appear as an extension to the Port functions. The impact from the temporary relocation of the 

WSC would be similar to the impact on St Nicholas Church, with changed historic views, 

although the introduction of boats and associated buildings re-enforcing the character of a 

working navigation which is a key aspect of the setting of the conservation area. The physical 
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impact on the Maud Foster Sluice is assessed separately as part of the effect on the listed 

structure (see Section 5.4.16). 

5.4.14 The magnitude of impact on the Skirbeck Conservation Area (MM04) from the temporary 

construction effects of the Project has been assessed as moderate negative due to the 

interruption of views, and visual and audible impact on the setting of the conservation area 

from construction activity along the right bank and in the channel of the Haven. The 

magnitude of impact from the permanent construction effects of the Project, including the 

appearance of the barrier structure, sheet piling and concrete wall, has been assessed as 

minor adverse due to the permanent change in views along the right bank looking east 

towards the conservation area, and change in the graded visual transition between the 

industrial character of the PoB and semi-rural setting of the conservation area. As the heritage 

value of Skirbeck conservation area is medium this has resulted in an overall significance of 

effect of moderate adverse for the temporary construction effects and minor adverse for the 

permanent construction effects. 

Skirbeck Hall 

5.4.15 Skirbeck Hall (MM05) sits within the conservation area (MM04) however there is no visual or 

historic relationship with the Project area. The construction noise is not likely to be significant 

enough when heard from the Hall to impact on the value or understanding of the asset, 

particularly when taken in conjunction with the normal noise levels from the PoB. The overall 

significance of effect of the construction of the Project on Skirbeck Hall would be temporary 

and negligible. There would be no permanent construction effects on Skirbeck Hall. 

Maud Foster Sluice 

5.4.16 The concrete flood defence wall on the Port side of the left bank would abut stonework 

structure of the Maud Foster Sluice (MM06) to form a watertight joint. No intrusive working 

into the structure is required and a watertight joint would be formed between the concrete wall 

and parapet using compressible board and sealant.  The concrete flood wall, which runs 

through the PoB at a height of 2m, has been designed to taper down into the sluice parapet.  

The height of the flood wall would be reduced by 1.4m over 5m so that it is the same height as 

the parapet, 0.63m, at the junction between the new wall and the parapet.   

5.4.17 The tapering of the flood wall would allow the Maud Foster Sluice to continue to be read as a 

standalone structure.  The use of concrete for the flood wall in this location is in keeping with 

the modern industrial character of the PoB, and the difference in material between the parapet 

and flood wall also ensures that the Maud Foster Sluice can be understood as part of the 

historic navigation and water management system rather than a structure associated with the 

PoB. 

5.4.18 During periods of the construction, views of the Maud Foster Sluice from the right bank 

embankment would be temporarily blocked by construction activity, particularly where large 
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structures or pieces of equipment are being lifted and lowered into place. There is limited 

inter-visibility between the sluice and the barrier structure, and where this occurs the barrier 

structure would appear as part of the industrial infrastructure of the PoB and would have no 

permanent impact on the setting of the listed structure.  Similarly the sheet piling works, with 

their industrial appearance, would not affect the ability to appreciate or understand the 

structure within its historic context. 

5.4.19 The magnitude of impact on the Maud Foster Sluice (MM06) from the temporary construction 

effects of the Project has been assessed as minor negative due to the interruption of views 

from construction activity along the right bank and in the channel of the Haven. The 

magnitude of impact from the permanent construction effects of the Project, including the 

appearance of the barrier structure, sheet piling and concrete wall, has been assessed as 

minor adverse due to the permanent change the visual relationship between the PoB and the 

Maud Foster Sluice. As the heritage value of Maud Foster Sluice is medium this has resulted 

in an overall significance of effect of minor adverse for both the temporary and permanent 

construction effects. 

Swingbridge, gatehouse and controls cabin  

5.4.20 The swingbridge, gatehouse and controls cabin (MM07) are outside the Project area, and the 

construction works would have no impact on the historic fabric of the structures. There is 

limited inter-visibility between the listed structures and the Project area. Tall machinery would 

potentially be visible over the top of existing PoB structures; however they would visually be 

lost within the industrial landscape of buildings, cranes and hoists. There would be glimpses 

of construction activity by the bend in the Haven, particularly with the sheet piling on the right 

bank downstream of the Black Sluice (MM14). The industrial character of the structures and 

their setting would reduce the impact of construction as these activities would not appear out 

of place within the townscape. The overall significance of effect of construction activities on 

the swingbridge, gatehouse and controls cabin would be temporary and negligible. 

Boston Conservation Area (character areas 12a and 12b) and associated listed 

buildings 

5.4.21 The Project area is outside the conservation area (MM08) therefore there would be no direct 

physical impact on the character of the area or its buildings from the construction work. As 

with the swingbridge there is limited inter-visibility between the conservation area and the 

Project area. The Project area does not feature in key views identified in the Conservation 

Area Appraisal (Boston Borough Council, 2009). Tall machinery would potentially be visible 

over the top of existing port structures however they would be visually lost within the industrial 

landscape of buildings, cranes and hoists. Glimpses of construction activity may also be 

visible by the bend in the Haven, past Black Sluice, from the London Road end of the 

conservation area. Given the immediate industrial character of the Port and the limited 

visibility from the conservation area these construction activities would not appear out of place 

within the townscape. Construction traffic would be routed along the A16 and would have no 
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impact on the historic core of the conservation area along High Street and London Road. The 

overall significance of the effect of the construction activities on character areas 12a and 12b 

of the Boston conservation area would be temporary and negligible. 

Boston Conservation Area (character areas 1-11) and associated listed buildings 

5.4.22 The Boston Conservation Area (character areas 1-11) (MM09) is outside of the study area. 

There is no inter-visibility between the Project area and the conservation area. The tidal 

impact and associated flooding risk would remain unchanged through construction. As such 

there would be no construction impact on character areas 1-11 of the Boston Conservation 

Area. 

5.5 Non designated heritage assets 

Prehistoric fen deposits 

5.5.1 The identified Neolithic peat deposits (MM10) indicates that potential prehistoric 

palaeoenvironmental evidence may survive within and beneath the embankments of the 

Haven. The cutting and dredging of the current Haven channel has potentially removed these 

deposits within the area of the in channel excavations for the barrier and scour protection. 

However, the excavation works for the barrier within the lower reaches of the mud banks and 

the sheet piling at the toe of the embankment would result in the loss of any prehistoric 

palaeoenvironmental deposits should they exist and the evidence they provide for prehistoric 

environmental conditions and occupation in the area. The use of cofferdams and low tide 

dredging for this work presents the opportunity to monitor the excavation and record any 

archaeological deposits where it is safe to do so, although this does not prevent the loss of 

evidence found in in situ deposits, it would provide a publically accessible record of any 

significant discoveries.  

5.5.2 The magnitude of impact on the prehistoric fen deposits (MM10) has been assessed as major 

adverse due to the potential permanent loss of prehistoric palaeoenvironmental evidence 

through dredging and excavation work in lower reaches of the tidal mud banks and toe of the 

embankment.  As the prehistoric fen deposits have a medium value the permanent 

construction effect would be significant major adverse. 

The Old Fen Bank 

5.5.3 The vast majority of the remaining Old Fen Bank (MM18) is outside the Project area, with only 

around 500m of the asset affected. The evidence as to the level of preservation within the 

Project area is ambiguous. Any remains are likely to either be within the core of the modern 

embankment which stands at approximately 6m AOD or outside of the construction site. 

Excavation in small channels the width of the bank, at 2.3m intervals to a depth of 

approximately 0m AOD, are proposed along approximately 22m of the embankment from the 

junction with the Black Sluice and approximately 200m downstream from the barrier location. 
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This is to install cross ties to fix the sheet piling to a sheet piled anchor behind the 

embankment. This would be back filled to create a level path. Along the rest of the length of 

the Old Fen Bank within the Project area sheet piling would be driven into the embankment.  

The excavation and sheet piling would potentially disturb the remains of the Old Fen Bank, 

removing evidence of its construction and any associated archaeological deposits.  However 

the length of Old Fen Bank which would potentially be disturbed is negligible when taking into 

account its total length.  

5.5.4 The installation of the sheet piled flood wall on the river side of the right bank embankment 

would impact on the historic context of the Old Fen Bank within the landscape.  Immediately 

around the barrier the sheet piling would change the appearance of the embankment within 

the landscape, from a green semi natural structure to an engineered, harder, more industrial 

structure. This would reduce its visibility within this part of the Project area making it more 

difficult to understand its historic context and development. From approximately 200m 

downstream of the barrier location, to the extent of the Project on the right bank the sheet pile 

would be embedded into the existing embankment. Whilst this would introduce an engineered 

element to the Old Fen Bank, it would still be read as ‘an embankment’ within the landscape.  

Its historic functional character as a flood defence structure would remain, and be augmented 

by the Project.  

5.5.5 During periods of the construction, views of the Old Fen Bank would be temporarily 

interrupted by construction activity, particularly where large structures or pieces of equipment 

are being lifted and lowered into place.    

5.5.6 The two proposed temporary dewatering sites for dredging materials are on the river side of 

the Old Fen Bank, they do not encroach on the historic structure.  The site which sits furthest 

downstream has already impacted on the setting and views of the Old Fen Bank from the 

Haven due to the creation of raised areas of land through its existing use.  The addition of the 

dredged materials would have no further impact on the setting of the Old Fen Bank.  The 

proposed temporary dewatering sites for dredging materials which sits slightly downstream of 

the Project is currently at a lower level than the Old Fen Bank. There is the potential for the 

setting of the Old Fen Bank to be adversely impacted by the dewatering of the dredging 

materials as this would result in an increase in land level. This increase could restrict views of 

the Old Fen Bank from the Haven, affecting the setting of the historic structure and its historic 

relationship with the Haven as a flood bank.   

5.5.7 The magnitude of impact on the Old Fen Bank (MM18) has been assessed as temporarily 

minor adverse due to the interruption of views from construction activity, the potential impact 

on setting from the (slightly downstream of the Project) proposed temporary dewatering sites 

for dredging materials and the change in appearance of the bank during the installation of the 

ties and anchor sheet pile.  The magnitude of impact from the permanent construction effects 

has been also been assessed as minor adverse due to the change in character from a semi 

natural structure to a semi engineered structure and the permanent disturbance or removal of 

any archaeological deposits associated with the Old Fen Bank, within the Project area. The 
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impact is considered minor due to the relatively small length of the overall structure which 

would be affected. The Old Fen Bank has a medium value therefore temporary and 

permanent construction effects are minor adverse. 

Tidal mud banks 

5.5.8 The tidal mud banks (MM11) are an important part of the historic character of the Haven and 

are visible evidence of how the land has historically been formed and shaped by the river. 

Dredging would result in the permanent loss of these tidal mud banks around the Black Sluice 

(MM14), the barrier structure and approximately 200m downstream of the barrier structure 

along the right bank. Although dredging would be undertaken along the PoB river wall there 

are no tidal mud banks in this location (see drawing no IMAN001472-CIV-DR-011).The 

majority of the tidal mud banks along the right bank within the Project area would remain 

undisturbed.   

5.5.9 During construction, particularly the installation of sheet piling along the right bank, there is 

the potential for disturbance to the tidal mud banks which have not been removed by 

dredging. This disturbance would result in a temporary change to the visual appearance of the 

tidal mud banks. However with tidal activity the tidal mud banks would reform their smooth 

character.   

5.5.10 With regard to the potential for medieval and post medieval deposits within the tidal mud 

banks, the area around the Black Sluice (MM14) to be dredged was previously dredged in 

2010 to facilitate works to the Black Sluice. This would have removed any remains in this 

location.  The level of disturbance around the area of the barrier structure is less clear and the 

potential for medieval and post medieval archaeological deposits within the tidal mud banks in 

this location is higher than around the Black Sluice, but given the channel management in this 

area including historic dredging and construction of the hoist platform the potential is still 

limited.   

5.5.11 The magnitude of impact on the tidal mud banks (MM11) from the temporary construction 

effects of the Project has been assessed as minor negative due to the disturbance of the tidal 

mud banks along the right bank from sheet piling activity. The magnitude of impact from the 

permanent construction effects of the Project, including the permanent removal of tidal mud 

banks and any associated medieval and post medieval archaeological deposits around the 

Black Sluice and barrier site through dredging, along with the change in character of the 

setting of the remaining mud banks, has been assessed as moderate. As the heritage value of 

the tidal mud banks is low this has resulted in an overall significance of effect of minor 

adverse for both the temporary and permanent construction effects. 

Remains of abandoned hulks, wooden structures and posts within the tidal mud banks 

5.5.12 There is visual evidence of two timber hulk in the tidal mud banks within the Project area (see 

Plate 5.7 and 5.8), and documentary evidence of a number of others (MM12); their locations 
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are not confirmed and documentary evidence and a visual inspection suggests that the 

potential for remains in the areas to be dredged (see drawing no IMAN001472-CIV-DR-011) is 

limited, other than the hulk identified at the site of the barrier structure, which would be 

removed. The area around the Black Sluice to be dredged was previously dredged in 2010 to 

facilitate works to the Black Sluice.  This would have removed any remains in this location.  

The level of disturbance around the area of the barrier structure is less clear and the potential 

for buried remains of hulks, wooden structures and posts within the tidal mud banks in this 

location is higher than around the Black Sluice, but given the channel management in this 

area including historic dredging and construction of the hoist platform the potential is still 

limited.  Other than the hulk and associated posts identified within the site of the barrier 

structure, visible hulks, posts and other timbers are outside the areas to be dredged and 

would therefore be undisturbed. 

5.5.13 Where tidal mud bank dredging is required this would permanently disturb or remove any 

remaining evidence of the hulks with any associated deposits. The permanent construction 

effect on the timber hulk and other wooden structures (MM12) would be significant and has 

been assessed as having a moderate negative impact resulting in a moderate adverse effect 

due to the potential disturbance and loss of archaeological evidence. 

Port of Boston and associated structures 

5.5.14 The PoB (MM13) is partially within the construction site and a number of construction 

activities would directly impact on the historic structure and fabric of the port. These include 

sheet piling along the Haven wall, construction of the flood walls, construction of the control 

building, construction of the barrier structure, narrowing of the channel and widening of the 

wet dock entrance.  

5.5.15 Overall the construction activity including road and in channel traffic movement and the use of 

plant and machinery would have a limited impact on the historic character of the PoB. The 

construction would be industrial in nature and reflect the industrial activity in and around the 

PoB. Tall machinery and other plant would be visually absorbed into the industrial landscape 

of cranes, hoists and other structures. 

5.5.16 The sheet piling around the Haven wall would alter the appearance of the wall from pre-cast 

concrete panels, heavily stained from tidal activity, to metal sheet piling. The current concrete 

facing is not historic and its covering with the metal sheet piling would not alter the current 

modern industrial character of this element of the structure. The sheet piling would gain 

similar staining as the concrete panels from tidal activity reducing the permanent visual 

construction impact of the Project. 

5.5.17 The construction of the flood walls would alter the appearance and historic character of the 

PoB. Whilst the concrete construction and appearance of the walls is consistent with industrial 

character of the PoB, the height of the wall would obscure views into the PoB changing the 

character and experience of the PoB when viewed from the right bank. The PoB has 
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historically had a dynamic character with constant visible movement and activity. The height 

of the flood wall would permanently obscure views into the PoB and remove a significant 

amount of this visible activity from the historic views along the right bank. During construction 

this impact would be reduced as the movement and activity of the construction work would 

compensate for the loss of visual impact from the PoB. 

5.5.18 The construction of the barrier structure would have a limited impact on the historic character 

of the PoB. The construction activity associated with it would be perceived as an extension to 

the industrial activity in and around the PoB. The barrier structure would be industrial in 

appearance and would visually complement the character of the modern built form of the PoB. 

Similarly, the control building, wet dock gate control building and other ancillary structures 

would be visually absorbed into the existing PoB structures, none of which are of heritage 

value. 

5.5.19 The permanent removal of the right bank hoist and relocation of the left bank hoist 

downstream by approximately 150m during construction would have an impact on the framing 

of views of St Nicholas Church (see Plate 5.9 and Section 6.4.3) and their recent landmark 

community value. The structures themselves have no heritage value it is what they culturally 

represent, as a land mark and the gateway into Boston, which is key to their value. There 

would be a temporary impact during construction where there is no marker in this location; 

however the narrowing of the channel to accommodate the barrier, along with the arms of the 

barrier, would create a new contemporary gateway, reducing the permanent impact of their 

removal. 

5.5.20 The permanent works to the wet dock area would result in the largest impact to the historic 

fabric of the PoB. The shape and structure of the wet dock and lock appears unchanged since 

1884. The lock gates have been replaced, although remain in their original position. It also 

appears from a site walkover that parts of the original opening mechanism are still used, 

although it is likely that it has been repaired and upgraded during its lifetime. The widening of 

the lock and replacement of the double lock door configuration would impact the heritage 

significance of the dock by reducing the ability to understand the historic function and 

engineering of the lock. 

5.5.21 The temporary minor negative impact resulting in a minor adverse construction effect on the 

PoB and associated structures (MM13) is not significant as the construction activity would be 

absorbed by the industrial character and dynamic nature of the PoB. The permanent 

construction effect on the PoB has a moderate negative impact resulting in a minor adverse 

due to the permanent alteration of the lock and the loss of views into the PoB.  

The Black Sluice and pump house 

5.5.22 The Black Sluice (MM14) is outside of the Project area, therefore there would be no direct 

impact on the fabric of the structure. Key historic views of the Black Sluice and pump house 

upstream from the right bank and channel of the Haven would be temporarily interrupted and 
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obscured through construction activity in the channel but not to the extent where the heritage 

value of the sluice would be significantly altered. Historic views of the Black Sluice whilst 

moving upstream would be permanently altered from the narrowing of the channel and above 

water sections of the barrier. The view would be restricted and a view of the full width of the 

sluice would not be available from the channel until after passing through the barrier location. 

The alteration of these views would have a limited impact on significance as the function and 

historic setting would still be clear. The temporary construction impacts on the Black Sluice 

have been assessed as minor negative and permanent construction impacts have been 

assessed as minor negative resulting in significance of effect on the Black Sluice for both 

temporary and permanent construction as minor adverse. 

5.6 Summary 

5.6.1 Table 5.1 summarises the effects on the heritage assets within the study area that are 

considered relevant to this assessment. It gives a brief description of the issue, a magnitude 

of impact based on Table 2.2, and a significance of effect based on Table 2.3.  
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Table 5.1: Summary of impacts during construction 

Unique 
reference 
number Name Issue 

Heritage 
value 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 

Significance 
of effect 

Magnitude 
of impact  

Significance 
of effect 

Temporary Permanent 

MM01 Hussey Tower Increased construction traffic using the St John’s 
Road Port access may result in a limited increase 
in traffic noise.  

Very High Negligible Negligible N/A N/A 

MM02 St Botolph’s Church The reduction in dominance of St Botolph’s 
Church tower (the Stump) in the landscape, with 
associated loss of historic views and 
compromising understanding of its historic value 
as a navigation marker by construction activities.  

Very High Negligible Negligible N/A N/A 

MM03 St Nicholas Church Temporary interruption and obscuring of views 
and setting from construction activity on the right 
bank and in the channel of the Haven.  

Permanent construction of sheet piling, 
landscaping and replacement of significant 
framed views of the Church.  

High Moderate 
Negative 

 

Moderate 
Adverse 

 

Minor 
Negative  

Minor 
Adverse 

 

MM04 Skirbeck Conservation 
Area 

Temporary interruption and obscuring of views 
and setting from construction activity on the right 
bank and in the channel of the Haven.  

Permanent construction of sheet piling, 
landscaping and replacement of significant 
framed views of the conservation area.  

Medium Moderate 
Negative 

 

Moderate 
Adverse 

Minor 
Negative 

 

Minor 
Adverse 

MM05 Skirbeck Hall Increased noise through construction activities 
may result in a limited increase in noise over and 
above that already experienced from the PoB. 

Medium Negligible Negligible N/A N/A 

MM06 Maud Foster Sluice Temporary interruption of views and setting from 
construction activity in the channel and the PoB. 

Permanent construction with tying the flood wall 
into the listed structure would result in a physical 
intervention into the historic structure. Visual 
impact of the flood wall abutting the sluice. 

Medium Minor 
negative 

Minor adverse Minor 
negative 

Minor 
adverse 

MM07 Swingbridge, 
gatehouse and controls 
cabin. 

Construction activity, plant and machinery’s visual 
impact on the setting of the listed structures. 

Medium Negligible Negligible N/A N/A 

MM08  Boston conservation Construction activity, plant and machinery’s visual Medium Negligible Negligible N/A N/A 
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Unique 
reference 
number Name Issue 

Heritage 
value 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 

Significance 
of effect 

Magnitude 
of impact  

Significance 
of effect 

Temporary Permanent 

area character areas 
12a and 12b and 
associated listed 
buildings 

impact on the character of the conservation area. 

MM09 Boston conservation 
area character areas 1-
11 and associated 
listed buildings 

None Medium Negligible Negligible N/A N/A 

MM10 Prehistoric Fen 
deposits 

Permanent excavation and dredging through the 
peat deposits and removal of prehistoric ground 
surface for the construction of the barrier 
structure and scour protection. 

Medium N/A N/A Major 
negative  

Moderate 
adverse 

MM11 Tidal mud banks Temporary loss of character of the Haven with 
the potential for the installation of sheet piling 
disturbing the tidal mud banks during 
construction.  

Permanent loss of tidal mud banks and any 
associated medieval and post medieval 
archaeological deposits around barrier structure 
during dredging.  

Low Minor 
negative 

 

Minor adverse Moderate 
negative  

 

Minor 

adverse 

MM12 Remains of abandoned 
hulks, wooden 
structures and posts 
within the tidal mud 
banks 

Dredging of tidal mud banks with the permanent 
removal of one hulk at the location of the barrier 
structure and potential permanent loss of timber 
hulks and structures. 

Low N/A N/A Major 
negative 

 

Moderate 
adverse 

MM13 Port of Boston and 
associated structures 

Construction activity including use of plant and 
machinery and construction of the Project within 
an industrial setting.  

Permanent construction of the flood walls 
blocking visual connection with the activity of the 
PoB. Permanent alterations to the wet dock lock 
structure. 

Low Minor 
negative 

 

Minor adverse Moderate 
negative 

 

Minor 
adverse 

MM14 The Black Sluice and 
pump house 

Temporary Interruption and obscuring of 
upstream views of the sluice from construction 
activity in the channel and on the right bank.  

Permanent alteration of views from the 

Low Moderate 
negative 

 

Minor adverse 

 

Minor 
negative 

Minor 
adverse 
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Unique 
reference 
number Name Issue 

Heritage 
value 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 

Significance 
of effect 

Magnitude 
of impact  

Significance 
of effect 

Temporary Permanent 

construction of the barrier and narrowing of the 
channel. 

MM18 The Old Fen Bank Temporary interruption of views due to 
construction activity in the channel and along the 
right bank and the use of one of the proposed 
temporary dewatering sites for dredging 
materials. 

Permanent impact on setting due to change in 
visual character from semi natural embankment 
to semi engineered structure. 

Medium Minor 
negative 

Minor adverse Minor 
negative 

Minor 
adverse 

Source: Mott MacDonald 2016 
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5.7 Operation 

Assessment assumptions and limitations 

5.7.1 The following assumptions have been made for the operation of the Project: 

 The barrier would be operated during tidal flood events only, with the level for operation 

being a predicted tide at 5.1m AOD or above, and for maintenance activities. Other than 

these times normal tidal activity would continue in the Haven;  

 There would be no impacts to road traffic movements, noise or air quality during the 

operation of the barrier; and 

 The installation of the scour protection would prevent long term additional scouring of the 

channel and banks caused by the narrowing on the channel and operation of the barrier. 

5.7.2 The main activities during the operation of the barrier that would cause the predicted impacts 

are: 

 The closing of the barrier during a flood event; and 

 The closing of the barrier for maintenance. 

5.8 Operational Impact Assessment 

5.8.1 The Project has been assessed as having a neutral impact and effect on all heritage assets 

within the study area that have not been included the key heritage asset assessment. This 

assessment has been carried out in line with the methodology set out in Section 2.  A full list 

of all heritage assets in the study area can be found in Appendix B; Table B.1 of this Report.  

Where key heritage assets have permanent construction effects, these would remain during 

the operation of the Project. There would be no impact on buried archaeology from the 

operation of the Project. There would also be no impact on heritage value from the operation 

of the Project for the majority of key heritage assets. These are; 

 The Hussey Tower (MM01); 

 Skirbeck Hall (MM05); 

 Maud Foster Sluice (MM06); 

 Prehistoric fen deposits (MM10); 

 Tidal mudbanks (MM11); 

 Remains of abandoned hulks, wooden structures and posts within the tidal mud banks 

(MM12); and 

 PoB and associated structures (MM13). 

Visual impact  

5.8.2 When the barrier is in use during flood events and maintenance, there would be an 

interruption of views from the channel of the Haven to St Nicholas Church (MM03) and 

Skirbeck Conservation Area (MM04) when looking downstream, and the Black Sluice and 
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Pump House (MM14) when looking upstream. However the operation of the barrier would be 

restricted and the frequency of these interruptions of views is as such to make the operational 

effect on the heritage value of these assets negligible. 

Flooding events 

5.8.3 There is a significant beneficial impact from the tidal flood protection given by the Project. This 

has the potential to reduce the 1 in 300 flood risk from 226 listed buildings and other 

historically important buildings and spaces within the Boston town conservation area (MM08 

and MM09). These buildings include the Grade I listed St Botolph’s Church (MM02), Fydell 

House and Guildhall as well as the swingbridge, gate house and signals cabin (MM07), which 

are identified as key heritage assets.  

5.8.4 The reduction of this flood risk should have a direct beneficial impact by protecting the listed 

and historic buildings in the conservation area from the damage caused by flooding. This has 

been extensive in Boston in the past and has resulted in the loss of historic fabric, for example 

the need to repair and replace historic stone work in St Botolph’s Church (MM02). Historic 

buildings which have been standing for hundreds of years can also become unstable the 

extremes of wetting and drying experienced during and after flood events (Historic England, 

2015). The reduction of tidal flooding from these buildings would protect the historic fabric by 

reducing these risks. The reduction of tidal flooding would also protect historic materials used 

within the townscape, for example walls, street furniture and hard surfacing.  

5.8.5 Historic streetscapes and spaces would also benefit from potential protection, particularly 

around Wormgate and the Market Place which suffered a significant amount of damage in the 

December 2013 flood event. The effect on the visual appearance of the area would be 

reduced, both in the immediate aftermath of a flood event from mud and detritus carried by 

the flood water, as well as the medium term visual and physical impacts to the historic 

streetscape from building activities, temporary hoardings etc. as buildings are dried out and 

repaired. 

5.8.6 There are other indirect impacts to the cultural heritage of Boston from the reduction of tidal 

flooding.  The reduction in flood risk would mean that flooding events and the subsequent 

consequences regarding the decline and dereliction of buildings and areas through lack of 

funding for repairs would be reduced. The cost of repair of historic buildings following a flood 

event could be prohibitive, for example the repairs to St Botolph’s Church following the 

December 2013 flood event were around £1 million (British Broadcasting Company, 2014). 

This could leaving buildings empty and falling into a state of decline, with subsequent loss of 

further historic fabric as well as the visual impact of a derelict building on a the conservation 

area.   

5.8.7 There are planning restrictions regarding the conversion and use of buildings within 1 in 300 

year flood zones. The inability to change the use of buildings when the current use becomes 

unviable could leave buildings empty and promote decline. The reduction of the tidal flooding 
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risk could relax these restrictions bringing historic buildings back into use with the subsequent 

beneficial effect for the building, as well as the conservation area.  

5.8.8 Currently building owners are protecting their listed or historic buildings through individual 

protection measures. These can result in insensitive alterations to historic fabric both visually 

and impacting on the integrity of historic fabric.  For example, products which provide 

impermeable barriers, such as masonry treatments or tanking of cellars, can result in longer 

term damage as they would trap everyday moisture within the fabric of the building resulting in 

damp and degradation of construction materials.  The reduction in tidal flooding provided by 

the barrier would remove the perceived need to carry out these modifications, protecting the 

buildings from insensitive alterations. 

5.8.9 Current new design in the conservation area can be, by necessity, flood protection led.  This 

has resulted in incongruous design with raised floor levels, and insensitive proportions and 

materials used.  The reduction in tidal flooding would potentially remove the need for flood 

protection led design, resulting in more sensitively designed, new infill development within the 

conservation area, and other historic areas.  This would help to strengthen the character of 

the conservation area, reinforcing the sense of place which is an important part of sustainable 

development. 

5.8.10 Heritage can be a contributor to wealth, amenity and sense of place.  Reducing the risk of 

flooding ensures the continuation of this relationship and the sustainability of the historic 

townscape. 

5.9 Summary 

5.9.1 Table 5.2 summarises the operational effects on the heritage assets within the study area that 

are considered relevant to this assessment. It gives a brief description of the issue, an impact 

of magnitude based on Table 2.2, and a significance of effect based on Table 2.3.  
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Table 5.2: Summary of operational effects 

Unique 
reference 
number Name Issue 

Heritage 
value 

Magnitude of 
impact 

Significance of 
effect 

MM01 Hussey Tower No operational effect Very High Negligible Insignificant 

MM02 St Botolph’s Church Reduction of tidal flooding risk from operation of the 
barrier during tidal floods. 

Very High Moderate 
positive 

Moderate 
beneficial 

MM03 St Nicholas Church Infrequent interruption of views downstream for the 
channel of the Haven whilst barrier is raised. 

High Negligible Negligible 

MM04 Skirbeck Conservation Area Infrequent interruption of views downstream from the 
channel of the Haven whilst barrier is raised. 

Medium Negligible Negligible 

MM05 Skirbeck Hall No operational effect Medium N/A N/A 

MM06 Maud Foster Sluice Permanent construction effect remains. No further effect. Medium N/A N/A 

MM07 Swingbridge, gatehouse and 
controls cabin 

Reduction of tidal flooding risk from operation of the 
barrier during tidal floods. 

High Moderate 
positive 

Moderate 
beneficial 

MM08 Boston conservation area character 
areas 12a and 12b and associated 
listed buildings 

Reduction of tidal flooding risk from operation of the 
barrier during tidal floods. 

High Moderate 
positive 

Moderate 
beneficial 

MM09 Boston Conservation Area character 
areas 1-11 and associated listed 
buildings 

Reduction of tidal flooding risk from operation of the 
barrier during tidal floods. 

High Moderate 
positive 

Moderate 
beneficial 

MM10 Prehistoric fen deposits Permanent construction effect remains. No further effect. Medium N/A N/A 

MM11 Tidal Mubanks  Permanent construction effect remains. No further effect. 

 

Low N/A N/A 

MM12 Remains of abandoned hulks, 
wooden structures and posts within 
the tidal mud banks 

Permanent construction effect remains. No further effect. 

 

Low N/A N/A 

MM13 Port of Boston and associated 
structures. 

Permanent construction effect remains. No further effect. 

 

Low N/A N/A 

MM14 The Black Sluice and pump house Infrequent interruption of views upstream from the 
channel of the Haven whilst barrier is raised. 

Low Negligible Negligible 

MM18 Old Fen Bank Permanent construction effect remains. No further effect. Medium N/A N/A 

Source: Mott MacDonald 2016 
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5.10 Mitigation, recording and enhancements 

In-Project mitigation 

5.10.1 The design of the right bank flood defence has been through a number of iterations before the 

embedded sheet pile design was identified.  These are outlined in the project description (see 

ES (Volume 1): Section 2).  

5.10.2 In the preferred option, the sheet piling was embedded into the front of the embankment and 

backfilled, leaving the river bank formed of sheet piling. This would have resulted in a harder, 

more industrial appearance of the river bank along the full extent of the sheet piling along the 

right bank.  This would have changed the historic views of St Nicholas Church (MM03) and 

Skirbeck Conservation Area (MM04) looking east along the right bank from a soft green semi 

natural transitional zone between the industrial PoB and commercial units along Marsh Lane 

and the semi-rural character of the church and surrounding conservation area to a harder 

more industrial view.  This was assessed as having a moderate negative impact on the setting 

of St Nicholas Church (MM03) and Skirbeck Conservation Area (MM04) resulting in a 

significant moderate adverse effect. The preferred option would also have impacted on the 

appearance of the Old Fen Bank (MM18) in this location, as it would have removed the 

historic character of a semi natural embankment when viewed from the navigation and the 

Boston Public footpath No.14 (Macmillan Way). However, given the limited extent of the Old 

Fen Bank affected this was assessed as a minor negative impact resulting in a minor adverse 

effect. 

5.10.3 During the design process the location of the sheet piling was moved from the front of the 

embankment to be embedded within the embankment, with the sheet piling visible as it 

emerges from the embankment.  This reduced the impact of the sheet piling as the visible 

sheet piling has been significantly decreased and the green, semi natural appearance of the 

embankment remains dominant, albeit with approximately 2m of sheet piling visible (1m to the 

height of the current embankment with an additional 1m above to form the wall along the top 

of the embankment). These mitigation measures adopted during the  design process have 

resulted in a design  in the which the permanent impact of the right bank flood defence works 

on the setting of St Nicholas Church (MM03) and Skirbeck Conservation Area (MM04) would 

be minor negative, resulting in a minor adverse effect on both heritage assets. The impact of 

the Project on the Old Fen Bank (MM18) has changed as there is more potential for 

disturbance of remains of the historic embankment, which, if it survives, is likely to be encased 

in the centre of the existing embankment.  However it does mean that the visual appearance 

of the Old Fen Bank as a green, semi natural embankment is retained to a greater extent. 

Even with these changes the extent of the Old Fen Bank affected remains minimal and a 

minor negative impact with a minor adverse effect remains, which is not significant. The 

materials and design of the new wall, including any capping or cladding, would be designed in 
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a way as to be as visually unobtrusive as possible without compromising the level of flood 

protection. 

5.10.4 As this iterative process drove the final design, the assessment for this mitigation is included 

in the main cultural heritage impact assessment (see Sections 5.4.3 to 5.4.12, 5.4.13 to 5.4.14 

and above to 5.5.7). 

Recording 

5.10.5 The NPPF notes in paragraph 141 that the ability to record evidence of our past should not be 

a factor in deciding whether such as loss should be permitted, however developers should 

record and advance understanding of heritage assets to be lost wholly or in part and to make 

this evidence available publicly accessible.   

5.10.6 A Project Design along with supporting archaeological and site management activity 

methodologies (Written Schemes of Investigation) for investigation would be developed and 

agreed with the Lincolnshire County Council Archaeology Service and Boston Borough 

Council prior to construction. 

5.10.7 The Project Design would lead the archaeological project from field data collection and 

investigation through to delivery of a publically accessible publication and site archive. 

5.10.8 The archaeological project would be led by the significance of known and potential 

discoveries and works would be prioritised towards delivering themes identified in the regional 

research agenda.  Regarding the method of dredging, assumed to be managed dredging 

undertaken at low tide, where monitoring and recording of archaeological deposits within the 

channel and tidal mud banks might not meet typical archaeological recording standards, a 

scheme of dredging management, including the ability to monitor and record agreed zones 

would be prepared, laid out in the archaeological project design and implemented.   

5.10.9 A scheme of pre-construction archaeological investigation would be undertaken where the 

significance warrants and the resource/asset can be targeted, allowing for investigation and 

excavation within the tidal mud banks during low tide.  Where the cofferdam is being installed 

in the channel monitoring and recording would be undertaken during construction excavation 

where archaeological deposits might be encountered and subject to H&S restrictions.   

5.10.10 Prior to improvement works a historic building record would be undertaken for the wet dock 

entrance, this would be to a level consistent with its heritage significance and would focus on 

identifying original construction, subsequent alterations and associated operating 

mechanisms. A historic building record would also be undertaken for the grain hoist on the 

right bank, again this would be to a level consistent with its heritage significance. A Written 

Scheme of Investigation would be prepared for this recording and agreed with Boston 

Borough Council and Lincolnshire County Council Archaeology Service. 
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5.10.11 None of these opportunities mitigate against the loss of in-situ archaeological deposits or 

permanent harm to heritage assets.  However they would allow deposits and other heritage 

assets to be recorded and the understanding of the historic significance of the river and this 

area of Boston to be advanced, as outlined in paragraph 141 of the National Planning Policy 

Framework. The recording requirements form part of the draft conditions submitted with the 

TWAO. 

Enhancements 

5.10.12 Heritage interpretation to inform and educate the public about the history of the area would be 

incorporated into the Project.  Interpretation should be thematic and could include the area’s 

part in the story of the town as a Port and the story of subsequent occupants of the area’s 

attempts to control and manage the landscape through flood defences, fen drainage and other 

engineering structures. The interpretation would be designed as part of the interpretation 

strategy for Boston to ensure that it forms part of the wider story of Boston encouraging 

people to explore the whole town. 

5.10.13 The concrete flood wall above the sheet piling on the right bank presents an opportunity to 

build interpretation and community engagement into the Project. The path face of the wall 

could provide a blank canvas for artwork to be discreetly incorporated into the fabric of the 

Project.  Incorporating art work on the wall can have a number of functions. It is an opportunity 

for further heritage interpretation, possibly a time line. If managed correctly it can allow local 

community groups or schools to be involved in the design and production of the content and 

images. Installed art work can also discourage graffiti and vandalism, especially where there 

is a level of community ownership through public engagement.  Any interpretation and artwork 

should ensure that the wall remains as visually unobtrusive as possible to minimise the visual 

impact on St Nicholas Church (MM03) and the Old Fen Bank (MM18). 

5.10.14 Any interpretation would be carefully designed to be appropriate and relevant to the area. It 

would also be produced to be easily repaired in the case of vandalism or accidental damage. 

5.10.15 The Maud Foster Sluice currently has modern fencing on and around, as well as walkways 

across the top of the sluice. These have been erected for safe maintenance of the structure 

as well as safety and security around the PoB.  Part of the enhancements offered by the 

Project could include rationalising the additional structures to provide the required level of 

security or looking at alternative options for the security fencing which are more visually 

sensitive to the historic structure whilst providing the required level of security and operational 

safety.    

Operations 

5.10.16 There are no significant effects identified during operation for cultural heritage which require 

mitigation. 
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5.11 Residual effects 

5.11.1 The residual effects take into account the effects of the Project on cultural heritage following 

the implementation of the proposed mitigation outlined in section 6.10. There are no 

significant residual effects for the following assets; 

 The Hussey Tower (MM01); 

 St Nicholas Church (MM03); 

 Skirbeck Conservation Area (MM04); 

 Skirbeck Hall (MM05); 

 Maud Foster Sluice (MM06); 

 Tidal mudbanks (MM11); 

 PoB and associated structures (MM13); and 

 Old Fen Bank (MM18). 

5.11.2 The flood protection afforded by the Project following its construction would result in a 

significant beneficial residual effects for St Botolph’s Church (MM02), the Swingbridge, 

gatehouse and controls cabin (MM07) and Boston Conservation Area and associated listed 

buildings (MM08 and MM09).   

5.11.3 The residual significant effect for St Nicholas Church (MM03) and Skirbeck Conservation Area 

(MM04) has been reduced by applying in-design mitigation during the design process.  This 

has been an iterative process and as such the in-design mitigation is reflected in the current 

design proposals (see ES (Volume 1): Chapter 2). As the impact assessment is based on 

these design proposals and Project description, the iterative in-design mitigation is assessed 

as part of the impact assessment.  However, it should be recognised that there has been a 

positive change in the impact to St Nicholas Church and Skirbeck Conservation Area since 

the preferred option was identified as part of the scoping process. 

5.11.4 As outlined in Paragraph 5.10.5, recording of historic evidence that would be removed or 

disturbed during construction of the Project does not mitigate its loss. Therefore the 

permanent significant construction effects noted in Table 5.1 remain for the Prehistoric Fen 

Deposits (MM11) and the remains of abandoned hulks, wooden structures and posts within 

the tidal mud banks (MM12). Although not a significant effect the permanent removal of any 

archaeological evidence held within the tidal mud banks (MM11) would also be a residual 

effect. 

5.11.5 Table 5.3 summarises the residual effects for the heritage assets considered relevant to this 

assessment. It gives a brief description of the issue, an impact of magnitude based on Table 

2.2, and a significance of residual effect based on Table 2.3. 
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Table 5.3: Summary of residual effects 

Unique reference 
number  Name Issue Heritage value Magnitude of impact 

Significance of 
residual effect 

MM01 The Hussey Tower No residual effects Very high N/A N/A 

MM02 St Botolph’s Church Reduction of flooding risk 
during tidal  floods 

Very high Moderate positive Moderate beneficial – 
Significant effect 

MM03 St Nicholas Church Permanent construction of 
embedded sheet piled flood 
wall would alter the views to 
and from the Haven to the 
asset introducing an 
engineered aspect to the 
green semi natural character 
of the views. 

High Minor negative Minor adverse – 
Insignificant effect 

MM04 Skirbeck Conservation Area Permanent construction of 
embedded sheet piled flood 
wall would alter the views to 
and from the Haven to the 
asset introducing an 
engineered aspect to the 
green semi natural character 
of the views 

Medium Minor negative Minor adverse– 
Insignificant effect 

MM05 Skirbeck Hall No residual effects Medium N/A N/A 

MM06 Maud Foster Sluice Tying the flood wall into the 
listed structure would result in 
a permanent physical 
intervention into the historic 
structure. Visual impact of the 
flood wall abutting the sluice. 

Medium Minor negative Minor adverse – 
Insignificant effect 

MM07 Swingbridge, gatehouse and 
controls cabin 

Reduction of flooding risk 
during tidal floods 

Medium Moderate positive Moderate beneficial -
Significant effect 

MM08 Boston Conservation Area 
character areas 12a and 12b 

Reduction of flooding risk 
during tidal floods 

High Moderate positive Moderate beneficial - 
Significant effect 

MM09 Boston Conservation Area 
character areas 1 -11 

Reduction of flooding risk 
during tidal floods 

High Moderate positive Moderate beneficial - 
Significant effect 

MM10 Prehistoric fen deposits Excavation through the peat 
deposits and permanent 
removal of prehistoric ground 
surface and any associated 

Medium Major negative Moderate adverse - 
Significant effect 
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Unique reference 
number  Name Issue Heritage value Magnitude of impact 

Significance of 
residual effect 

archaeological deposits for 
the construction of the barrier 
structure and scour 
protection. 

MM11 Tidal mud banks Permanent loss of any 
archaeological deposits in the 
mud banks due to dredging.  

Low Moderate negative Minor negative – 
Insignificant effect 

MM12 Remains of abandoned 
hulks, wooden structures 
and posts within the tidal 
mud banks 

Dredging of tidal mud banks 
with the potential permanent 
loss of timber hulks and 
structures. 

Low Major negative Moderate adverse - 
Significant effect 

MM13 Port of Boston and associate 
structures 

Construction of the 
permanent flood walls 
blocking visual connection 
with the activity of the PoB. 
Permanent alterations to the 
lock structure. 

Low Moderate negative Minor adverse – 
Insignificant effect 

MM14 The Black Sluice and pump 
house 

Permanent alteration of views 
from the construction of the 
barrier and narrowing of the 
channel. 

Low Minor negative Minor adverse – 
Insignificant effect 

MM18 The Old Fen Bank Permanent impact on setting 
due to change in visual 
character from semi natural 
embankment to semi 
engineered structure. 

Low Minor negative Minor adverse – 
Insignificant effect 

Source: Mott MacDonald 2016 
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5.12 Cumulative and in-combination effects 

Inter-project cumulative effects 

5.12.1 The inter-project cumulative effects have been assessed based on the current information 

available and a number of assumptions for the Environment Agency schemes. Should the 

final designs be different from the assumptions made here, the relevant project/scheme would 

revise the potential cumulative effects, as necessary. 

5.12.2 The improvement of the existing flood defences downstream of the Project along the Haven 

Banks to the Wash have the potential to further affect the setting of the Maud Foster Sluice 

(MM09) St Nicholas Church (MM03) and the Skirbeck Conservation Area (MM04). The 

proposals for the Haven Bank would involve raising the crest levels of the existing green bank 

to achieve the 6.35m AOD flood defence height where low spots have been identified. Within 

the setting of the heritage assets this would involve raising the banks a maximum of 2cm.  

This would not change views to and from the assets and the semi natural green embankment 

character of the setting of the conservation area and St Nicholas Church would be retained, 

and as such there would be no cumulative effect.   

5.12.3 The FDGiA improvement of the existing flood defences downstream of the Project along the 

Haven Banks to Hobhole Pumping Station has the potential to further affect the setting of the 

Maud Foster Sluice (MM09) St Nicholas Church (MM03) and the Skirbeck Conservation Area 

(MM04). The proposals for the FDGiA Haven Bank scheme would involve raising the crest 

levels of the existing green bank to achieve the required flood defence height where low spots 

have been identified.  This is not anticipated to change the views to and from the assets and 

the semi-natural green embankment character of the setting of the conservation area and St 

Nicholas Church would be retained, and as such there would be no cumulative effect.   

5.12.4 The WPD scheme is likely to be undertaken at the same time as the construction of the 

Project and would connect to the Project flood defence work along the right bank.  The works 

would run along the Old Fen Bank (MM18) joining the Project works before tapering down 

within the WPD site to 6.85m AOD. The flood defence works would be earthworks.  

Placement of material in the intertidal area may be used where the existing embankment 

narrows with little or no space to expand the embankment on the landward back face. There 

may be the potential for the embedded sheet pile design of the Project to be continued for this 

portion of the WPD flood defence works for efficiencies and discounted benefits by delivering 

improvement early. For the remaining approximately 300m the works are likely to comprise 

earthworks with materials being placed on the back face of the embankment to allow for the 

increase in height to 6.85m AOD.  These works have the potential to detrimentally affect the 

setting of the St Nicholas Church (MM03) and the conservation area (MM04) as the semi 

industrial character of the flood defences would be brought closer to the setting of the heritage 

assets. However the construction of the Project would not result in a worsening of effect as it 
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is the proximity of the flood defences on the WPD site to the assets which causes the 

detrimental impact, rather than the overall extent of the flood defences. It would also 

potentially involve disturbance to a larger extent of the Old Fen Bank (MM18), depending on 

the construction method. However, the construction of the Project would not result in a 

worsening of effect to the Old Fen bank as the overall extent of the earthwork which would be 

disturbed by the works would still be small in comparison to the total length of the structure. 

Therefore, it is not anticipated that the works would result in a cumulative effect. 

5.12.5 There are five permitted housing developments which have the potential to cause cumulative 

effects with the Project. These are;  

 75 affordable houses at Broadfield Lane, Boston (B/15/2013); 

 The demolition of existing buildings and construction of up to 60 dwellings at Former 

Norton Lea (NHS) Site, Cork Tree Crescent, London Road, Boston (B/15/0009); 

 The demolition of a university campus and erection of 108 dwellings at Mill Road, Boston 

(B/15/0100
2
); 

 The erection of 32 dwellings off Sir Isaac Newton Drive in Wyberton (B/13/0162); and 

 The construction of 26 dwellings off St Thomas Drive in Boston (B/15/0196).  

5.12.6 None of the housing sites are within either the Boston (MM08 and MM09) or Skirbeck (MM04) 

Conservation Areas or the footprint of any other heritage assets. There are also no locations 

where all or any one of the developments and the Project would cumulatively affect the setting 

of any heritage assets. This is because heritage assets affected by the Project are heavily 

screened in views from the housing sites by modern housing and commercial development. 

Combined road traffic movements would be using already busy main routes through Boston 

where there are limited heritage assets and the setting of these has already been 

compromised by the construction of the modern road infrastructure and the associated heavy 

traffic movement. Therefore, there would be no cumulative effects from the identified housing 

developments. 

In-combination cumulative effects 

5.12.7 There is the potential for in-combination effects for cultural heritage assets as a result of 

different elements of the Project (for more information see ES (Volume 1): Chapter 19; 

Cumulative effects). 

5.13 Climate Change 

Where sea levels continue to rise and flood events become more severe due to continued 

climate change there is a potential for heritage assets downstream of the barrier to be 

effected if levels over top or breach existing defences. These heritage assets include St 

Nicholas Church (MM03) and Skirbeck Conservation Area (MM04). The over topping or 

                                                      
2
 B/ references are the planning application reference number given by Boston Borough Council. 
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breach of defences could result in flooding of these heritage assets with the consequential 

permanent damage to historic fabric, temporary effect on setting through flood water, debris 

and subsequent building work. 
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6.1.1 The installation of the Project would reduce the 1 in 300 year flood risk from the historic core 

to the town of Boston (MM08 and MM09), protecting the significant historic building stock in 

the town from repeated flood damage. This would not only have the direct impact of 

preserving historic materials, features and structures, but would also have the indirect impact 

of maintaining and potentially increasing the use and reuse of historic buildings. By reducing 

the risk of flooding more investment in historic building stock is likely as it would be seen as a 

longer term investment. Where previous uses for historic buildings were unfeasible due to 

flood risk, for example residential conversions, the reduction in risk could open up new use 

options. This should bring more of the historic building stock into long term sustainable use, 

and consequently result in their long term protection. This long term protection would benefit 

individual buildings and heritage assets. There would also be a cumulative effect on the 

historic environment from these improvements with historic areas benefiting from a critical 

mass of increased potential for building investment. The historic environment additionally 

contributes to tourism, well-being and a “sense of place”. 

6.1.2 The appearance of the Project during and after construction would have a minor adverse 

impact on the setting of the immediate historic environment. Views to St Nicholas Church 

(MM03) and Skirbeck Conservation Area (MM04) would become more industrial. However, 

this would be in the context of an already relatively industrial landscape of the PoB, Western 

Power site and commercial activity to the south. Key views when moving downstream through 

the Project area would be altered, with current views framed by hoists being replaced by 

views framed by the Barrier structure. The in-Project mitigation introduced to allow a green 

edge to the sheet pile and concrete wall on the right bank would reduce the overall visual 

impact to a level where there are no permanent significant effects on the setting of the historic 

environment. 

6.1.3 There is archaeological potential within the tidal mud banks of the Haven (MM10, MM11 and 

MM12). Given the superficial geology of alluvial deposits the potential for good preservation is 

high although the specifics of the likely resource by periods and nature are unknown due to an 

absence of historic detailed investigation and the depth at which prehistoric landscapes are 

known to lie. Their placement at the waters’ edge and within soft sediments means that it is 

likely to be impossible to investigate the potential in any great and further detail prior to 

construction. However, there are other sites where investigation and recording can occur in 

advance of construction and the opportunity where achievable would occur. 

6.1.4 The dredging and excavation required for the construction of the Project would result in a 

significant permanent adverse effect with the loss of any archaeological deposits in these 

areas. Measures to monitor and record any archaeological deposits would not mitigate the 

harm of this loss. However, they would produce a better understanding of the history of the 

area and the contribution of the river to that history which would be made publically 

accessible. 

 

  

6 Summary 
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Abbreviations Definition 

AOD  Above Ordnance Datum 

BBC Boston Borough Council 

EIA  Environment Impact Assessment 

ES Environmental Statement 

HER Heritage Environment Record 

LCC  Lincolnshire County Council 

LPA Local Planning Authority 

NPPF National Planning Policy Framework 

PoB Port of Boston 

SFFD South Forty Foot Drain 

WPD Western Power Distribution 
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Term  Definition  

Baseline A description of the present state of the environment with the consideration of 
how the environment would change in the future in the absence of the 
plan/programme/project as a result of natural events and other human 
activities. 

Baseline studies/ survey  Collection of information about the environment which is likely to be affected by 
the project 

 

Catchment  A surface water catchment is the total area that drains into a river.  A 
groundwater catchment is the total area that supplies the groundwater part of 
the river flow. 

Conservation Area An area designated under the Town and Country Planning Act, 1990 to protect 
its architectural or historic character.   

Countryside and Rights 
of Way (CRoW) Act 2000 

This Act applies to England and Wales and has five parts: -  

Access to the countryside 

Public rights of way and road traffic 

Nature conservation and wildlife protection  

Areas of outstanding natural beauty  

Miscellaneous and Supplementary 

This act increases the protection of SSSIs.  Environment Agency 
plans/programmes/projects must gain consent for works in or near SSSIs using 
a CRoW form. 

Cumulative Impacts The combined impacts of several projects within an area, which individually are 
not significant, but together amount to a significant impact. 

Department for 
Environment, Food and 
Rural Affairs (DEFRA) 

The government department responsible for flood management policy in 
England 

 

Environmental Action 
Plan (EAP) 

A standalone report or section within another environmental impact 
assessment document which ensures that constraints, objectives and targets 
set in the main Environmental Report/Statement are actually carried out on the 
ground.  Actions are separated into those to be carried out before, during and 
after construction.                                                                        

Environmental Impact 
Assessment (EIA) 

“EIA is an assessment process applied to both new development proposals 
and changes or extensions to existing developments that are likely to have 
significant effects on the environment. The EIA process ensures that potential 
effects on the environment are considered, including natural resources such as 
water, air and soil; conservation of species and habitats; and community issues 
such as visual effects and impacts on the population. EIA provides a 
mechanism by which the interaction of environmental effects resulting from 
development can be predicted, allowing them to be avoided or reduced through 
the development of mitigation measures. As such, it is a critical part of the 
decision-making process.” www.iema.net/eiareport  

Environmentally 
Sensitive Area (ESA)  

An area of particularly high landscape, wildlife or historical importance within 
which DEFRA offered inducements to encourage farmers to adopt agricultural 
practices to safeguard or enhance those features. Payments have now been 
superseded by the ESS  

Environmental Statement 
(ES) 

The document produced to describe the environmental impact assessment 
process where statutory environmental impact assessment is required. 

Flood risk mapping A system of maps created by the Environment Agency to show areas that are 
at risk of a flood that has a 1 in 100 chance (or higher) of occurring in any given 

9 Glossary 
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Term  Definition  

year 

 

Health impact 
assessment  

“A combination of procedures, methods and tools by which a policy, 
programme or project may be judged as its potential effects on the health of a 
population, and the distribution of those effects within a population.” World 
Health Organisation. 

Main river A watercourse designated by DEFRA.  The Environment Agency has 
permissive powers to carry out flood defence works, maintenance and 
operational activities on main rivers.  Responsibility for maintenance rests on 
the riparian owner.  

Marine Management 
Organisation 

An executive non-departmental public body established under the Marine and 
Coastal Access Act 2009 with responsibilities including marine licensing and 
working with Natural England and others to manage a network of marine 
protected areas (marine conservation zones and European marine sites). 

Mitigation measures Actions that are taken to minimise, prevent or compensate for adverse effects 
of the development. 

National Nature Reserve 
(NNR) 

Nature reserves designated under the National Parks and Countryside Act 
(1949) for nationally important wildlife or geological features (these may be the 
best examples in the country).  They are controlled by English Nature. 

National Rivers Authority 
(NRA) 

A predecessor of the Environment Agency.  

Natural Areas  Sub-divisions of England, characterised by wildlife and natural features.  There 
are 120 Natural Areas in England.  Designations are managed by English 
Nature.   

Natural England Natural England is an Executive Non-departmental Public Body responsible to 
the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs. Their purpose 
is to protect and improve England’s natural environment and encourage people 
to enjoy and get involved in their surroundings.  Their aim is to create a better 
natural environment that covers all of our urban, country and coastal 
landscapes, along with all of the animals, plants and other organisms that live 
with us. 

Ordinary water course A watercourse not designated as main river.  The local authority or Internal 
Drainage Board has permissive powers to maintain them. 

Ramsar site Wetland site of international importance listed under the Convention on 
Wetlands of International Importance under the Conservation of Waterfowl 
Habitat (Ramsar) Convention 1973.  

Scoping  

 

The process of deciding the scope or level of detail of an EIA/ SEA. During this 
stage the key environmental issues (likely significant effects) of a 
project/strategy are identified so that the rest of the process can focus on these 
issues.  Issues may result from the proposal itself or from sensitivities of the 
site. 

Screening (1) For environmental impact assessment, the process of deciding which 
developments require an environmental impact assessment to be carried out 
and whether this will be statutory. 

(2) For strategic environmental assessment, the decision on which plans, 
strategies or programmes require strategic environmental assessment to be 
carried out and whether this will be statutory. 

Screening opinion  Statutory opinion from the competent authority as to whether a proposed 
project requires statutory environmental impact assessment according to the 
Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations.   
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Term  Definition  

Site of Special Scientific 
Interest (SSSI) 

Nationally important sites designated for their flora, fauna, geological or 
physiographical features under the Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981) (as 
amended) and the Countryside Rights of Way (CRoW) Act (2000).   

Special Area for 
Conservation (SAC)  

Sites of European importance for habitats and non bird species.  Above mean 
low water mark they are also SSSIs.   

Special Protection Area 
(SPA) and proposed 
Special Protection Area 
(pSPA) 

An area designated for rare or vulnerable birds, or migratory birds and their 
habitats, classified under Article 4 of the EC Directive on the Conservation of 
Wild Birds (79/409/EEC). They are also SSSIs.  Proposed sites receive the 
same protection as fully protected sites 

Standard of protection 
(SoP) 

The level of protection from flooding, for example an SoP of 1 in 100 means 
that the flood defences in an area provide protection from floods up to a size of 
flood with a probability of occurring of 1 in 100 in any year 

Strategic Environmental 
Assessment 

SEA is a process designed to ensure that significant environmental effects 
arising from proposed plans and programmes are identified, assessed, 
subjected to public participation, taken into account by decision-makers, and 
monitored. SEA sets the framework for future assessment of development 
projects, some of which require Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA). SEA 
is carried out according to the requirements of the SEA Directive 2001/42/EC 
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Table B.1: List of Heritage assets in the 500m study area (unless otherwise stated) 

MM No  NHL no HER ref Name Description Period Designation 

MM01 1388981 MLI10029 Hussey Tower Late fourteenth or 
early fifteenth 
century brick tower 
with octagonal turret 
at south-east angle 
and crenelated 
parapets. Rib 
vaulted ground floor. 
Originally 
Benyington Tower, a 
substantial house. 

Medieval Scheduled 
Monument 

MM02 1388844 MLI14248 Parish Church 
of St Botolph 

Outside the study 
area included due to 
influence on historic 
landscape. Known 
locally as Boston 
Stump due to the 
shape of the tower. 
Ashlar construction 
with lead roof.  The 
tower is in three 
stages with a 
characteristic 
octagonal lantern 
supported by flying 
buttresses. St 
Botolph’s tower 
dominates the local 
landscape. 

Medieval Grade I listed 
building 

MM03 1388859 MLI14248 St Nicholas 
Church 

Building dates from 
thirteenth Century 
with elements from 
the fourteenth, 
fifteenth, 
seventeenth, 
eighteenth, 
nineteenth and 
twentieth century. 
Constructed 
limestone and red 
brick. Roof is lead 
and plain tile. Set in 
prominent position 
on River Witham 
Historically used as 
a daymarker by 
shipping navigating 
into Boston. 

Medieval 
to 
Modern 

Grade II* 
listed building 

MM04 N/A N/A Skirbeck 
Conservation 
Area 

Designated c1977. 
The conservation 
area covers the 
Church and 

Medieval 
to 
Modern 

Conservation 
area 

B. List of Heritage Assets in the 500m 
study area 
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MM No  NHL no HER ref Name Description Period Designation 

Churchyard, and its 
former rectory 
Skirbeck Hall and its 
grounds, extending 
to the foreshore and 
taking in the Maud 
Foster Sluice.  

MM05 1388860 MLI4249 Skirbeck Hall Former Rectory to St 
Nicholas Church, 
built in 1847. 
Formerly stood in 
extensive gardens 
before becoming a 
college. Modern 
development within 
the curtilage. 

Post 
medieval 

Conservation 
area 

MM06 1388860 MLI13851 Maud Foster 
Sluice 

Constructed in 1807 
by John Rennie, 
three elliptical 
archways with two 
Projecting piers to 
each side and coped 
parapet walls. 
Retaining walls 
splayed and sloped 
with returns. Later 
access walkways 
and steel 
balustrading stand 
on the piers.  

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
listed 
structure 

MM07 1388921 

1388922 

MLI13855 Swingbridge, 
gatehouse and 
signals cabin 

The bridge is iron, 
built, set on a timber 
piled platform 
hydraulically opened 
from control cabin 
on west bankThe 
gatehouse and 
signals cabin were 
built in 1884, 
octagonal plan. Still 
in operation.  

Post 
medieval 

Two Grade II 
listed 
structures 

MM08 & 
MM09 

N/A N/A Boston 
Conservation 
Area;  

Designated in 1969. 
Character areas 12a 
High Street South 
and 12b London 
Road (MM08) are 
within the 500m 
study area. The rest 
of the conservation 
area (MM09) are 
included due to 
potential operational 
impact of scheme. 

Medieval 
to 
Modern 

Conservation 
Area 

MM10 N/A ML14536I Neolithic Peat 
Deposits 

Found during bore 
column investigation 

Neolithic N/A 
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MM No  NHL no HER ref Name Description Period Designation 

work, these deposits 
lie at a height of -2m 
to -2.65m OD. 
Samples taken from 
the peat date this to 
between BC3020 
and 2930, which 
suggest buried 
middle Neolithic 
ground surface in 
this area. There 
have been no 
cultural items 
discovered in the 
borehole data, 
however this is 
probably due to the 
method of 
extraction. 

MM11 N/A N/A Tidal mud 
banks 

The tidal mud banks 
are a significant part 
of the historic 
character of the area 
and are visible 
evidence of how the 
land has historically 
been formed and 
shaped by the river. 

N/A N/A 

MM12 N/A MLI14502 

MLI14503 

MLI14504 

Remains of 
abandoned 
hulks, wooden 
structures and 
posts within the 
tidal mud banks 

 

There are visible 
remains of timber 
hulk and posts to the 
south of the Port of 
Boston. There is 
also recorded 
evidence of a 
number of 
abandoned timber 
hulks in including the 
Satis Barge and the 
Henry James in this 
area. 

Post 
medieval 
to 
Modern 

N/A 

MM13 N/A MLI13499 

 

Port of Boston 
and associated 
structures 

Built between 1882 
and 1884 with a wet 
dock, lock, bonded 
warehouses, cranes, 
hoists, engine house 
and hydraulic 
engine.  Dock, lock 
and hydraulic engine 
house extant. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM14 N/A MLI13629 The Black 
Sluice and 
pump house 

Built 1846-50 by 
Cubitt. The sluice 
was heavily altered 
during the 
construction of the 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 
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MM No  NHL no HER ref Name Description Period Designation 

pump house in the 
mid 20th century. 
The structure of the 
sluice on the Haven 
side is relatively 
intact however the 
lock gates are 
modern. 

MM15 N/A MLI188847 Possible 
Roman 
Farmstead, St 
Thomas Drive 

Field boundary or 
drainage ditches and 
a buried soil of 
Romano-British 
(2nd-3rd century AD. 
Residual Roman 
pottery and 
briquetage was also 
recovered. 

Roman N/A 

MM16 N/A MLI13351 

MLI13456 

MLI12648 

Evidence of 
Romano-British 
and Saxon 
occupation, St 
Nicholas C of E 
School, Woad 
Farm Road, 
Boston 

A number of ditches 
dated to the 
Romano-British 
period by finds of 2nd 
and 3rd century 
pottery. Evidence for 
a middle Saxon 
settlement from the 
remains of two 8th 
century 
Grubenhauser or pit 
houses. 

Roman 
and 
Saxon 

N/A 

MM17 N/A MLI13356 Saxon 
settlement, 
Whitehouse 
Lane, Fishtoft 

Outside of the study 
area, included for 
historic context. 
Long flat gullies 
back filled with 
qualities of domestic 
waste dating the 
settlement to the late 
9th early 10th century 
AD. Faunal and 
environmental 
evidence suggests a 
permanent 
settlement rather 
than a seasonal 
settlement. 

Saxon N/A 

MM18 N/A MLI97710 Old Fen Bank 
or Roman Bank 

An earthwork which 
possibly dates to the 
Saxon period. It 
formed a sea bank 
to protect the land 
from inwash and 
flooding, creating 
arable land and 
meadows. 

Saxon N/A 

MM19 1388896 MLI92710 118a, 120 And Built as the private Post Grade II* 
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MM No  NHL no HER ref Name Description Period Designation 

122, High 
Street 

residence of a 
prominent banking 
family in Boston.  
Now converted into 
flats.  C1770 with 
additions in the late 
18th and early 19th 
Century.  More 
significant 
alterations were 
undertaken in the 
late 19th and 20th 
century.  Three 
storeys high with red 
brick and painted 
ashlar dressings, 
ionic classical porch. 
There is a dentilled 
pedimented gable 
facing High Street 
with central 
cartouche and 
balustrade parapet.  

medieval Listed 
Building 

MM20 1388898 MLI92712 124-136, High 
Street 

Terrace of seven 
houses, three 
storeys high with a 
basement, some 
have now been split 
into flats.  Known 
locally as “the 
Barracks” because 
of its austere 
exterior and full 
height brick pilasters 
which divide the 
houses.   

Post 
medieval 

Grade II* 
Listed 
Building 

MM21 1388883 MLI92697 76, High Street Early 18th century 
house possibly with 
earlier origins.  Two 
storeys high with 
basement. 
Rendered façade, 
with pantiled roof 
and dormers.  

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM22 1388884 MLI92698 83, 85 And 87, 
High Street 

Two storey terrace 
of three houses 
dating from the mid 
eighteenth century 
with 19th century 
alterations.   

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM23 1388885 MLI92699 84, High Street Two storey 18th 
century building, 
now house and 
shop.  19th century 
shopfront.  Pantiled 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 
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roof with dormer.   

MM24 1388886 MLI92700 88 And 90, 
High Street 

Originally a pair of 
houses, now with a 
shop in no 90 with a 
20th century 
shopfront.  Three 
storeys high and 
three bays wide, it 
was built in the late 
18th century and 
altered in the 19th 
and 20th century.   

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM25 1388887 MLI92701 89 And 91, 
High Street 

Originally a pair of 
house now shop 
with flat above.  The 
property has early 
17th century origins 
but was altered in 
the 19th and 20th 
century.  The 
building was badly 
damaged by fire in 
the 1990’s.  

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM26 1388888 

 

MLI92702 93, High Street Originally a house, 
now a shop the 
property has 16th 
century origins with 
alterations in the 
18th, 19th and 20th 
centuries.  It is 
timber frames with 
rendered brick 
panels and a 
pantiled roof.   

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM27 1388889 MLI92703 The Robin 
Hood Public 
House 

Built in the mid 18th 
century and altered 
in the 20th century, 
the Robin Hood is 
known to have 
operated as an inn 
since 1784.   

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM28 1388890 MLI92704 107, High 
Street 

Built in 1708 from 
red brick, the 
building has three 
storeys with a cellar 
and an attic.   

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM29 1388891 MLI92705 109, High 
Street 

Originally built as a 
house, now with a 
shop on the ground 
floor.  Built in the 
early 18th century 
with 19th century 
alterations.  

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM30 1388892 MLI92706 110, High Built c1830 of yellow Post Grade II 
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Street stock brick with a 
modern shopfront on 
the ground floor.   

medieval Listed 
Building 

MM31 1388893 MLI92707 114, High 
Street 

Originally a house 
built in the late 18th 
century, currently 
empty.  The building 
is three storeys high 
with a brick parapet, 
built of red brick with 
ashlar dressings and 
a stone plinth.    

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM32 1388895 MLI92709 117a, High 
Street 

Outside the study 
area. Originally a 
stable range, now 
reduced in size and 
in use as a 
workshop.  Built in 
the early 19th 
century and altered 
in the 20th century.   

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM33 1388897 

 

MLI92711 119-125, High 
Street 

Late 18th century 
terrace of four 
houses.  There are 
minor 19th and 20th 
century alterations.   

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM34 1388899 

1388900 

MLI13964 Baptist Chapel 
And 
Schoolroom 
and memorial 
in forecourt 

Built in 1837 with 
alterations in 1841 
and 1853. The 
schoolroom was 
added in 1864. Built 
from gault brick with 
painted ashlar 
dressings and slate 
roof.  The 
schoolroom is red 
brick. Memorial to 
Rev. Thomas 
Matthews, c1880 
stands in the centre 
of the car park to the 
front of the chapel. 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM35 1388911 MLI92725 2 And 3, 
London Road 

Pair of house from 
the early 18th 
century with 19th 
century alterations.  
Built of red brick with 
a parapet slate roof 
and coped gables, 
two storeys high with 
an attic.   

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM36 1388912 MLI92726 4, London 
Road 

Three storey early 
18th century house 
which was refronted 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 
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in the 19th century.  
Built of red/brown 
brick with a stucco 
façade.  Three bays 
wide with slate roof.   

MM37 1388913 MLI92727 Siltside 
Warehouse 

Early nineteenth 
century warehouse 
of five storeys and 
four bays wide.  Built 
of red/brown brick, 
the two lower 
storeys have been 
rendered. Hipped 
roof.  

  

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM38 1388914 MLI92728 The Ship Inn The Ship Inn was 
built in the late 18th 
century and first 
licenced in 1815.  
Two storeys high 
and five bays wide 
with a central door.   

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM39 1388915 MLI92729 10, London 
Road 

Built as a house and 
converted into flats, 
currently not in use.  
It is three storeys 
high with an attic 
and four bays wide.  
Grand entrance 
doorcase and 
carriage entrance on 
the ground floor.   

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM40 1388916 MLI92730 12, London 
Road 

Originally built as a 
vicarage and 
converted into flats, 
currently not in use.  
Built in red brick with 
a hipped slate roof it 
is three storeys high 
and six bays wide. 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM41 1388917 MLI92731 Plaque 
Attached To 
Number 21 (21 
Not Included) 

The plaque was 
moved to this 
location in 1970 but 
dates from 1803.  It 
is cast iron and was 
fixed to the side wall 
of the Crown and 
Anchor Public 
House until its 
demolition in 1968.  
The plaque is on the 
side of no 21. 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
Listed 
Building 

MM42 1388982 

1388983 

MLI92797 

MLI82340 

St John’s 
building, wall 

Former workhouse, 
front range only.  

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
listed 
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and gateway 
and 19th 
century 
features 

Rear range 
demolished in 1980.  
1837 by George 
Gilbert Scott.   

MM43 1388879 ML92793 St John’s Place Early nineteenth 
century house, brick, 
three storeys, 
hipped slate roof. 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
listed 

MM44 1388978 MLI92792 2-4 Skirbeck 
Road 

Late eighteenth 
century pair of 
houses, brick, three 
storeys. 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
listed 

MM45 1389010 MLI92822 1-9 South 
Terrace 

Curved terrace on 
nine houses, early 
nineteenth century, 
two storeys with 
basement. 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
listed 

MM46 1388989 MLI92804 

MLI183374 

MLI85505 

MLI12649 

MLI13453 

Boston 
Grammar 
school  

Schoolroom, now 
school, library and 
gateway 1567, with 
alterations in 
nineteenth century.  
Roman pottery 
recovered. 
Excavations on the 
site revealed 
medieval and post 
medieval activity 
with metalled 
surfaces 
unconnected with 
Haven House (see 
MM 96).  Flood 
deposits also 
discovered.  A post 
medieval wall with 
re-used architectural 
elements. 16th to 
17th century Pottery 
Kiln , Grammar 
School. 

Roman 
to post 
medieval  

Grade II 
listed  

MM47 1388988 MLI92803 Quayside, 7 
South End 

Early nineteenth 
century, painted red 
brick, two storeys 
and attic. 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
listed 

MM48 1388987 MLI92802 Old School 
House, 1 South 
End 

Headmasters 
House, now flats, 
1827, extended late 
nineteenth century, 
altered twentieth 
century. Gault brick, 
two storey’s plus 
basement and 
garret. 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
listed 
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MM49 1388993 MLI92808 7 South Square Late eighteenth 
century house with 
nineteenth century 
alterations, brick, 
three storeys and 
attic 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
listed 

MM50 1388992 MLI92807 Greyfriars, 6 
South Square 

Late eighteenth 
century house, now 
flats with nineteenth 
century alterations, 
red brick, originally 
pair with no 7. 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
listed 

MM51 1388980 MLI92795 86 and 88 
Skirbeck Road 

Late eighteenth 
century pair of 
houses, brick with 
three storeys. 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
listed 

MM52 1388857 MLI13271 4 to 10 Fishtoft 
Road and 
attached 
garden wall 

Terrace of early 
nineteenth century 
workers cottages. 

Post 
medieval 

Grade II 
listed 

MM53 N/A MLI12644 

MLI12645 

Barditch and 
Bargate, 
Boston 

12th century town 
defences and 
drainage ditch with 
medieval and post 
medieval remains. 

Medieval 
and post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM54 N/A MLI12650 The Grey Friars 
or Franciscan 
Friary, Boston 

Site of the 
Franciscan  Friary 
including former 
cemetery. 

Medieval N/A 

MM55 N/A MLI12656 Pit, Boston Pit contents 
including Delft, 
Chinese porcelain, 
white saltglazed and 
Westerwald 
stoneware, slipware, 
local coarse wares 
and glass phials and 
a sealed bottle 
dating 1714. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM56 N/A MLI12657 Angel of 
Richard III, 
Boston 

Angel of Richard III 
found on grass 
bank. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM57 N/A MLI12661 St Anne’s 
Cross, St 
Anne’s Lane, 
Boston 

St Anne's Cross 
which stood at the 
entrance to St 
Anne’s Lane, 
mentioned 
frequently between 
1564 and 1712, 
removed 1729, no 
remains exist. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM58 N/A MLI12665 Stone Vault 
and urn 

Square stone vault 
containing Roman 

Roman N/A 



 

95 
 

Boston Barrier Project 
A17/2a - Volume 2a: Cultural Heritage Technical Report 

 

MM No  NHL no HER ref Name Description Period Designation 

urn with ashes. 

MM59 N/A MLI12666 Romans coins 
at Hussey 
Tower 

Roman coins found, 
Hussey Tower. 

Roman N/A 

MM60 N/A MLI12668 Pottery, leather 
and wooden 
pipes 

Pottery, leather and 
wooden pipes found 
during laying of 
electrical cable on 
High Street. 

Medieval 
to post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM61 N/A MLI12669 Post medieval 
artefacts  

Found during 
building operations 
for new Haven 
bridge, included clay 
pipes 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM62 N/A MLI12670 Skeleton, 
Rowley Road 

Found during laying 
of electrical cable in 
Rowley Road, other 
skeletons found in 
the same trench.  
Thought to be 
associated with the 
Greyfriars. 

Medieval N/A 

MM63 N/A MLI12671 Wooden pipes, 
dock railway 
crossing 

Pipes reported seen 
during excavation 
near dock railway, 
excavation filled 
before pipes were 
examined. 

Medieval N/A 

MM64 N/A MLI12674 Greenstone 
Axe 

Found on High 
Street Boston under 
natural ground level 
beneath a cottage 
during floor 
restoration. 

Neolithic N/A 

MM65 N/A MLI12680 Roman pottery 
and shale 
pendant near 
Hussey Tower 

Roman pottery and 
shale pendant found 
near Hussey Tower 
along with medieval 
pottery. 

Roman 
and 
medieval 

N/A 

MM66 N/A MLI12686 Maud Foster 
Drain 

Cut in 1536, 
enlarged in 1631 
reconstructed in 
1734 and improved 
in 1803. 

Post 
medieval 
to 
modern 

N/A 

MM67 N/A MLI12687 Site of St 
Anne's church, 
St Anne’s Lane 

Site of At Anne's 
church, no visible 
remains. 

Medieval N/A 

MM68 N/A MLI12689 Almshouses Almshouses, c1835 
on the site of the 
‘spital house 
founded in 1625, 
now demolished 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 
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MM69 N/A MLI12690 Site of St 
John's church 

Taken down in 1584 
and remainder 
removed 1626. 

Medieval N/A 

MM70 N/A MLI12691 St John the 
Baptist's 
hospital 

Possible site of St 
John the Baptist's 
hospital. 

Medieval N/A 

MM71 N/A MLI12695 The 
Augustinian 
Friary at Boston 

The Augustinian 
Friary at Boston now 
demolished, 
earthworks remain 
around the union 
poorhouse. 

Medieval N/A 

MM72 N/A MLI12700 Medieval 
pottery, Boston 
Docks 

Medieval pottery 
found during the 
excavation of Boston 
docks 1882-4. 

Medieval N/A 

MM73 N/A MLI12703 Steelyards or 
custom house 

First mentioned in 
1585 near present 
site of St John’s 
Terrace.  Now 
demolished. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM74 N/A MLI12704 Churchyard 
cross, St 
Nicholas' 
church 

No visible remains. Medieval N/A 

MM75 N/A MLI13263 Site of Charity 
Cottages, 
Munster Roll 
Lane, Boston 

Built in 1846 to 
house nine seamen 
and widows.  
Demolished 1990. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM76 N/A MLI13295 Electric light, 
Boston Docks 

Provided in 1897, no 
visible remains. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM77 N/A MLI13319 

MLI13324 

Medieval and 
post medieval 
activity on the 
general hospital 
site 

Medieval ditches, 
pits, laid mortar, 
gravel surfaces, 
glazed roof and floor 
tiles, amber and 
exotic stones 
recovered during 
evaluation 
excavation.  
Excavation also 
revealed that 
medieval land 
holding continued 
into the post 
medieval period. 

Medieval N/A 

MM78 N/A MLI13392 Possible quarry 
pit, St Nicholas 
Close 

Possible quarry pit 
related to adjacent 
brick works. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM79 N/A MLI13408 

MLI13463 

Medieval to 
post medieval 
evidence 

Evidence of 
barditch, agricultural 
use and 

Medieval 
to post 
medieval 

N/A 
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relating to the 
Hussey Tower 

occupational debris 
from 12th and 13th 
century. Remains 
associated with the 
original house 
including cellars, 
brick walls, building 
material and a well 
laid surface, possibly 
courtyard.  Medieval 
to post medieval 
pottery 
demonstrating 
phases of 
occupation. 

MM80 N/A MLI13422 Undated 
ditches and 
gullies, Church 
Road, Skirbeck 

Ditch and rodden 
identified with no 
dating evidence, two 
ditches found with a 
Roman date 
suggested.  

Unknow
n 

N/A 

MM81 N/A MLI13424 

MLI13425 

MLI13426 

Pillboxes, 
Boston Dock 

Two WWII Pillbox, 
Boston Docks, part 
of the Witham stop 
line. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM82 N/A MLI13433 Site of crossing 
keepers 
cottage 

Cottage and garden 
where the GNR 
crossed the London 
Road.  Demolished 
during construction 
Spalding Road. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM83 N/A MLI13436 South junction 
signal box, 
London road 

Boston goods south 
junction signal box 
from GNR.  
Presumed 
demolished during 
construction of 
Spalding Road. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM84 N/A MLI13438 Former pea 
and mustard 
factory, Stells 
Lane 

Possibly mustard 
factory in 1887, the 
Tom Watkins Pea 
factory in 1912.  
Currently in 
residential use. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM85 N/A MLI13488 Boston and 
Skirbeck Iron 
Works 
(Tuxfords) 

Large yard with 
buildings 
surrounding, three 
buildings remain.  
Windmill on site was 
demolished in 
1880’s. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM86 N/A MLI13491 Skirbeck 
Quarter oil mills 

Site of Skirbeck 
quarter oil mills, later 
a pea factory.  

Post 
medieval 

N/A 
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Demolished in 1985. 

MM87 N/A MLI13506 Boston railway 
goods station 
and associated 
buildings 

Erected after 1848 
for GNR.  Included 
goods sheds, 
offices, granary and 
two stable blocks.  
Only goods shed 
surviving. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM88 N/A MLI13507 Site of granary 
complex, later 
known as the 
carlton works 

Earliest buildings on 
the site dated from 
1745. Granary 
complex was house 
and two 
warehouses.  All 
demolished by 1964. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM89 N/A MLI80345 Mount Bridge 
Iron Works 
(C.T.Stephenso
n) 

Established before 
1876. By 1902 
foundry demolished 
and houses erected 
on the site. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM90 N/A MLI80347 Drakard's iron 
works, off 
Skirbeck Road, 
near Boston 
Dock 

1902 small iron 
works established, 
work ceased in 
1937, foundry 
demolished 1964. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM91 N/A MLI80783 

MLI80784 

Medieval and 
post medieval 
site off London 
Road 

Evidence of smithing 
and pottery finds 
indicating wide trade 
network.  Evidence 
of phases of 
structures. 

Medieval 
and post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM92 N/A MLI82641 Roman pottery 
sherds off 
Skirbeck Road 

Two sherd 
recovered during 
trial trenching. 

Roman N/A 

MM93 N/A MLI82999 Roman ceramic 
material at 
South End 

Two unstratified 
sherds of Roman 
building material 
found during trial 
trenching. 

Roman N/A 

MM94 N/A MLI83054 

MLI83055 

MLI83936 

Former 
Johnsons Seed 
warehouse with 
medieval and 
post medieval 
activity, 
Johnsons 
Seeds Site 

Two warehouses 
dating from 1906 still 
extant. During trial 
trenching evidence 
found of change 
from marshland to 
common land during 
medieval period.  
Pits channels and 
ditches identified, 
pottery dates from 
late medieval period 
onwards.  Evidence 
of post medieval 
buildings and 

Medieval 
and post 
medieval 

N/A 
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occupation. 

MM95 N/A MLI83372 Possible site of 
the Old Custom 
House 

Foundations found 
now within grounds 
of Boston Grammar 
School.  Building 
probably demolished 
in second half of 
seventeenth century. 

Medieval 
to post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM96 N/A MLI83373 Site of Haven 
House 

Late seventeenth 
century house on 
site of Boston 
Grammar School. 
Demolished in 1979. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM97 N/A MLI83546 Medieval 
pottery scatter, 
Church Road 

Probably due to 
manuring. 

Medieval N/A 

MM98 N/A MLI83896 Medieval wall 
and associated 
deposits, 71 
High Street 

Circumstantial 
evidence during 
excavation suggests 
these were possibly 
from Friary. 

Medieval N/A 

MM99 N/A MLI83897 Post medieval 
features, 71 
High Street 

Double ditch, 
number of pits, brick 
drain and demolition 
deposits found 
during trial 
trenching. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM100 N/A MLI85833 Post-medieval 
riverbank and 
associated 
features, High 
Street 

Earliest deposits 
found during trial 
trenching date from 
seventeenth century.  
Evidence of 
reclaimed land and 
buildings and 
occupation from 
nineteenth century. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM101 N/A MLI86229 Late medieval 
to post-
medieval river 
bank 

Borehole monitoring 
identified a stable 
unshored riverbank. 

Medieval 
and post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM102 N/A MLI86434 

MLI86435 

Medieval 
features on 
land at the 
Mountbridge 
Works, Fishtoft 
Road 

Former water 
channels, deposits 
containing domestic 
waste, post holes, 
pits and plough 
marks possibly 
associated with 
medieval field 
system. 

Medieval N/A 

MM103 N/A MLI82682 Undated linear 
ditches and 
pits, undated 
borehole 

Found during 
watching brief on 
geotechnical 
borehole study. 

Unknow
n 

N/A 
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deposits 

MM104 N/A MLI90063 St Thomas' 
Church, 
London Road 

Dating from 1911 
with mid twentieth 
century alterations. 

Modern N/A 

MM105 N/A MLI92059 Site of former 
Particular 
Calvin Baptist 
chapel, 
Liquorpond 
Street 

Built 1838, now 
demolished. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM106 N/A MLI92180 Site of former 
General Baptist 
Meeting House 

Marked on 1741 
map, uses as a 
granary in 1856, 
now demolished. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM107 N/A MLI92181 Site of former 
Presbyterian 
Chapel, High 
Street 

Built in 1738, 
marked on 1741 and 
1779 map, 
demolished in 1825. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM108 N/A MLI92184 Site of former 
Independent 
Baptist Chapel, 
off High Street 

Built in 1742, uses 
ad a school room in 
1844, marked on 
maps of 1829 and 
1839, now 
demolished. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM109 N/A MLI97650 Possible 
pottery kiln site 

Pit containing a 
small number of 
misfired thirteenth 
and fourteenth 
century pottery 
sherds. 

Medieval N/A 

MM110 N/A MLI97507 Post medieval 
sewer and 
building 
foundations, 59 
to 61 High 
Street 

Late seventeenth to 
mid eighteenth 
century brick vaulted 
sewer and building 
foundations. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM111 N/A MLI97534 Remains of 
lifeboats 

Two or three 
collapses ships 
lifeboats on eastern 
side of river. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM112 N/A MLI97536 An ex Royal 
Navy motor 
fishing vessel 

Diving support 
vessel in Boston as 
part of a pre sea 
training school at 
Sutton Bridge. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM113 N/A MLI97537 Remains of four 
boats 

A lifeboat, two 
fishing boats, a 
plywood dory and an 
old traditional shrimp 
and shellfish boat. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM114 N/A MLI97538 Yacht motor 
fishing vessel 

Recently sunk motor 
fishing vessel which 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 
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and steel boats was converted into a 
yacht and new steel 
fishing boats.  

MM115 N/A MLI97539 Remains of two 
boats 

Ada Brown” and 
“Iris” belonging to 
the Lovelace family 
boatyard. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM116 N/A MLI97540 The remains of 
several boats, 
Boston 

Small motor fishing 
vessel covered in 
cement and a 
double diagonal 
fishing boat and 
several clinker 
boats. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM117 N/A MLI97591 13th and 14th 
century silver 
coin cache, 
land at St 
John's 
Cemetery 

Edward I and II 
sterling pennies. 

Medieval N/A 

MM118 N/A 14522 Brick culvert of 
the Barditch 

Dated to 
seventeenth and 
eighteenth century 
due to map 
evidence. 

Post 
medieval 
to 
modern 

N/A 

MM119 N/A MLI97832 Post-medieval 
shipyard 
building, 
Whitehorse 
Lane 

Brick foundations of 
former building, 
thought to be the 
shipyard, discovered 
under demolition 
debris from the 
former HP Foods 
factory. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

MM120 N/A MLI97845 Medieval 
occupation and 
shell 
processing site 

Wall and floor, 
evidence of timber 
structure including 
postholes and pits, 
thirteenth to fifteenth 
century pottery, 
mussel, cockle and 
periwinkle shells. 

Medieval N/A 

MM121 N/A MLI97849 Post medieval 
occupation, 
South Square 

Fifteenth to 
eighteenth century 
pits, brick walls and 
floors, eighteenth 
century cellar, 
sixteenth century 
pottery sherds. 

Post 
medieval 

N/A 

Source: Lincolnshire HER, National Heritage List for England 
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C. Borehole locations  
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C.1 Borehole location 

C.1.1.1 Due to the large number of borehole columns and soil samples taken only a selection of them 

were made available for archaeological examination. This selection was based on location, 

with a preference for groups which transected the river, and where samples were recorded on 

drillers’ logs as containing artefacts.  The locations of these are shown on figure 

IMAN001472-AEBC-FIG-539 and a summary of the findings is shown below. A full 

geotechnical plan showing all ground investigation can be found in Appendix C, figure C.1. 

Table C.1: Summary of borehole sample results 

Borehole 
number  

NGR Depth in 
metres  
(AOD) Contents 

BB BH01 532857.05 E, 
342873.60 N 

-2.30 to -
2.80 

Very gravelly (much flint) with coarse sand, some patches of 
silty clay. Contains late medieval (14th-16th century) pottery, 
brick/tile and bone, including a small cattle pelvis, all water-
rolled. Probably been in a channel, perhaps at channel edge, or 
possibly dock – not made ground. 

 

BB BH02 

 

532855.94 E, 
342857.49 N 

-2.40 to -
2.90 

Medium sand with much grit with moderate-frequent pebbles 
and flint, patches of silty clay with organics. Probable channel 
edge. Contains medieval (13th-?15th century) pottery and tile, 
some animal bone and shell and a piece of probable limestone 
building/paving stone. 

 

-3.40 to -
3.90 

Medium coarse sandy gravel with much small rounded flints and 
chalk (much chalk compared to others – reworked Boulder 
Clay), occasional-moderate medium-large cobbles. Probably 
unsorted channel deposits. No anthropogenic material 

 

BB BH04 532872.57 E, 
342821.01 N 

-3.60 to - 
4.10 

Well rolled very sandy flint gravel with chalk and limestone, over 
Boulder Clay. Frequent brick/tile (13th-16th century), occasional 
mussels. River channel floor 

 

-10.10 to -
10.55  

Only 13cm recovered, all clay and chalk – Boulder Clay 

 

BB BH05 532889.43 E, 
342786.17 N 

-0.45 Slightly organic riverside silts with brick, cockle, vegetation. All 
of bore between 6.00 and 7.00m probably was in river. 

 

BB BH06 532886.94 E, 
342775.22 N 

-2.65 Humified reed peat with macrofossils. Dated to BC 3090-2900. 

BC BH01 533362.69 E, 
343019.39 N 

-2.05 Reed peat over slightly clayey silts with rooted red rhizomes, 
occasional leaves.Dated to BC 3330-3210. 

3180-3150; 3130-2890.   

 

-2.05 to -
2.75 

Black very humified peat 
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Borehole 
number  

NGR Depth in 
metres  
(AOD) Contents 

-2.75 Grey gritty silty clay with siltstone and occasional chalk – 
Boulder Clay over gravels? 

Source: Taylor, 2010 and Taylor, 2011 
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