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SUMMARY

In June 2014, Oxford Archaeology North (OA NorthdsMcommissioned by Nexus
Planning Ltd, acting on behalf of the Homes and @uomities Agency, to assess the
archaeological significance and produce a heritggwaisal of Derby Home, a two-
storey building that forms part of the former Roysbert Hospital complex in
Lancaster. The building lies to the west of Ashi®®oad, approximately one mile
south of the city centre (centred on NGR 3473992869.

The relative significance of the building has beemsidered with reference to the
four areas of heritage values outlined by Engliskritdge in theirConservation
Principles Policies and Guidancand the Secretary of State’s criteria for asegssi
the national importance of monuments.

The results of the heritage appraisal concludettiebuilding is of moderate historic
significance, illustrating aspects of the changmoticy and treatment of mental health
iliness in the late nineteenth and early twenteshturies. However, whilst the Derby
Home is certainly of some historical interest amlitage value, its significance is
firmly on a local level. Whilst retention of the illing in any future development
scheme would be preferable in heritage terms, ass lis unlikely to constitute
substantial harm to the setting of the adjacerdibuildings should retention prove
not to be viable.

For the use of Nexus Planning Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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1. INTRODUCTION

11 CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE PROJECT

1.1.1 In June 2014, Oxford Archaeology North (OA Northasvcommissioned by
Nexus Planning Ltd, acting on behalf of the Homas$ @ommunities Agency,
to assess the archaeological significance and peoduheritage appraisal of
Derby Home in Lancaster. The study was required provide an
archaeological perspective on the significance h&f building in order to
inform the preparation of development proposals.

1.2 LOCATION, LANDSCAPE AND GEOLOGY

1.2.1 Derby Home lies on the south-western edge of Ldaca® north-west
Lancashire, and is situated upon the eastern sibpdow hill some hundred
metres to the west of Ashton Road (NGR 347395 48Pp%he building once
formed part of the Royal Albert Hospital, to thesteaf Ashton Road, until its
closure in the mid-1990s.

Plate 1: Recent aerial view of Derby Home, fromehst

For the use of Nexus Planning Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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2. METHODOLOGY

21

211

22

221

222

2.2.3

OBJECTIVES

The principal objective of the Heritage Appraisalasvto provide an
archaeological perspective on the relative sigaifee of Derby Home, and to
allow an informed decision to be taken with regaodits future. This was
achieved by carrying out desk-based research cowyté a visual inspection
survey of the building and its environs, which waslertaken in June 2014.
The visual inspection was intended to provide theimum of information
needed to identify the building’s age, type, braadonological development,
and, crucially, significance; it was not intendedptovide a detailed survey of
the building.

PLANNING BACKGROUND AND L EGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK

National Policy Framework: national planning policies on the conservation of
the historic environment are set out in NationanRing Policy Framework
(NPPF), which was published by the Department oh@anities and Local
Government (DCLG) in March 2012. Sites of archagimla or cultural
heritage significance that are valued componenthefhistoric environment
and merit consideration in planning decisions aoeiged as ‘heritage assets’;
‘heritage assets are an irreplaceable resouroe’ctimservation of which can
bring ‘wider social, cultural, economic and envinoental benefits...” (DCLG
2012, Section 12.126 The policy framework states that the ‘significanof
any heritage assets affected, including any camioh made by their setting’
should be understood in order to assess the paltentpact (DCLG 2012,
Section 12.128

In accordance with paragraph 128 of the NPPF, LstacaCity Council
planning authority requires planning applicantsléscribe the significance of
any heritage assets affected by planning prop@saisevaluate the impact on
them, identifying appropriate design and other gation measures to ensure
that they are not adversely affected. This herigggeraisal is intended to fulfil
this requirement.

In addition to NPPF, heritage assets and theimggttare protected under the
1990 Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservatioeas) Act. The impact of
development on the setting of a listed building isiaterial consideration that
local planning authorities have a duty to considgction 66(1) states: ‘In
considering whether to grant planning permission development which
affects a listed building or its setting, the lopénning authority or, as the
case may be, the Secretary of State shall haveéaspegard to the desirability
of preserving the building or its setting or angtiees of special architectural
or historic interest which it possesses’.

For the use of Nexus Planning Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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224

2.3
231

English Heritage guidance defines setting as ‘theosindings in which a

heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is wedfiand may change as the
asset and its surroundings evolve’ (English Heet&§11, 4). Setting can

make a varying contribution to an asset’s signifesg it may be positive or

negative, or neutral. The NPPF also states thapgsals that preserve those
elements of setting that make a positive contrdsutio or better reveal the
significance of the asset should be treated favmyr§paragraph 137). A key

principle within the NPPF is that any harm to hegeé assets should be
weighed against the public benefits (paragraphsatiBi3l34).

DESIGNATED SITES

Derby Home is not listed or afforded any other tgbestatutory designation,
but it does lie within close proximity to seven loing which are listed,
including the Grade II* listed Former Royal Albé#bspital on the opposing
side of the road. The detailsthese buildings have been set out in Table 1.

EH ID No | Description Grade NGR

1119699 Storey Home Nurses Home. 1897, with 347453 460018
late C20 minor alterations. By Paley
and Austin, architects, of Lancaster, for
Sir Thomas Storey, patron, as part|of
the Royal Albert Asylum complex.

1194930 Royal Albert Hospital: Mental hospitalll* 347660 460082
1868-1873. Designed by Paley and
Austin. established as the 'Royal Albert
Idiot Asylum for idiots and imbeciles
of the seven northern counties.' |It

accepted both paying patients and thpse
admitted by the vote of subscribers.

1219861 Gateway and lodge. ¢1873. Desighdd
by Paley and Austin built as the
gateway to the Royal Albert Idig
Asylum.

347531 459935

—

1298381 Southern range of farm buildings. Lpté 347481 459832
C19, probably by Paley and Austi
Built as part of the ancillary building
to the Royal Albert Asylum, now

School, which was completed in 1873.

o0 o

1219893 Western range of farm buildings. Laté 347462 459862
C19. Probably by Paley and Austi
Built as part of the ancillary building
to the Royal Albert Idiot Asylum

=

1194931 Barn. Late C19. Probably by Paley and 347491 459895
Austin. Built as part of the ancillary
buildings to the Royal Albert Idiot
Asylum.

1219846 Main Farm building. Late C18ll 447484 459864
Probably by Paley and Austin. Built as
part of the ancillary buildings to th

D

Royal Albert Idiot Asylum.

Table 1: Summary of Listed Buildings within closexmity of the Derby Home

For the use of Nexus Planning Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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24
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24.2

243

244

2.4.5

ASSESSING THE SETTING OF HERITAGE ASSETS

The definition of setting used here is taken frév@a NPPF (2012): ‘setting is
surroundings in which an asset is experiencedextsnt is not fixed and may
change as the asset and its surrounding evolvendflis of a setting may
make a positive or negative contribution to thendigance of an asset, may
affect the ability to appreciate that significance may be neutral'.
Furthermore, the English Heritage docum@ahservation Principles, Policies
and Guidancg2008) states that setting also relates to thet'adscal context,
embracing present and past relationships to thacedf landscape. More
recently, English Heritage (2011) considers thatdignificance of a heritage
asset derives not only from its physical presemze fastoric fabric, but also
from its setting — the surrounding within whichsitexperienced.

English Heritage in their guidance documeérite Setting of Heritage Assets
(2011), has provided a stepped approach to thessmsat of significance of
setting to heritage assets. Following the init@gntification of the heritage
asset(s) and associated setting the following stepgrise:

. assessing whether, how and to what degree thengsttmake a
contribution to the significance of the heritagseds;

. assessing the effect of the proposed developmettteosetting, and the
resulting implications for the significance of theritage asset(s);

. maximising enhancement and minimising harm (miicggt

In assessing whether, how and to what degree ttieggeemake a contribution
to the significance of the heritage assets, seveo&kntial attributes of a
setting may help in determining its significancalfle 2). Having assessed the
contribution of the setting to the significancetloé heritage asset, the effect of
any proposed development on the setting can bendie&d by consideration
of the potential attributes of the development cffey setting. This will
enable a decision to be formulated as to whethgrhanm to the setting of a
heritage asset is outweighed by the benefits agfblnly development.

If the significance of a place is to be retainedd ats historic value
sympathetically managed, further change will irgbly be needed.
Development need not devalue the significance efpllace, both its tangible
values, such as historic fabric, or its associatioralues, such as its place
within the landscape, provided the work is dondnwihderstanding.

English Heritage’sConservation Principles, Policies and Guidan(Z008)
also states that new work or alteration to a sicguift place should normally
be acceptable if:

. there is sufficient information comprehensively tmderstand the
impacts of the proposal on the significance offilaee;

. the proposal would not materially harm the valugshe place, which,
where appropriate, would be reinforced or furtlexealed,;

. the proposals aspire to a quality of design anawi@ which may be
valued now and in the future.

For the use of Nexus Planning Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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Physical Surroundings of the Heritage Asset

Topography;

Other heritage assets (archaeological remains,dihgd, structures, landscapes, areas
archaeological remains);

Definition, scale and ‘grain’ of surrounding streegpe, landscape and spaces;
Historic materials and surfaces;

Land use;

Openness, enclosure and boundaries; functiondiaeships and communications;
Green spaces, trees and vegetation;

History and degree of change over time;

Integrity;

Issues, such as soil chemistry and hydrology

Experience of the Heritage Asset

Surrounding landscape and town character;

Views from, towards, through and across, includhmyasset;
Visual dominance, prominence or role as focal point
Intentional intervisibility with other historic anuatural features;
Noise, vibration and other pollutants and nuisances
Tranquillity, remoteness, ‘wildness’;

Sense of enclosure, seclusion, intimacy or privacy;
Dynamism and activity;

Accessibility, permeability and patterns of movemmen

Degree of interpretation or promotion to the public

The rarity of comparable survivals of setting

Associative Attributes

Associative relationships between heritage assets;
Cultural associations;

Celebrated artistic representations;

Traditions

Table 2: Potential Attributes of the Setting

For the use of Nexus Planning Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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2.5

251

2.6
26.1

2.6.2

OBJECTIVES

The principal objective of the Heritage Appeii was to provide an
archaeological perspective on the relative sigaifae of Derby Home, and to
allow an informed decision to be taken with regaodits future. This was
achieved by carrying out desk-based research cdwygté a visual inspection
survey of the building and its environs, which wemlertaken in June 2014.
The visual inspection was intended to provide theimum of information
needed to identify the building’s age, type, braadonological development,
and, crucially, significance; it was not intendedptovide a detailed survey of
the building.

SIGNIFICANCE

When applied to an historic building, the tésnmgnificance’ can be taken to
have several definitions. The first is importanseiggesting that there is
something about the site that is valuable, hassttd should not be ignored.
A site may be important because it is a rare satyior the earliest known
example of its type. It may represent a benchmareims of the application
of technological development, or be a typical exiengh such sites. The level
to which a site has remained intact is also an mapoé factor in determining
its value. The next is the idea@inveying meaning, implying that the site is a
source of knowledge. Finally, there is the conadt sign, that the building is
symbolic, and acts as a pointer to something beysed. The significance of
any site is to a large extent embodied in its sumgi fabric, which can retain
evidence for how the building developed and waptsthover time.

It is necessary to define what it is that givesndigance to a building and
therefore warrants protectiorDerby Home and its immediate environs
encompass layers of archaeological and historeatldpment, which may be
valued for different reasons by different peopléowhich should be taken
into account in determining the overall significandn their Conservation
Principles Policies and Guidanc&nglish Heritage have identified four areas
of heritage values, which will be considered inedetining the overall
significance of the building (English Heritage 2p08

. Evidential: this derives from the potential of a place to yielddence
about past human activity. This includes physicaiains as the
primary source of evidence and the people and radtihat made
them. Significantly, where there is a lack of vaitt records the
importance of the material record increases;

. Historical: this originates from the ways in which past peoplents
and aspects of life can be connected through & ptathe present. This
may include illustrative value, such as its conioecto an important
development, such as technology, or associativaeyauch as the
connection to an important event or person;

For the use of Nexus Planning Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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. Aesthetic: this is derived from the ways in which people disensory
and intellectual stimulation from a place or builgli These may be
related to the design of a place, for example,utinacdefensive reasons,
or the informal development over time, such as rédationship of
structures to their setting;

. Communal: this derives from the meaning of a place for teegle
who relate to it, this includes commemorative, sghay social and
spiritual value. For example, some places may beorant for
reminding us of uncomfortable events in nationatdriy.

2.6.3 In determining the value of Derby Home as a heeitagset, it is also useful to
refer to the Secretary of State’s criteria for assg the national importance
of monuments, as containedAmnexe lof the policy statement on scheduled
monuments produced by the Department of Culturedidjeand Sport (2010).
These criteria relate to period, rarity, documeatgt group value,
survival/condition, fragility/vulnerability, diverty, and potential.

For the use of Nexus Planning Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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3. BACKGROUND

31

3.1.1

3.2

3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

INTRODUCTION

In order to facilitate an understanding of the gigance of Derby Home in a
local and regional context, the following sectiomcdses on providing a
summarised account of the development of the mgldThis is preceded by a
brief overview of the historical development of tReyal Albert Hospital and

the regional and national development of mentaltheaeatment from the

eighteenth to the twentieth centuries.

BACKGROUND

Until the eighteenth century, the treatment of pecuffering with mental
health illness was rudimentary and largely conadrmeth containment.
Prejudice and misunderstanding led to the publiccemion that such
problems were spiritual in nature and could notrbated in the way physical
illnesses were. The handful of hospitals that ditteto accommodate the
mentally ill such as the infamous Bethlem Hospitalondon were renowned
for the appalling conditions in which patients wéegpt. Small privately run
madhouses, providing secure accommodation for fagng individuals
proliferated in the eighteenth century, but opagivithout regulation abuses
were common, with some individuals held with littler no medical
justification. Regulation of privately run madhosdeegan to be introduced
from 1774 (Act for Regulating Private Madhouses)ttp and ensure the
maintenance of basic standards and formalise amdgtprocedures but the
act was limited in its scope and improvements stovake effect.

In 1808 the County Asylums Act enabled countiesaise the funds to build
county asylums for pauper lunatics resulting in @stablishment of many
such institutions over the following three deca(R€EHME, 1998, 159). The
Lancaster Moor Asylum, established in 1816 on lemdhe east of the city
centre, was one of these and at the time onlydbgh county asylum to open
in England. The provision of pauper lunatic asylumegsame compulsory in
the 1840s, along with biannual inspections of sflams and madhouses.

While there was a broad recognition in the distorctbetween those who
developed mental illness during their lifetime @hdse born with what was
termed idiocy or imbecility, this difference wastmaitially recognised in law
or practice and patients were treated much the seni855 Dr Andrew Reed
opened The National Model Asylum for Idiots, in gate, Surrey, providing
for the first time specialist facilities for chilein born with learning
difficulties. Reed’s model promoted educational elepment and physical
exercise, with the teaching of industrial skillsclsuas shoemaking, brick
laying basket-making and farm labouring.

For the use of Nexus Planning Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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3.2.4 The optimistic approach to therapy advocated byReed spawned several

3.2.5

3.2.6

3.2.7

other asylums over the next two decades, includihg Northern Counties
Asylum for Idiots and Imbeciles in Lancaster, whigbuld later become the
Royal Albert Asylum (1900), and then The Royal Atbastitution in (1910).
The original building provided accommodation fol0gfatients and was built
to a variation of the pavilion plan, a popular desin the mid-nineteenth
century, in which wards were housed in wings alsingom deep (RCHME,
1998, 173). Windows on either side of the room wksgigned to promote the
circulation of clean air, which the Victorians l@sed responsible for many
illnesses. It was officially opened in 1873 andnfirahe beginning was
provided with a farm on the opposite side of Ash®oad. The hospital,
including the farm buildings were designed by EGefpadater of the prolific
and well-respected Lancaster-based architectuaatipe of Paley and Austin
(Pevsner, 2002, 31).

Unfortunately, from the late nineteenth century ¢lagly optimism invested in
the benefits of educational and therapeutic treatmgave way to
disillusionment due to a perceived lack of progr@$ss was accompanied by
the growth of the Eugenics movement, which ultiyatesulted in a shift in
policy towards retention of patients on a long tempermanent basis rather
than education with the aim of reintegration. Itswaxrgued that this policy
shift would safe-guard the liberties of the genguaiblic against the mentally
ill but inevitably it led to a further increase patient numbers. At the Royal
Albert this culminated in 1916 with a reduction tire number of children
under 16 years of age, and therefore who wouldliggbke for training in
preparation for release.

As patient numbers continued to increase, moreuasylwere built and
existing ones repeatedly extended to cope withdérmaand for beds. It was
partly in response to this trend that the colonsteay was introduced in the
latter years of the nineteenth century. This systevoured the construction
of detached building on the periphery of the h@pigrounds, which were
designed to provide a more homely environment, arayn the rigid
institutionalism of the main asylum, where someh& more stable patients
could be housed with a greater degree of freedawer@l buildings were
built at the Royal Albert during this time whichrcée identified with the
colony model, including Derby Home, Storey Home 9@88), and the
Albert Home (1917), and these buildings can be sagnthe physical
representation of both the policy of long-term méien and changing
approach to care and treatment.

Patient numbers across the country continued ¢ pisaking at 150,000 or 0.4
% of the population in the mid-twentieth centuryt gradual improvements in
treatment and a change policy in 1959 with intraiducof The Mental Health
Act led to a move away from institutional care aodfards the concept of care
in the community. The success of this policy led ttee decline of
institutionalism, and the closure of hospitals sashthe Royal Albert. The
hospital finally closed in 1996 having been substitmg the NHS in 1948 and
the main building was converted into a school.

For the use of Nexus Planning Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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3.3 DEVELOPMENT OF THE DERBY HOME

3.3.1 Derby Home was designed by the architects Woddiadl Eccles, a Liverpool
based partnership, which practised between 189®18. Their most notable
commissions include Bailrigg House, at Lancasteivéhsity, which was
completed in the Arts and Crafts tradition in 19(Brade Il listed, LB
1391378), and the classically inspired Midland Bankolwyn Bay (Grade Il
listed, LB 14672). Both are listed as good examiesheir type retaining
numerous original features, rather than due ta thieect association with the
architects.

3.3.2 The development of the Derby Home is relatively gam and can be
identified broadly by analysis of the external fakand through the study of
historic written and cartographic documents. Thisdding was erected in 1912
as farm colony associated with the Royal Alberinfaand opened on the 21st
of October 1913, but it was first depicted on a ro&the estate 17 years later
(Plate 2). At that date, the building was set withis own rectangular
enclosure and appears to have a shallow projeeting to the east and a
narrow protrusion to the south but the detail isited to an outline only. Its
access road appears to follow the same basic $inbeaexisting Pathfinders
Drive, joining the main road opposite the lodger@mte on the other side of
Ashton Road.

Plate 2: Extract from an estate plan of 1930, stmgrthe footprint of Derby Home

For the use of Nexus Planning Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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3.3.3 The 1932 Ordnance Survey map provides a little rdetail (Plate 3), and it is
possible to identify what is probably a glass cove®ry appended to the
southern end of the building. At the opposite eémetdé are what appear to be
two separate but parallel wings, each projectinghneards. Between the two
there is a space, defined to the north by a lirteckaarly distinct from the two
wings. It is possible that this space is defininghange in roofline, but the
physical evidence suggests this central area may dvaginally been open and
was subsequently in-filled at a later date. Itesgible that this alteration had
already occurred by 1932, but six years later thet medition of Ordnance
Survey mapping clearly shows that the space whopen. In addition to its
primary access road, the building then had a pattlihg south-east to the row
of cottages which front on to Ashton Road.
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Plate 3: Extract from the Ordnance Survey 1:250@p 01932

3.3.4 The basic layout of the building remains unchanged938, and the estate
map of 1952 and the Ordnance Survey map of 195& sheimilar picture. It

is noteworthy, however, that the path to the rowattages on Ashton Road is
no longer depicted.

3.3.5 The Royal Albert Farm complex was part of the erajjiconstruction scheme.
Still called the Royal Albert Farm up until 199dathe housing to the north
along with the Orchard’s NHS building were builtween this time and 2000.
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4. SUMMARY DESCRIPTION

4.1

41.1

4.2

42.1

4.2.2

INTRODUCTION

The following section provides a brief deswoip of the buildings based on a
rapid inspection of the surviving fabric. This infeation is intended solely to
provide a basis to assess the relative significantee building and its visible

component elements. At the time of inspection thigdding had been disused
for sometime, and the windows and doors had beanded up. A detailed

internal inspection was not possible for health aaftety reasons, although
sufficient access was obtained to see that someemoddditions and

alterations had been implemented.

DERBY HOME

Derby Home was a stone-built rectangular strucairdomestic Gothic style
beneath a gauged slate gable roof, erected sonme ft@th Ashton Road upon
a north/south axis (Plate 4). The rectangular obrtae building was a storey
and a half high with an additional storey withirgabled projecting eastern
wing and a single storey structure to the soutte Binlding had been terraced
into the slope on its western side and a part st#stean cellar created beneath
the northern half of the building.

The building was constructed of squared sandstoibdle with a picked

finish, laid in a snecked bond and pointed withement based mortar. The
corners were constructed of alternating ashlarmpueiith window and door

surrounds in the same.

Plate 4: Eastern elevation of Derby Home
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4.2.3

4.2.4

On the eastern elevation the gabled projecting wwag accompanied to the
south by an adjoining pair of gables which alsojguted forward slightly
from the face of the wall. A flight of stone stepih flanking walls led up to
the buildings main entrance, which was housed withisingle-storey porch
located in the angle between the southern walhefgabled cross-wing and
the eastern wall of the central projecting gabletéP5). To the right of the
porch entrance there was a stone with the words Dé&rby Home’ carved in
relief, with a rose to each side (Plate 6). A gioourse of ashlar, chamfered
along its upper face had been laid approximatetyetre from the ground to
serve as a plinth but this feature was confinetthéocentre of the elevation. At
the southern end a set of wrought iron stairs in $tages rose from south to
north up to a first-floor fire exit (Plate 7).

The pair of gables on the eastern elevation wenmgoneid on the western
elevation, but did not project forward to break thee of the wall, while the
western end of the cross-wing had been hippedgBlatThe southern end of
the western elevation was hidden behind the retfrrthe single-storey
extension, which wrapped around this end of th&ling.

Plate 5: The stone steps leading up to the mairaeoé
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4.2.5

4.2.6

4.2.7

4.2.8

Plate 6: Name carved in relief

At the northern end, a pair of narrow two-storeyngé extended northwards
beneath shallow gabled roofs, but the space betiheetwo had been in-filled
at first-floor level and topped with a flat roogaving what appeared to be a
wide ground-floor entrance at the centre of theatien. A set of steps with a
wrought-iron railing led up to a doorway set wittlire northern elevation of
the eastern of the two wings.

The southern elevation was gabled but the grouml-fivas obscured by the
later single-storey extension, faced externallyack face finished stone and
with a flat felt covered roof. This extension akdtthe southern wall of the
original building to east, but to the west it congd around the corner on to
the western elevation

The windows varied in design from triple-light op&ys used on most of the
gables to single-light openings employed primaailyyround-floor level. Twin

lights were used on the eastern elevation of thithremastern wing. Both door
and window lintels were of flat single piece desigith the exception of the
porch entrance which employed a wide, shallow segahearch formed in

voussoirs. The window sills consistently displayetieavy splay along their
upper face but the jambs were all of square section

The southern gable and three-storey eastern gaiske naised and topped with
ball finials at the apex. Flat coping stone ramgldoth pitches, terminating
with simple ornamented kneelers. The remaining egablere finished with
moulded timber barge boards. On the western etavakie building retained
its cast-iron gutter down pipes, but to the eass¢hhad been largely replaced
with modern plastic items.
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Plate 8: Northern elevation, facing south-west
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Plate 9: Southern extension, facing west

MASTE
ey Vo

Plate 10: Eastern elevation of north-eastern wifaging west
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5. ASSESSMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

51 INTRODUCTION

5.1.1 This assessment of significance of the Derby Hoaseleen based on a rapid
inspection of the building, coupled with a reviefitlte available documentary
evidence and information provided from previousists of the building and
its environs.

52 STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

5.2.1 Summary statement: Derby Home contributes to an understanding of the
development of the Royal Albert Hospital, Lancasi#s such, its primary
importance lies in its association with this bulgli and particularly the listed
farm buildings to which it was connected. Althoutds exterior retains a
relatively high level of originality and it conttilbes to the setting of several
listed buildings, there are numerous examplesmilai colony style buildings
both locally, regionally and nationally. Moreoven, contrast to the other
buildings that cumulatively form the hospital copprDerby Home was not
designed by the well-known architectural practiéePaley and Austin. Its
significance can therefore be deemed to be moderate

5.2.2 Evidential value: although an internal inspection was not possinhel all the
windows were obscured by shuttering, externallylibigding retains much of
its original fabric. Excepting the replacement bé tglass extension to the
south and in-filling to the north it has seen rgndicant alteration since it was
built. This gives the building a moderate eviddntalue.

5.2.3 Historical value: the building has an historical illustrative value
demonstrating the evolving approach towards thertrent of mental health in
the early twentieth century. The building’s locatialesign and even its name
reflect these changes, adding to its historic valiee exterior of the building
can be judged to be of moderate historic value &aded on the limited
inspection that was possible, the interior was sihalar historic value.

5.2.4 Aesthetic value: the growth of Lancaster has diminished the builgiagginal
rural aspect and the present setting can bestduzided as semi-rural, with a
mixture of modern development, alongside buildifrgs the latter half of the
nineteenth century and into the early twentiethtwsgn Derby Home is
terraced into the eastern slope of a low hill te west of Ashton Road, with
its primary elevation overlooking the farm buildghgt the base of the hill.
This visual connection has been diminished by mwodglanting on the
intervening slopes, but not eliminated. It is sgest from the barn and base of
the approach road by the hospital lodge, both oiclviare Grade Il listed
structures. The original rural location is likely have been chosen for its
therapeutic benefits.
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5.25

5.3
53.1

5.3.2

5.3.3

5.34

5.3.5

Communal value: the buildings communal value lies within its rale a home
for up to 40 patients at any given time over aqeeof 90 years. Its relatively
recent closure means there are likely be indivelséll alive who lived in the
home for many years. These patients may have ati@mabconnection to the
building.

ASSESSMENT CRITERIA

In determining the value of the Derby Home as atdge asset, the Secretary
of State’s criteria for assessing the national irrgpgece of monuments has also
been considered (Department of Culture, Media, Spdrt 2010). These
criteria relate to period, rarity, documentatiomgup value, survival/condition,
fragility/vulnerability, diversity, and potential.

Period: Derby Home was opened in 1913 and can be cloggted to the
early twentieth-century development of the Royalbeékt Hospital. The
building reflects both the changes in policy tovgatdng term retention of
patients, and the adoption of the colony systeinospital construction which
gained popularity in the late nineteenth and e@vintieth century.

Rarity: while not prolific in number, colony style buildja can be identified
both locally, regionally and nationally. The Storddgme (1897), also part of
the Royal Albert Hospital complex, is one such eplnwhich has statutory
protection (Grade Il listed, LB 1119699). Regiopalbod examples of other
colony style buildings survive at The David LewipilEptic Colony in East
Cheshire (1900-04), with St Ebba’s Hospital, Sur(@@04) and at the
Chalfont Centre for Epilepsy, Buckinghamshire asmegles further afield.
The latter is recognised as a pioneering examptaetolony style with both
Milton House, 1896-8 (LB 1332526) and Passmore Edsv&louse, 1909-4
(LB 44773) listed as Grade Il structures. In tldspect, Derby Home does not
have a particularly high rarity value.

Documentation: documentary sources provide a date for the cortgtruand
opening of the building, together with an indicatiof its original function.
Additionally, the building is relatively well serdeby cartographic sources,
although there is an absence of detailed plansicplarly of the interior. This
and the limited information regarding the day toy desse of the building,
increases the importance of the surviving fabrithefbuilding.

Group value: although constructed 40 years later, Derby Home lba
assigned moderate group value for its functionabaation with the listed
farm buildings just 85m to the south east (Gradlealhd also as a part of the
main Royal Albert Hospital (Grade II*) on the oppiesside of Ashton Road.
Derby Home helps to provide context to this gro@ipwildings, contributing
to our understanding of the broader changes andla@wents taking place
within the hospital in general. The group value deninished slightly,
however, by the modern buildings that have beer@da the site.
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5.3.6

5.3.7

5.3.8

Survival/Condition: the Derby Home survives largely intact with onlyeav
minor alterations to the structure since its cartdton. It is no longer bound
within its original enclosure, although the presestbne railing settings
arranged along the eastern side of the building hpmebably been relocated
from their original positions. Externally the buid appears to be in good
structural condition, but repairs to the gutterisng necessary, and without
regular maintenance further issues are likely terge

Fragility/Vulnerability: the building has been vacant for a number of years
and although it remains in reasonable conditiorhas apparently been
subjected to localised internal damage due to thefhaterials. As a vacant
property, it is considered to be vulnerable.

Potential: the building’s potential lies in the preservatioits as yet unseen
interior. A detailed survey of the interior of thmilding would further
determine the survival or otherwise of historicemmial fixtures and fittings
associated with the buildings original and evolvingction.
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6. CONCLUSION

6.1
6.3.1

6.3.2

6.3.3

CONCLUSION

The Derby Home retains some heritage value on aklexels. With its design
rooted in the colony style wards, it representsdi@nges taking place to the
treatment of mental health illness on a nationalesm the late nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries. In this respect, it alsontributes to an
understanding of the history and development of whéer Royal Albert
Hospital complex, although this attribute is peshaetter represented by the
adjacent Storey Home of 1897. The Storey Home, avare was designed by
the architectural practice of Paley and Austin, wiere also responsible for
the other buildings forming the Royal Albert Hogpitomplex, whilst the
Derby Home was the work of a lesser-known archit@ttpractice.

The exterior of Derby Home largely retains its oraj appearance, and has
some visual connection with the adjacent listeddings. However, views of
the Derby Home are largely obscured from the maisphal by tree cover,
whilst modern buildings that have been erected cadiato Derby Home
reduce the heritage value of the farm colony aam

In conclusion, whilst the Derby Home is certainfysome historical interest
and heritage value, its significance is firmly otoeal level; it does not meet
the criteria required for statutory designation adisted building. Whilst
retention of the building in any future developmestheme would be
preferable in heritage terms, its loss is unlikelyconstitute substantial harm
to the setting of the adjacent listed buildingsutiaetention prove not to be
viable. Any future proposals for the developmenths site, however, should
be accompanied by a detailed archaeological sureeythe building,
commensurate with an English Heritage Level ll-tgpevey.
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