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SUMMARY

Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) was commissidndy Datum Design
Company in January 2008 to undertake a desk-bassgsment of land to the rear of
Marton Hall and Glebe Farm, Marton, Cumbria (ceshtomd NGR SD 2401 7715),
together with a standing building assessment of catbuilding outlined for
demolition. Planning permission was granted by @&arBorough Council for the
erection of four dwellings (planning reference @0®5), conditional upon carrying
out an archaeological investigation prior to anystauction works. To this end,
Cumbria County Council issued a brief in June 2®Qi after further consideration of
the planning application, a second brief was issuedJuly 2007 to include
recommendations for a desk-based assessment ahgtduilding assessment. The
results will be used to inform any further requissrhfor archaeological work.

Marton is referred to asMeretun’ or ‘settlement by a lakén the Domesday Survey.
The present day village exhibits the ancient pattef settlements in this area,
originally concentrated around tarns; Marton isated just to the north of Tarn Flat.
In 1190, Marton was recorded as a grange (a farmbotit 100 acres) belonging to
Furness Abbey. The abbey was situated to the sbialton-in-Furness, and founded in
1127 by Stephen, then Count of Boulogne and Modaid later (1135-1154) King of
England. The abbey’s possessions included mdse¢ giréat peninsula of Furness (though not
the neighbouring one of Cartmel), with its foréstthe north and rich agricultural land to the
south, and the history of Furness soon became gymmus with that of its abbey.
Benefactions were steadily flowing in to Furnessb@&yy and by gift and purchase
important property was acquired deep into the LRlstrict and over into Yorkshire.
Under the guidance of successive abbots, the egpdfurness greatly improved,
owning a number of mills and overseeing the devaleqt of sheep farming in the
area. The abbot’s secular court was held at Datwhin 1239 the town was granted
its royal charter, the first in Furness. The chractame with a permit to hold a weekly
market and annual fair.

The abbey also owned the rights to a number ofar@nmines, a number of which
were in the vicinity of Marton. In 1396, William delerton granted rights to the
Abbott and monks of Furness Abbey to freely digrfonerals in his lands at Merton.
At this time, bloomeries making use of iron minedLiow Furness were present
across High Furness, where wood for making chara@al plentiful. This situation
continued until Furness Abbey was dissolved in 158¥n its lands were annexed to
the Duchy of Lancaster by Act of Parliament in 1540

By the beginning of the eighteenth centutlye’ iron industry of Furness suddenly
sprang into lif¢ particularly as a result of the construction afblast furnace at
Backbarrow in 1711, and others following soon affernumber of leases to mine
were soon granted for areas in Furness. Thomasheswbok out a lease on lands at
‘Martin’ in 1717, and Richard Postlethwaite minaahdls at nearby Lindal from 1746.
The majority of these mines were very productived &Vhitriggs, an area of iron
mines to the south of Lindal Moor and south-eaghefstudy area, begun in the early
eighteenth century, became famous, in particular, the quantity of ore that it
produced.
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The vast scale of mining operations during the telghth century was dwarfed,
however, during the nineteenth century as operstmomtinued to grow at a rapid
pace. At Whitriggs, the most productive mine in riags, work continued until the
1940s, when new seams of ore were still being dieenl. Similarly, Lindal Moor
Mine was still operating into the early 1920s. tilitely, lower demand for iron and
competition from coke-fuelled furnaces broughtitba industry in Furness to an end.
Some pits evidently lasted much longer than otheosyever, but ultimately it was
their impact on the landscape that was their lgdgacy. A trade directory of 1849
records that Marton was in an area of very prog@aadtion mines and that one of the
main owners were Messrs. Harrison, Ainslie and Camgpof Ulverston. It also
records that the roads in the area often had kirgjrred appearance caused by the
carting of the iron ore.

An area of 0.5km around the proposed developmeatves examined in order to
identify sites of archaeological interest that mlg affected by the proposed
development. In addition, the information collafgdvides an archaeological context
and useful guide to the possibility of further siteeing present. Cartographic sources
were consulted in order to trace the developmenh®fsite. The results of the desk-
based assessment were collated into a gazetteewenedanalysed using the criteria
used by the Secretary of State to assess the iampertof Scheduled Monuments
(DoE 1990). Any additional sites of archaeologigatential noted from a site
inspection were also included in the gazetteer.

In total, 15 sites of archaeological interest welentified, of which nine had been
previously recorded in the Cumbria HER, and theaiemg 6 sites were identified by
cartographic analysis (Site, 11, 12, 14 and 15). There are two Grade Il listed
buildings within the study area; Marton Hall (SG&; LB no. 388539), which dates
from the mid-eighteenth century, and Gate Farmhd$sts 02; LB no. 388538),
originally dating from the seventeenth century bubject to alterations during the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Due to thaiutery listing they are considered
to be of national significance. In the wider artb@se sites relating to the iron industry
are recorded in the HER, which means they areast lef regional or county level
significance. However, they form part of a relictdustrial landscape that may be
arguably of national significance.

Site 10 is a small building outlined for demolition as paftthe development plans,
and was further subject to a building investigatifritten descriptive records, drawn
plans and a photographic record were made of thditg location, together with an

outline of the purpose, materials and possible.dBtées was carried out to English
Heritage Level ll-type survey standards (Englishritdge 2006). The structure
subject to investigation was a small rectangulanaeular, rubblestone two-storey
building, some 6m (19 ¥ feet) long by 4.3m (14 Y¥edte lying on a east/west axis
and situated on land between Marton Hall and Gkeden. The building was in an

advanced state of disrepair, the roof being ofi@aer concern. Health and safety
requirements precluded entry to the upper floor aockss to the ground floor was
limited.

Historic map evidence suggested that the buildiagsito at least 1842 as a small
structure is illustrated in the same position am Tithe map of that date. The general
appearance of the building supports this and mayt po an even earlier date. Later
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mapping outlines minor modifications but, essehtiahe structure remains intact.
This building contained features that reveal ib&oa rare surviving example of a one-
room cottage with a bedroom above. Features sucla aésused fireplace are
consistent with it being originally intended foreuas a dwelling. There would have
been a ladder in the north-east corner, which naa been concealed within a small
cupboard. This building is a significant, rareagttsurvivor of a building type, most
examples of which have been amalgamated into lasstyactures or added to and
rebuilt in later periods.

Nothing of particular archaeological significancasnidentified from documentary
sources within the development site, although tlag@eared to be two outbuildings
within the orchard area associated with Marton Ki&ltes11l and12). However, it
should not be assumed that the lack of any acdesddzumentary sources prior to
the nineteenth century is evidence of absencepohsible early origins of the village
may have left traces of its development within {v®posed development site.
Although part of the site was built on in the twetit century, it would appear that
there are areas to the north and south of the paglugtion unit that remain
undisturbed. In addition, the indirect impacts be Listed buildings (Sité1 and02),
together with Glebe Farm (Sité5), of possible historical significance in its
association with Marton Hall, should be considemrederms of visual, noise and
vibration effects.
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1. INTRODUCTION

11

11.1

1.1.2

1.1.3

1.2

1.2.1

1.2.2

CIRCUMSTANCES OF PROJECT

Datum Design Company, on behalf of their clienyeheequested that Oxford
Archaeology North (OA North) undertake a desk-basgsessment of land to
the rear of Marton Hall and Glebe Farm, Marton, ®uien (centred on NGR
SD 2401 7715; Fig 1), together with a standing dnd assessment of an
outbuilding outlined for demolition. Planning pession has been granted by
Barrow Borough Council for the erection of four diveys (planning reference
6/06/0085) with a condition to carry out an archagizal investigation prior
to any construction works.

The desk-based assessment comprised a search lof podished and
unpublished records held by the Historic Environm&ecord (HER) in
Kendal, the County Record Offices in Barrow andsRre, and the archives
and library held at OA North. In addition to th&site inspection was carried
out on the site of the proposed development, irerotd relate the landscape
and surroundings to the results of the desk-basedsament. The standing
building assessment was undertaken in order toigeoa record of the
building in mitigation of the demolition.

This report sets out the results of the desk-basstssment and standing
building assessment in the form of a short documeutiining the findings,
followed by a statement of the archaeological pidémand significance, and
an assessment of the impact of the proposed deweldp The significance
criteria detailed in PPG 16 (DoE 1990) was employedng the assessment.

LOCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The site is situated to the rear of Marton Hallelid Farm and Gate
Farmhouse, located along Moor Road in the villageMarton, Cumbria.
Marton, also known historically as Lindal-cum-Martday within the Parish
of Dalton-in-Furness and embraced the two villagesdal and Marton.
Marton lies approximately 7km north-west of DaltorFurness, and 3km
north-east of the village of Lindal.

The majority of the area is pastoral in charactétty an ‘undulating or gently
rolling topography (Countryside Commission 1998, 26). Medium- togksr
sized fields of improved pasture are subdividedabmixture of hedgerows,
trees and fences. Stone walls and hedges establshestone banks are
common features along the minor roads and ancieitl fooundaries.
Settlement is a mixture of small industrial towssjall, linear former mining
villages, and small farming villages and hamleis ¢it, 27). The solid geology
is complex, but is principally composed of rocks@fdovician and Silurian
origin, which are typically Llanvirn and Arenig, ahdeilo, Caradoc, Ashgill
and Llandovery sedimentary rocks comprising slaed shalesilfid). The
drift geology comprises glacial tiliid).
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2. METHODOLOGY

21

211

22
221

2.2.2

2.2.2

2.2.3

PROJECT DESIGN

Following the submission of an application for plang permission for a
development of four properties to the rear of Marktall, CCCHES issued a
brief in June 2007 requesting a standing buildisgeasmentAppendix L
Following further consultation, a second brief vissued in July 2007 for the
purpose of evaluating the outlined area to incladéesk-based assessment,
and possible trial trenchingAppendix 2 In response, OA North issued a
project designAppendix 3 which was adhered to in full, and the work was
consistent with the relevant standards and proesdof the Institute of Field
Archaeologists, and generally accepted best peactic

DESK-BASED ASSESSMENT

The aim of the desk-based assessment is not omiwéoconsideration to the
potential for archaeological remains on the devalept site, but also to put
the site into its archaeological and historical teah All statutory and non-
statutory sites within a 500m radius of the develept site were identified
and collated into a gazette&gction 4 and their location plotted on Figure 2.
Various published and unpublished documentary ssufiom the HER and
CRO(B), were consulted, as well as cartographicrcesu and aerial
photographs. A rapid walkover survey of the sitesvedso carried out, to
identify any possible features that have not bemuchented. The results were
analysed using the set of criteria used to aséesadtional importance of an
ancient monumentSection § (DoE 1990). In order to undertake the desk-
based assessment, several sources of informati@ocsasulted.

Historic Environment Records (HER), Kendathe Cumbria County Council

Historic Environment Records (HER) in Kendal haseatensive database of
all known archaeological sites in the county, idahg Listed Buildings and

Scheduled Monuments, and is the primary sourcefofrnation. Each site has
a brief description and an accurate location.dbddolds a library of published
and unpublished documentation for consultation.

County Record Office (CRO(B)), Barrow-in-Furnesshe office in Barrow is
the main source for primary information, includingaps, plans, documents
and aerial photographs, for the site and the sodiog area. A number of
primary documents, principally early maps of thedgtarea, were examined
in order to identify additional sites of archaeatad) interest that might be
affected by the proposed development. Secondargassuvere also examined
in order to provide background information.

County Record Office, Preston (CRO(P)&s with the office in Barrow, a
number of primary documents, and secondary sowees consulted. Marton
was historically part of ‘Lancashire-North-of-thet&ls’ before the County
reorganisation of 1974, when it became part of Qiemb
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2.2.4 Oxford Archaeology North:OA North has an extensive archive of secondary
sources relevant to the study area, as well as mwseunpublished client
reports on work carried out both as OA North andtsnformer guise of
Lancaster University Archaeological Unit (LUAU). &e were consulted
where necessary.

2.3 SITE INSPECTION

2.3.1 A visual inspection of the site was undertaken oadweésday B February,
2008 to relate the existing topography and landwittethe results of the desk-
based assessment. In addition, the purpose wasctdel and record any
features of archaeological interest not identifiexn documentary sources. It
also allowed an understanding of areas of impact thg proposed
redevelopment, as well as areas of more recenirbatce that may affect the
potential for the survival of archaeological depssi

2.4 BUILDING ASSESSMENT

2.4.1 Descriptive Recorda visual inspection of the building was undertgkand
written records using OA Nortpro-formarecord sheets were made of the
building’s location, together with a description tbe purpose, materials and
possible date. Particular attention was also paithé relationship between
aspects of the building that would show its develept and any alterations.
These records are essentially descriptive, althaoigihpretation is carried out
on site as required. This was carried out to Ehglteritage Level ll-type
survey standards (English Heritage 2006).

2.4.2 Plans digital plans of both floors, all elevations aadcross-section were
provided by the client, and were used as the Basihe production of scaled
plans of the structure. Each plan was checked douracy using electronic
distance measuring equipment. During the assessradditional pertinent
historic detail and annotation was added to thermal and external scale
drawings.

2.4.3 The drawings are used to illustrate the phasing dedelopment of the
building. Detail captured by the annotation typigahcludes such features as
window and door openings, an indication of ground aoof level, and any
changes in building material. The final drawinge @aresented through an
industry standard CAD package (Figs 9 — 11).

2.4.4 Photographic Archive photographs were taken of the building utilising
35mm and digital SLR equipment and the photograjpinahive consists of
both external and internal views of the appearaftiee building, and detailed
photographs of specific architectural details tdat not show on general
views. The interior rooms were of small dimensiamsl were photographed
from restricted viewpoints, resulting in a limitestord.

2.4.1 Omissions the building was in a semi-derelict state at thme of the
investigation, particularly the roof, which was fharcollapsed and in an
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advanced state of disrepair. As a redié upper floor of the building was
not surveyeddue to health and safety considerations. The Idleer was
surveyed briefly from the doorway. OA North canbet held responsible for
any inaccuracies or omission of information resgltirom this.

25 ARCHIVE

2.5.1 A full professional archive has been compiled incadance with the project
design Appendix 3, and in accordance with current IFA and Englighitdge
guidelines (English Heritage 1991). The paper aigitad archive will be
deposited in Barrow County Record Offioa completion of the project and
copies forwarded to the HER, Kendal. The Arts anamidnities data Service
(AHDS) online database proje@nline Access to index of Archaeological
InvestigationgOASIS) will be completed as part of the archivpitase of the
project.
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3. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

3.1 | NTRODUCTION

3.1.1 The following section presents a summary of théohisal and archaeological
background of the general area. This is presengdddborical period, and has
been compiled in order to place the study area @nteider archaeological

context.
Period Date Range
Palaeolithic 30,000 — 10,000 BC
Mesolithic 10,000 — 3,500 BC
Neolithic 3,500 — 2,200 BC
Bronze Age 2,200 -700 BC
Iron Age 700 BC — AD 43
Romano-British AD 43 — AD 410

Early Medieval

AD 410 — AD 1066

Late Medieval

AD 1066 — AD 1540

Post-medieval

AD 1540¢€1750

Industrial Period

cAD1750 - 1901

3.2
3.2.1

Modern Post-1901

Table 1: Summary of British archaeological periadd date ranges

BACKGROUND

Prehistoric Period:south Cumbria, and Furness in particular, has santiee
earliest evidence for prehistoric activity in therth-west of England. Caves
within the limestone areas around Morecambe Baye heduced artefacts
dating to the Late Upper Palaeolithic (Elsworth 8P9n association with
these, small numbers of finds from the Mesolitrecigd have been found, and
larger collections have been identified in a nundfdocations along the west
coast of Cumbria (Young 2002), suggesting thatetheas a great deal of
activity in the area during this period. More rettgpottery dating to the early
Neolithic has been found associated with post hates other features, and
tools of Mesolithic type near Barrow-in-Furness ng® 2001; OA North
2002). Examples of one of the most recognisabefants of the Neolithic, the
stone axe, have been found throughout the local @eadley and Edmonds
1999), although settlements and burials belongirityé period are much more
rare. During the later Neolithic and Bronze Ageiafst is more recognised
across the Furness Peninsula in the occurrenceimokrous stray finds, for
instance, including stone and bronze axes, andzbrewords, spearheads and
other weapons, although specific and close chradd control of sites and
artefacts is still rare (Brennand 2006, 39). Duritng Iron Age further
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3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

3.2.5

3.2.6

3.2.7

settlements were constructed, such as that at Statle near Urswick, where
there is evidence that open-cast mining was caoigdBowden 2000), and
there may even have been some form of habitati®aek (or Black) Castle,
now the site of Barrow public park (Barnes 1978, 9)

There are no known sites of prehistoric date withenstudy area.

Romano-British Period: Cumbria has examples of most categories of
Romano-British settlement types (Brennand 2006, A3arge proportion are
located in areas to the south and east of Perrditlee west of Carlislalqid).
However, there are few recorded sites of RomantsBridate within the
Furness Peninsula, although findspots would suggémtger population than
the number of known sites impliesp( cit, 76). The earliest antiquarian records
mention the discovery of sections of well-built dodhought to be of Roman
origin, and considered Dalton to be the likely sit@ Roman fort (West 1805,
8-11). More recently, this idea has been largetynissed, to the extent that it
is doubted that the Romans ever came to Furnealf @frescatheric 1993,
23). A recent re-examination of the evidence suiggensat the original claims
may have more validity than has been thought (Efwiorthcoming), and
that Dalton may indeed have been the site of a Rofod, although more
evidence is still needed to demonstrate the protfis.

There are no known sites of Romano-British dat@iwithe study area.

Early Medieval Period:the effect of the collapse of Roman administraiion
Britain on Furness is unclear, but as the impatchefRoman invasion is also
unknown, this is perhaps to be expected. Life mayehcontinued much as it
had done before (Trescatheric 1993, 23). Cumbrid Horth Lancashire
probably came under the influence of a number afomkingdoms possibly
including Rheged, Strathclyde (Rollinson 1996, 33)d the Northumbrian
Angles (Newman 1996, 93). Quite what the effecth&fse various political
and military powers was on the area is also unclearch of the evidence
survives as little more than place-names and Umistorical recordsilfid).
Recent reinterpretation of one of the most tangilikeces of evidence, a
carved cross fragment in Urswick church, has sugdasat the site may have
housed an early monastery (Dickinson 2002; 2008)oagh more conclusive
evidence is still needed to support this claim. YWisamore certain is the
Hiberno-Norse influence on the area during thelnamd tenth centuries. The
principal legacy has been in place-names, whichaaned throughout the area
(Trescatheric 1993, 27-9). Physical remains haw®o dleen discovered,
including a sword from Rampside churchyard (Bremh2006, 108), and a
possible merchant’s weight (Dennett 2005).

There are no known sites of Early Medieval daténiwithe study area.

Medieval Period:Marton is referred to adMeretun’ or ‘settlement by a lake
in the Domesday Survey. The present day villagebéshthe ancient pattern
of settlements originally concentrated around tamghis area; Marton is
located just to the north of Tarn Flat. In 1190, rida was recorded as a
grange (a farm of about 100 acres) belonging toéag Abbey. The abbey was
situated to the south of Dalton-in-Furness, andhded in 1127 by Stephen, then
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3.2.8

3.2.9

Count of Boulogne and Mortain and later (1135-13¥54y of England. In 1123 he
provided a site at Tulketh, on the outskirts ofsteme, for a group of monks of the
Order of Savigny, a monastic congregation that baen recently founded in
Normandy by Vital of Mortain. In 1127, Stephen $fa@mred the brethren to a much
more suitable site in Furness. Exactly twenty yiedes it was decided to amalgamate
the Order of Savigny with the great Cistercian Qrtfen at the height of its fame
(Dickinson 1965). The abbey's possessions includest of the great peninsula of
Furness (though not the neighbouring one of Caxtmth its forests to the north and
rich agricultural land to the soutbig).

The history of Furness soon became synonymousthathof its abbey, which
came to dominate almost everything in the areas TWas fertile land, and
considerable-sized plots were brought into culiorat by the monks.
Furthermore, the development of a harbour at R#élthe Furness coast,
facilitated access to Ireland and the Isle of MAenefactions were steadily
flowing in to Furness Abbey, and by gift and pusshamportant property was
acquired deep into the Lake District and over Muawkshire (bid). Under the
guidance of successive abbots, the economy of Bsirgeeatly improved,
owning a number of mills and overseeing the devealam of sheep farming in
the areaibid). The abbot’'s secular court was held at Dalton ianti239 the
town was granted its royal charter, the first inrfass. The charter came with
a permit to hold a weekly market and annual fair.

The abbey also owned the rights to a number ofar@mines, a number of
which were in the vicinity of Marton. In 1396, Wdim de Merton granted
rights to the Abbott and monks of Furness Abbefydely dig for minerals in

his lands at Merton.

3.2.10 The iron ore in the area was already being exmgloitbe mines at Orgrave are

referred to in a dispute connected to Furness Albeiy235 and in 1400 the
Abbey was granted iron ore and 400 acres of lanDaton, Orgrave and

Martin (Collingwood 1928, 121). At this time, bloenes making use of iron

mined in Low Furness were present across High Bgtnehere wood for

making charcoal was plentifubl cit, 121-122). This situation continued until
the Dissolution of the Monasteries, at which tirkarness Abbey was making
no profit on its iron: probably using it all forstown purposes and for its
tenants When Furness Abbey was dissolved in 1537, nsl$awere annexed
to the Duchy of Lancaster by Act of Parliament 5Q ©p cit, 122).

3.2.11 A small number of bloomsmithies were in operatioouad this period (Fell

1968, 178-190), which almost certainly used Furness but these were
limited in scale compared to previous operationsl365 the bloomeries were
suppressed in order to preserve the rapidly diming woodland of High

Furness, and probably also to protect the royal apoly held by copper
miners near Coniston (Collingwood 1928, 122-123).

3.2.12 Post-medieval Periodit was not until the late seventeenth century that

smelting resumed in High Furness, so it is presuthatlmany of the mines
had been largely unused in the intervening periog ¢it 123). By the
beginning of the eighteenth centuryée iron industry of Furness suddenly
sprang into lifé (Fell 1968, 32), particularly as a result of &@nstruction of a
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blast furnace at Backbarrow in 1711, and othelsvioghg soon after (Bowden
2000, 7). A number of leases to mine were soontgdafor areas in Furness.
William Matson of Tytup began working land in theea in 1707 (Fell 1968,
32), Thomas Lowther took out a lease on lands airtid’ in 1717 6p cit, 33),
and Richard Postlethwaite mined lands at nearbydlifirom 1746 ¢p cit,
35). The majority of these mines were very prodigstand Whitriggs, an area
of iron mines to the south of Lindal Moor and seattst of the study area,
begun in the early eighteenth century, became famiouparticular, for the
guantity of ore that it produceaq cit 40-42). RR Angerstein, visiting in the
1750s, described an area of minifignat completely filled a tract of land with
a circumference [sic] of half a miléBerg and Berg 2001, 289).

3.2.13The vast scale of mining operations during the teighth century was

3.3

3.3.1

3.3.2

3.3.3

dwarfed, however, during the nineteenth centuryperations continued to
grow at a rapid pace. At Whitriggs, the most prasecmine in Furness, work
continued until the 1940s, when new seams of ome w#ll being discovered
(op cit, 70-75). Similarly, Lindal Moor Mine was still oping into the early
1920s 6p cit 76-82). Ultimately, lower demand for iron and quetition from
coke-fuelled furnaces brought the iron industryrurness to an end (Bowden
2000, 79). Some pits evidently lasted much lonpantothers, however, but
ultimately it was their impact on the landscapé thas their lasting legacy. A
trade directory of 1849 (Mannex 1849, 412) recdidg Marton was in an
area of very productive iron mines and that ondhef main owners were
Messrs. Harrison, Ainslie and Company of Ulverstibralso records that the
roads in the area often had a striking red appearaaused by the carting of
the iron ore @p cit).

MAP REGRESSION ANALYSIS

William Yates’ ‘Map of Lancashire’, 1786the scale of the map does not
allow a true representation of buildings presenthm area. There is clearly a
settlement at Marton, extending along Moor Road,itas difficult to identify
individual buildings. However, Yates’ map emphasisige important impact
that iron mining had on the landscape at the ti@ely one area of iron
mining is depicted, it is very large and was evitleon a considerable scale
and lies in close proximity to Lindal and Marton.

Hennet's Map of Lancashire, 1830this map was surveyed by George
Hennet in 1828 and 1829 and published in 1830 bhyy{&€eesdale. The scale
is 7% ins to 10 miles and therefore does not shawhndetail. However, the
map shows a settlement at Marton and three bugdelgng Moor Road,
which could be Marton Hall (Sitél), Gate Farmhouse (Si®) or perhaps
Glebe Farm (Sit&5) and High Farm.

Tithe Maps 1842 and 1847 (Figs 3 and Fig 4he tithe maps for the various
parts of Dalton (CRO(B) BPR/1/13/1/2/6 1842 and GROBD/BUC/Plan 7
1847) provide an extremely detailed picture of thdire area. They are
particularly important because they include fielnes, which can reveal the
location of sites through historic association. &hinately, in this case, the
fields directly to the rear of Marton Hall are netsd to only as ‘Croft’. The
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apportionment which accompanies the Tithe Map list® of the plots
structures within the complex adomestead, Gardens and fold (Martoand
as Homestead, Garden and Orchardvhich is listed as being owned by
Thomas Cragg, also referenced in Parson and Wiiegstory and Gazetteer
of Cumberland and Westmorland 829, 710) as a farmer. The building
outlined for demolition and subject to the buildiagsessment (Sit&0) is
shown in between Glebe Farm and Marton Hall Geetion 5.2

3.3.4 Ordnance Survey, Lancashire, Sheet 16, 6” to 1 mile850 (Fig 5):the
majority of the iron mines shown on previous magpane still evident and are
being worked, many have expanded and others aréy rdmveloped. These
are made up of a number of features, the majofityhich are recorded in the
HER, for example Site®4 and 07. Other types of industrial sites are also
shown, including a sand pit (Si@8), refuse heap (Sit@6) and quarries (Site
09). Poaka Open Mine (Sité5) is shown but seems to be worked on a
relatively small scale. The land to the rear of tdaHall (Site0l1) is shown as
an orchard. The building to be demolished (&@gis still shown in between
Glebe Farm (Sitd5) and Marton Hall (Sit®1) and is larger than its present
state (seeSection 5.2 There are also to small outbuildings in the fron
courtyard of Marton Hall to the north of Glebe Fai®ite 15).

3.3.5 Ordnance Survey, Lancashire, Sheet 16, 25" to 1anil890 (Fig 6)the land
to the rear of Marton Hall is still shown as anhana but the small building
outlined for demolition (Site0) has two outbuildings to the east and to the
north. There are also two very small structuresiwithe orchard site (Sitdd
and12), and three outbuildings attached to the rear afaMarton Hall (Site
01). The two outbuildings in the courtyard of Martétall are no longer
evident. The Wesleyan Methodist Chapel (3Bghas been constructed to the
south of the village, alongside Tarn Flat. An enitry trade directory refers to
the chapel having been constructedelve months agoalthough it was
believed to have been constructed in 1856 (Manr@&49,1412). New Inn
public house (Sitd4) is shown and was presumably constructed sometime
after 1850 (Fig 5). The mineral railway has als@rbe&onstructed running
towards Poaka Open Mine, which had expanded dreaflgtisince it was
mapped in 1850 (Fig 5) but is now marked as disy&t 05). A small
square building is marked as ‘Old Smithy' in theaR@ Open Works site.
Further north along Moor Road, an Old Gravel pinigrked in the position of
Site03.

3.3.6 Ordnance Survey, Lancashire, Sheet 16, 25" to 1anill913 (Fig 7):this
map no longer shows the orchard but is now reptedeas open and
undeveloped. The eastern outbuilding attached ¢obihilding outlined for
demolition (Site10) has been removed. The buildings within the omthar
(Sites11 and12) seem to have been demolished and those attactied tear
wall of Marton Hall (Site01) have been merged into one building, with one
having been demolished. In the wider locality, Wesleyan Chapel (Siti3)
has been extended. The Old Gravel Pit (@3)ealong Moor Road, to the north
of the village, is no longer marked.
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3.3.7

3.3.8

3.3.9

34

3.4.1

3.5

3.5.1

Ordnance Survey, Provisional Edition, Sheet SD 2YW6” to 1 mile, 1956
(Fig 8): although not as detailed as the OS map of 1913 Tkighis map
shows that no additional buildings have been canstd to the rear of Sitl.
In the surrounding area, many of the sites condetctenining are referred to
as ‘Old shaft’ and ‘Old quarries’ an indicationtbe decline of the industry in
the Furness area.

Ordnance Survey, Sheet SD 2477-2577 and SD 2277/23B70: it is
evident that by this time several buildings haverbeonstructed to the rear of
Marton Hall (SiteO1) within the previous orchard and the field to thest.A
document dated to 1961, lists the particulars & $ale of Marton Hall,
referred to as Martin Hall (CRO(B) BDB17/Box 40hd& farm is said to be in
‘very good condition’and recently moderniséd The farm is listed as a
piggery and the outbuildings as pig hulls.

“the barn which is contigious to the main farm heus divided on the ground
floor into coal store and general work shop, thggg hulls and barn space
with the hay lofts eight feet up on each side rngrthe entire length of the
barn. There are two piggeries as separate buildiogs with seven hulls and
the other having six hulls”

The site inspection confirmed that these buildiags still extant and in a
reasonably good condition.

PREVIOUS ARCHAEOL OGICAL WORK

OA North undertook a desk-based assessment andowealksurvey in
November 2005 (OA North 2005) for a pipeline prbjebe northern end of
which passed near to the village of Marton, butwitiit the study area. During
the course of this research, evidence of Mesolidltiivity was found in the
local area, although the Roman and early mediegabgs were less clear.
The assessment identified a total of 64 sites ohaeological interest, the
majority of these related to the iron industryhaligh related activities such as
guarrying and lime burning were also presdntlj.

SITE INSPECTION

A visual inspection of the site was undertaken oadwesday ® February
2008. The current complex of buildings were inspectind the presence of a
small outbuilding was noted, adjacent to the vdgetagarden within the
boundaries of the property. It was similar to tbatlined for demolition (Site
10), although smaller. This building appears to bespnt on the 1890 OS map
and the 1956 OS map, but not those earlier or.|&tezre were no discernible,
previously unknown, archaeological features obskrwéthin the outlined
development site although it does appear that néldibgs connected to pig
production have been constructed in more recensyea
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4. GAZETTEER OF SITES

Site number 01

Site name Marton Hall and associated farm buildings

NGR 324034 477159

HER No 236

Statutory Designation Grade Il Listed Building: 388539

Sitetype Hall, farmhouse and associated buildings

Period Post-medieval/Industrial

Sour ces HER

Description Farmhouse and attached buildings dating from thieeighteenth century. An
open courtyard and barn lie to the rear of thedmg. Farm buildings
included for their group value.

Assessment This extant building lies within the study area amdy be affected by the
development.

Site number 02

Site name Gate Farm and associated farm buildings

NGR 324050 477101

HER No 235

Statutory Designation Grade Il Listed Building: 388538

Sitetype Farmhouse and associated farm buildings

Period Late Medieval/Post-medieval

Sour ces HER

Description Farmhouse and ancillary buildings probably of earkgeenth century date but
altered and extended throughout the eighteentmanedeenth centuries.

Assessment This extant building lies within the study area amdy be affected by the
development.

Site number 03

Site name Marton Sand Pit

NGR 323990 477370

HER No 18366

Statutory Designation None

Sitetype Sand Pit

Period Post-medieval/Industrial

Sour ces HER

Description Sand pit, no longer marked by Ordnance Survey.SJdr& pit is first marked
on the OS 1850 map and last seen on the OS 1890 mmaed as ‘Old
Gravel Pit'.

Assessment The site lies outside the development area andwilbe affected.

Site number 04

Site name Poaka Iron Works

NGR 323980 477530

HER No 18367

Statutory Designation None

Sitetype Iron Works

Period Post-medieval/Industrial

Sour ces HER

Description Site of Poaka iron works, no longer marked by OndeaSurvey. First shown
on OS 1850 map but not noted as an ironworks tmilOS 1913 map, The
ironworks were no longer operating by the time tB8 1956 map was
produced.

Assessment The site lies outside the development area andwilbe affected.
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Site number 05
Site name Poaka Open Mine

NGR 324400 477200

HER No 40356

Statutory Designation None

Sitetype Ironstone Mine

Period Post-medieval/Industrial

Sour ces HER

Description Extensive area of openworks, possibly originatinghie eighteenth century,
linked to two twin inclines now under scrub. Thenegns of a drum house
(marked as a smithy by the Ordnance Survey) alsdvas. Part of a wider
iron mining landscape. Nationally a very good exkEmpf a developed
openwork with inclines and spoil heaps lying withinelatively small area.

Assessment This site lies outside the development and will m@affected.

Site number 06

Site name Marton Refuse Heap

NGR 324300 476900

HER No 18332

Statutory Designation None

Sitetype Quarry/Spoil Heap

Period Post-medieval/Industrial

Sour ces HER

Description Site of a refuse heap noted on the OS 1850 maprérhains are marked now
as a ‘disused quarry’ and ‘spoil heap’ and appedratve been connected with
mining. The site is now overgrown.

Assessment The site lies outside the development and willb®affected.

Site number 07

Site name Lindal Moor Iron Mines/Diamond Pit

NGR 325770 476220

HER No 18319

Statutory Designation None

Sitetype Ironstone Mine

Period Industrial

Sour ces HER

Description Site and area of Lindal Moor iron mines and inchgdiquarries; the north-
western corner extends into study area. The sitends from OS sheet
SD27NE to SD27NW. Sites included are quarries: SB8527463, pit: mine
shafts SD 2540-7607. Both are now below the crifiedd. Also within the
area are HER nos. 18326 (reservoir) and 18324 Jcave engine house of
Diamond Pit were still clearly visible in 1996. Theare considerable mining
remains and spoil heaps in the area. There wasaalsengine house at SD
2545 7619. Pit numbers 4 (Diamond Pit), 5 and #&(lanown as ‘Daylight
Hole’), 9, 22, 27, 30 are all labelled on Ordnariervey map of 1900.
Diamond Pit was within the Muncaster Royalty andswacated south of
Whinfield, east of the current Lindal Cricket Cluli. was operated by
Harrison, Ainslie & Company. This was the main wgiamping pit in the
Royalty and was 612 feet deep. The pumping arrapgtsmwere electrified
and upgraded in 1907.

Assessment Some of the features are still extant but are mgdo working. The site lies

outside the development and will not be affected.
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Site number 08
Site name Whitriggs Mineral Railway

NGR 324903 475259

HER No 18340

Statutory Designation None

Sitetype Railway

Period Industrial

Sour ces HER

Description Site of a mineral railway connecting Furness rajiwaith Whitrigg iron
mines. Most of the land is improved pasture, b line of the mineral
railway can still be traced in places, especiatijtioe southern side of the dual
carriageway.

Assessment The site lies outside the development and willbwaffected.

Site number 09

Site name Poaka Beck Slate Quarry

NGR 323660 476850

HER No 18363

Statutory Designation None

Sitetype Quarry

Period Industrial

Sour ces HER

Description Site of a quarry note on the OS 1850 map, but ngdo marked.

Assessment The site lies outside the development and willbwaffected.

Site number 10

Site name Derelict Farm Building

NGR 32404 47713

HER No none

Statutory Designation none

Sitetype Cottage

Period Post-medieval/Industrial

Sour ces Building Investigation

Description Site of one room cottage, dating to at least 18¢Praarked on Tithe map but
possibly of eighteenth century or earlier date bRbdy a rare survival of this
building type.

Assessment The site lies inside the development and will bendiéshed during the
development.

Site number 11

Site name Farm Building, Marton Hall

NGR 32401 47715

HER No none

Statutory Designation none

Sitetype Outbuilding

Period Industrial

Sour ces OS maps 1890, 1913

Description Site of an outbuilding marked by Ordnance Surve$ (390 and OS 1913)
situated within the orchard to the rear of the Madtall.

Assessment Possibly incorporated into later pig productionldhnigs. The site lies within

the development area and may be affected.
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Site number 12

Site name Farm Building, Marton Hall

NGR 32402 47713

HER No none

Statutory Designation none

Sitetype Outbuilding

Period Industrial

Sour ces OS map 1890

Description Site of a square outbuilding, no longer marked hylmance Survey but
present on the OS map of 1890.

Assessment The site is no longer in existence but any belosugd remains lie within the
development and may be affected.

Site number 13

Site name Wedleyan Chapel

NGR 32406 47685

HER No none

Statutory Designation none

Sitetype Chapel

Period Industrial

Sour ces HER

Description Site of a Wesleyan Chapel believed to have beestreared in 1856 and first
marked on 1890 OS map, although an entry in a tdagetory refers to the
chapel having been constructégélve months aggMannex 1849, 412).

Assessment The site lies outside the development and willbwaffected.

Site number 14

Site name New Inn

NGR 32425 47704

HER No none

Statutory Designation none

Sitetype Public House

Period Industrial

Sour ces HER

Description Site of a public house first marked on 1890 OS aragh still extant.

Assessment The site lies outside the development and willbwaffected.

Site number 15

Site name Glebe Farm

NGR 32404 47711

HER No none

Statutory Designation none

Sitetype Far mhouse

Period Post-medieval/Industrial?

Sour ces OS map 1850, 1890, 1913, 1956

Description Site of farmhouse of unknown date first marked &0 OS map and still
extant. It may be of early origin, associated whtarton Hall and its
connections with Furness Abbey, as suggested bydhee ‘Glebe’ meaning
land belonging to a village church or priest.

Assessment The site lies in close proximity to the developmsite and may be affected.
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5. BUILDING ASSESSMENT RESULTS

5.1

5.1.1

5.2

5.2.1

5.2.2

5.2.3

5.24

| NTRODUCTION

The structure subject to investigation is a smatbailding (Site10) situated
on land between Marton Hall (Sitd) and Glebe Farm (SitEb) (Plates 1 and
2, Fig 2). It lies at the west end of a small fielthe building, although intact
was in an advanced state of disrepair, the roafigoef particular concern.
Health and safety requirements precluded entripeoupper floor, and access
to the ground floor was limited (see aSection 2.4.p This has resulted in a
limited record, particularly of the interior. Neteeless, the results of the
survey will be outlined below and the significanck the results will be
discussed irsection 6

GENERAL DESCRIPTION

Appearance and Layoutithe building is a small rectangular vernacular
structure some 6m (19 % feet) long by 4.3m (14) feete, the roof lying on a
east/west axis (Fig 9). It is of two storeys, ewdti separate access and each
floor being of a single open room (but s&ection 5.2.0 Each floor has a
single window. The building appears to have beeentty used to house fowl.
There are no ventilation slits or openings visible.

Fabric: the whole building is constructed from randomaursed rubblestone,
with large quoins and degraded lime mortar (Pl&tesd 4). Some isolated
repair with red brick has been carried out in pdacEhe roof is of pitched

construction with a local slate covering (diminrgl, and a predominately
sandstone ridge. Some repair to the roof has baered out using render. A
chimney-stack appears to once have been presantl(Hiand this is now

capped with render. There are timber wall platesbie, and all the window

lintels are also of timber. The fenestration caissef simple apertures, each
with a twentieth century timber window frame (nazhg). No rainwater

goods are present.

Internally, all the walls on the ground floor arené rendered and lime
washed, but some stone fabric is visible. The gilofloor is flagged with
some concrete patching, and the ceiling is of jarst board (12 inches wide)
construction, all of which were deal and appeardaeplacements. The upper
floor walls are of bare rubblestone but some deggtddne plaster is visible.
The roof is of purlin and common rafter constructiadze marks being visible
on the purlins.

Exterior Details all the elevations are plain (Fig 10) and exhitatsignificant
decorative detail. There is no evidence of anyaaljastructures of buildings.
The east gable elevation (Fig 11; Plate 4) houkesatcess to the ground
floor, which appears to have been a heck door ahlpl(with flush bead
moulding) and ledge construction, with a simplel#nsurround. Parts of this
wall are degraded and an internal flue within thalwhickness (there is no
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5.2.5

5.2.6

5.2.7

5.2.8

5.2.9

5.3

5.3.1

chimney breast internally is visible (missing stonkustrate the line of the
flue in Plate 5).

The south elevation houses the access to the dipper (Fig 10) the door to
which is a simple timber frame with chicken wirda@ 3). There is a short
flight of steps made from steel, (Fig 9) which islate twentieth century
appearance. No trace of any former staircase psst@s evident. There is a
single window lighting the ground floor, which hassimple timber casement
frame.

The north elevation is plain, (Fig 11) and the ofdgture visible is a single
window aperture lighting the upper floor. It hasimple twentieth century
timber casement frame. The west gable elevatioplam, (Fig 10) and
exhibits no significant detail. There are two doyst walls abutting the
building on the east and north elevations (Fig 9).

Interior Details: as already outlined, the building was in a sigaffitly
degraded condition, which precluded access to gpeufloor and allowed
only a cursory inspection of the ground floor.

The ground floor consists of a single room, 4.8/ fet) long by 3.1m wide
(10 feet), which is divided into two areas by a@ienpartition of chicken wire
and corrugated steel panels (Fig 9, Plate 6). iBhaslater addition, and there
is no evidence for a former dividing wall. Othetributes worthy of mention
include a most obvious projecting feature locatedh® east wall (Fig 9, Plate
7). This is probably a fireplace, and has withiraipartially blocked (with
brick) aperture leading to the flue observed witttie east elevation. This
feature may have once been a larger opening camgaan fireplace, and the
remains of a slate mantel are visible. There i;gles window opening with
spayed reveal in the south wall, and a niche inniwth-east corner of the
room below the loft hatch, which appears to havetaioed shelving (Fig 9).
There are also two drinking troughs, one of whilofi concrete composition,
the other being earthenware. The north-east cavhéne ceiling contains a
blocked rectangular opening, which once enabledsscto and from the upper
floor (Fig 9). No trace of a former staircase iglent.

Access to the upper floor was not available, tleeeeho inspection was made.
It is apparent though, that it was of similar appeae to the ground floor.

CONCLUSIONS

The building is of the local vernacular traditiondais of basic and austere
appearance, similar to many buildings in the ldgalbue to the long time

span (from the mid eighteenth to late nineteenthtuw&s) when such

buildings were constructed, and the absence of amchitectural details

pertaining to a date or period, such vernaculaldimgs are very difficult to

date precisely . Many such buildings were subsefyualtered or demolished,
and rebuilt frequently.
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5.3.2

5.3.3

5.3.4

5.3.5

5.3.6

5.3.7

5.3.8

Historic mapping evidence can be consulted to astl@rovide arerminus
ante quenfor the structure in question. Interrogation of #wailable evidence
reveals that a small structure, illustrated on1B42 Tithe mapSection 3.3.3
and Fig 3), which was the earliest available dethinap,lies in the same
position as the current building. There is no reasot to suppose that the
structure is the current building and that it dateat least the first part of the
nineteenth century. Internal features such asdbgtimbers support this, and
may even point to an even earlier date.

The 1847 Tithe mapSection 3.3.3&and Fig 4) is slightly more clear in detalil
and, again, shows a single structure in exactlystime position as the current
building. It also shows the two field boundariesiabhcurrently abut the north
and west elevations as drystone wagdtion 5.2.6 The long axis of the
building illustrated on the map lies north/soutlstead of east/west but this
may just be due to mapping errors. The map shothscwall to the east and
a fourth to the west but these are no longer isterce, with that to the east
having been replaced by a modern barbed-wire feAcesmall, square
structure at the east end of this wall is no longexistence.

By 1850 @Gection 3.3.4and Fig 5), the OS mapping shows a small
extension/outshut attached to the east elevatidheobuilding. This may have
been added between 1847 (Fig 4) and 1850 or itdceumhply have been
omitted from earlier mapping. The small structuréhte east is still visible.

The 1890 OS mapSection 3.3.5nd Fig 6) provides the clearest mapping to
date and illustrates the layout of the area. Thigling in question appears to
have another extension/outshut added to the namth the small square
building to the east has disappeared. The 1913 &S @&ection 3.3.@&nd Fig

7) illustrates a similar layout.

Later mapping such as the 1956 OS m&pcfion 3.3.7and Fig 8 and the
1970s OS mappindgsection 3.3.Bshow the structure simply as a rectangular
building thus implying that the extensions/outshiiés’e been removed. The
building investigation found no evidence for thetuna of these structures,
which may have simply been timber lean-tos.

Inspection of the building revealed little infornwat as to the phases of
construction, and it is reasonable to assume thataf a single main phase
with possible additions. Some mid-late twentiethtaey modifications, in the
form of the window frames and the dividing wall dme ground floor, are
obvious. What is also obvious is the nature offdegure located on the east
wall of the ground floor ection 5.2.9 which was probably a fireplace
(possibly an inglenook) served by the internal fiassing through the wall to
the removed chimney-stack above.

This building contains features, which point towadconclusion that, if
correctly assumed, may reveal it to be a rare stradndeed. The features
located on the ground floor of the building are sistent with it being
originally intended for use as a dwelling. It isspible that the building is a
small one-room cottage with a bedroom above, tlgeutaof which is very
similar those described as existing in the colliesgttlements of east
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Cumberland (Harris 1974). These dwellings dateth&olate eighteenth and
early nineteenth centuries. There would have bekdder in the north-east
corner that may have been concealed within a stoglboard (although there
is no evidence for this, the small alcove may ha&en for storage within the
cupboard). The layout of this cottage is very samito that illustrated by
Brunskill (Brunskill 2002, 91 Fig 18 (i) b) and wasidently the standard for
cottage accommodation in the second half of thateenth centuryop cit
88).

5.3.9 This building appears to be a significant raredh&urvivor of a building type
of which most examples have been amalgamated arged structures or
added to and rebuilt in later periods.
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6. SIGNIFICANCE OF THE REMAINS

6.1

| NTRODUCTION

6.1.1 A total of 15 sites of archaeological interest welentified within the study

area. Of these, 9 were already recorded in the HB&,remainder were
identified through the examination of original soes, particularly maps (Sites
10, 11, 12, 13, 14 and15). Site10 was subject to a building investigation.

6.1.2 There are two sites with statutory designationsnaed within the study area,;

6.2
6.2.1

6.2.2

Marton Hall (Site01) and Gate Farmhouse (S@2) are both Grade Il Listed
Buildings. A summary of these sites is presenteiaible 1 below:

Period No of Sites | Site Type

Neolithic 0

Bronze Age 0

Iron Age 0

Romano-British 0

Early Medieval 0

Late Medieval 1 Farmhous@2)

Post-medieval 8 Hall01), Farmhouse @@, 15), Sand pit @3), Iron
works (04), Mine (©5), Spoil heap @), Farm
building (10)

Industrial Period 13 HallQl), Sand pit 3), Iron works 04, 05, and(7),
Spoil heap @) Railway (8), Slate quarry @9),
Wesleyan ChapellB), Farm buildings 11, 12), Inn
(14), Farmhouself)

Table 2: Number of sites by period

CRITERIA

There are a number of different methodologies used assess the
archaeological significance of sites; that to bedukere is the ‘Secretary of
State’s criteria for scheduling ancient monumewtsich is included as Annex
4 of PPG 16 (DoE 1990). The sites previously liftgection 4 above) were
each considered using the criteria, with the resagtow.

Period: dating of some of the sites is uncertain but ttegonity are of post-
medieval and industrial date and, therefore, aryuabore common.
Collectively, however, several relate to the iromimg industry (Site©4, 05,
07, and 08), which was locally very important during the irstiial period.
Several of the other sites relate to different sidas, some of which were
probably connected to the iron mines (Si@8 06 and 09). A significant
proportion of the remaining sites (Sitgék 02, 11, 12, and15), and indeed the
village itself, relate to farming, also importaotthe area. On such site, Site
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6.2.3

6.2.4

6.2.5

6.2.6

6.2.7

6.2.8

10, the one-room cottage outlined for demolition, hably dates to the late
eighteenth or early nineteenth centuries (certdielfpre at least 1842).

Rarity: although not particularly rare in the immediatearthe sites relating
to iron mining (Site®4, 05, 07, and08) are part of a very large-scale area of
working, parts of which are recorded from very pakhte, which makes them
regionally significant and relatively rare natidgal

From the building assessment, Sifehas been identified as an example of a
rare one-room cottage. However, aside from this,rémaining sites are not
especially rare, although those industries thahirtig associated with the iron
mines (Sites03, 06 and 09) may be considered slightly more rare by
association.

Documentation:a large number of documents exist relating toirthie mines
and as such are significantly well representece$®d, 05, 07, and08). It is
possible that additional documentation can be ifiedtfor a number of the
other sites of post-medieval and industrial datehsas the Wesleyan Chapel
(Site 13). However, of particular significance to the prepd development
site, there was little documentary evidence avkldbr Marton Hall, Gate
Farmhouse or Glebe Farmhouse and associated alitigsil(Site<)1, 02, 05,
10, 11 and 12). Access to the deeds for these properties mayigeo
information regarding former owners and occupidrghese buildings, and
thereby an understanding of the functions of thiéddimgs within their wider
social history. Therefore, any documentation foymefrtaining to these
buildings would be of significant value.

Group Value: Marton Hall, Glebe Farm and Gate Farmhouse (Siie92,
and 15) form part of an important group, with Sitésand02 being nationally
significant, due to their Grade Il Listed statusteSI0 may be also be
associated with this group, possibly under ownershiMarton Hall, but more
importantly it is a survivor of a regionally impartt group of buildings, little
represented in the record. The sites relatingeartim mines (Site84, 05, 07,
and 08) and associated industries (Si&% 06 and 09) have an high group
value as they form part of a vast area of iron wprkhich are arguably of
national importance.

Survival/Condition: the extent of the survival of many of the idemwtifisites
is, at this stage, uncertain, particularly thodatireg to the iron industry (Sites
04, 05, 07 and 08, and 03, 06 and(09). Most of these sites will only exist as
below-ground or some surface remains. Stes02 and 15 have survived in
good condition. Sitel0 has survived, albeit in a derelict state, but othe
examples are rare due to the fact that they desmative intact or have been
incorporated into other buildings of a later date.

Fragility/Vulnerability: Sites01, 02 and15 are not particularly fragile and are
extant and in use. However, as Siiésand02 are listed buildings they may be
vulnerable to the potentially adverse visual impzEdhe development and the
potential indirect effects of ground disturbancejse and vibrations of the
groundworks. Obviously, the proposed demolitionSate 10 means that its

vulnerability is significant, but its derelict statneans that it is particularly

For the use of Datum Design Company © OA North: April 2008



Land to the Rear of Marton Hall and Glebe Farm, MBwad, Marton: Archaeological Desk-based Assessmen
and Standing Building Assessment 27

fragile and is vulnerable to collapse. The scalghef sites associated with
mining (Sites04, 05, 07, and08) and other industries (Sit€3, 06 and09),
and their position with regard to the developmeatild suggest that they are
unlikely to be particularly fragile.

6.2.9 Diversity: the range of sites is not particularly diverseeréhare a number
representing industrial activity and a number eglato farming with the
majority dating from the post-medieval or indudtpariods.

6.2.10 Potential: the general area around the village of Marton Ibasn heavily
mined or subject to associated activity, such astnstruction of railways, or
the creation of spoil/refuse heaps throughout t&-medieval and industrial
periods, otherwise most of the area has been farittete has been very little
change or development within the village sinceeast the mid nineteenth
century as evidenced by the available maps, ie gpithe industrial activity in
the area. Therefore, it is possible that therebess activity in and around the
proposed development site since the medieval dy past-medieval periods,
although despite the relatively limited amount otdmentary evidence it is
suggested the settlement has much earlier origins.

6.3 SIGNIFICANCE

6.3.1 Table 3 shows the sensitivity of the site scaleddoordance with its relative
importance using the following terms for the andhaeological issues, with
guideline recommendations for a mitigation strategy

Importance Examples of Site Type Negative | mpact

National Scheduled Monuments (SMs), Grade |, lld#n | To be avoided
Listed Buildings

Regional/County Conservation Areas, Registered ParlisGardens| Avoidance
(Statutory Designated Sites) recommended

Sites and Monuments Record/Historic
Environment Record

Local/Borough Sites with a local or borough valuenerest for Avoidance not
cultural appreciation envisaged

Sites that are so badly damaged that too little
remains to justify inclusion into a higher grade

Low Local Sites with a low local value or interest tultural Avoidance not
appreciation envisaged

Sites that are so badly damaged that too little
remains to justify inclusion into a higher grade

Negligible Sites or features with no significantwelor Avoidance
interest unnecessary

Table 3: Criteria used to determine Importanceit#sS

6.3.2 Based on the above criteria, two of the sites enstudy area that are likely to
be affected by the proposed development (Siie<2), are Grade Il Listed
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6.3.3

6.3.4

Buildings, which automatically means they are dioral significance. In the
wider area, those sites relating to the iron inguate recorded in the HER,
which means they are at least of regional or couetyel significance.
However, they form part of a relict, industrial dmtape that may be arguably
of national significance. The small building sulbjéc assessment (Sitk)
was not included on any statutory listing or reeakcbn the HER, but is
considered to be at least regionally significarg thuits rarity.

Nothing of significance was identified from docurteey sources for the
development site. However, it should not be assuthadt the lack of any
accessible documentary sources prior to the nint#tezentury is evidence of
absence. The possible early origins of the villaggy have left traces of its
development within the proposed development sitthoigh part of the site
was built on in the twentieth century, it would appthat there are areas to the
north and south of the pig production unit that aem undisturbed.
Furthermore, additional, more detailed, investmatf sources perhaps from
Furness Abbey and the deeds from S92, and15, which was beyond the
remit of this project, may hold further significadetails of the village and site.

The above conclusions are based on the currem statnowledge and the
subsequent discovery of additional features orexngé relating to these sites
could alter their assessed levels of significance.
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7. DISCUSSION OF IMPACT

71

7.1.1

7.1.2

IMPACT

In its Planning Policy Guidandsote 16 the Department of the Environment
(DoE) advises that archaeological remains are direaily diminishing
resource andshould be seen as finite, and non-renewable regpuncmany
cases, highly fragile and vulnerable to destructidppropriate management
is therefore essential to ensure that they suniivegood condition. In
particular, care must be taken to ensure that aedilagical remains are not
needlessly or thoughtlessly destrayéichas been the intention of this study to
identify the archaeological potential of the studlga, and assess the impact of
redevelopment, thus allowing the advice of the DXoEbe enacted upon.
Assessment of impact has been achieved by theniolgpmethod:

» assessing any potential impact and the significaricie effects arising
from development;

* reviewing the evidence for past impacts that mayehaffected the
archaeological sites;

» outlining suitable mitigation measures, where pussiat this stage, to
avoid, reduce or remedy adverse archaeologicaldtapa

The impact is assessed in terms of the sensitoritynportance of the site to
the magnitude of change or potential scale of imphaing the future

redevelopment scheme. The magnitude, or scaley mhpact is often difficult

to define, but will be termed as substantial, matkerslight, or negligible, as
shown in Table 4, below.

Scale of I mpact Description

Substantial Significant change in environmentaldes;t
Complete destruction of the site or feature;

Change to the site or feature resulting in a funelatal change in
ability to understand and appreciate the resoume its cultural
heritage or archaeological value/historical contend setting.

Moderate Significant change in environmental factors

Change to the site or feature resulting in an apabée change in
ability to understand and appreciate the resoume its cultural
heritage or archaeological value/historical contend setting.

Slight Change to the site or feature resulting sraall change in our abilit
to understand and appreciate the resource andlitsra heritage of
archaeological value/historical context and setting

Negligible Negligible change or no material changgethe site or feature. No rea
change in our ability to understand and appredteeresource and its

cultural heritage or archaeological value/histdraamtext and setting.

Table 4: Criteria used to determine Scale of Impact
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7.1.3 The interaction of the scale of impact (Table 4y dhe importance of the

archaeological site (Table 3) produce the impaghiBcance. This may be
calculated by using the matrix shown in Table 3owe

Resource Value Scale of Impact Upon Archaeological Site
Import . . .
(Importance) g pgantial | Moderate Slight Negligible
National Major Major Intermediate/ | Neutral
Minor
Regional/County | Major Major/ Minor Neutral
Intermediate
L ocal/Borough Intermediate | Intermediate Minor Neutral
Local (low) Intermediate | Minor Minor/ Neutral
/ Minor Neutral
Negligible Neutral Neutral Neutral Neutral

Table 5: Impact Significance Matrix

7.1.4 Identification of archaeological sites to be aféettby the development

7.2

includes those within the site boundary as welth@se vulnerable to effects
on the periphery. however, the extent of any previdisturbance to buried
archaeological levels is an important factor inreassg the potential impact of
the development scheme. Construction of the pigdymtion unit in the
twentieth century may have disturbed any surviirgow ground remains,
including the previous buildings, Sitd4 and 12, which, from cartographic
analysis, were present in the area once used @slard to the rear of Marton
Hall, as well as any as yet unknown remains. Howetree impact of the
development on the listed buildings (Siteé& and 02) is of particular
importance due to their statutory designation. Tih@dudes consideration of
the visual impact, together with noise and vibmat&ffects both during the
construction phase and operation of the developnfemthermore, a rare
surviving building of unknown but potentially eantyneteenth century date,
although internal features, such as the roof tisib@ay even point to an even
earlier date, and is to be demolished ($@eduring the development.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Following on from the above considerations, thenificance of impact has
been determined based on an assumption that thdrdevearth-moving
works associated with the development, and theeptesondition of the
archaeological assets/sites. The results are susedan Table 6, below, In
the absence of mitigatiol.he following may require review once detailed
design proposals are known

For the use of Datum Design Company © OA North: April 2008



Land to the Rear of Marton Hall and Glebe Farm, MBwad, Marton: Archaeological Desk-based Assessmen

and Standing Building Assessment 31
Site Nature of I mpact Importance Scale of Impact | Impact
Number Significance
01 Disturbance of National Moderate Major

related artefacts or
features associated
with the hall by
groundworks.
Indirect effects on
listed building;
visual impact,
noise and vibration

02 Visual impact on | National Slight Minor
listed building
10 Demolition of Regional Substantial Major

structure to make
way for access road

11 Disturbance of any| Local Moderate Minor
surviving below-
ground remains by
groundworks

12 Disturbance of any| Local Moderate Minor
surviving below-
ground remains by
groundworks

15 Visual impact, Local Substantial Intermediate
noise and vibration

Table 6: Assessment of the impact significanceamhesite during
development
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8. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ARCHAEOLOGICAL
MITIGATION

8.1

8.1.1

8.2
8.2.1

8.2.2

| NTRODUCTION

In terms of the requirement for further archaeadabiinvestigation and

mitigation, it is necessary to consider only theges that will be affected by
the proposed development, as identified in Tabébéve. Current legislation

draws a distinction between archaeological remaimational importance and
other remains considered to be of lesser signifieaimhose perceived to be of
national importance may require preservatiorsityu, whilst those of lesser

significance may undergo preservation by recorcerethigh local or regional

significance can be demonstrated.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Table 7, below, shows a summary of the recommenaatbefore or during
construction for the proposed development. It isoremended that the
viewsheds of the listed buildings (Site$ and02) are recorded prior to the
development commencing, in order to preserve thetent context within the
settlement and its rural environs. Although Sifeis not under any statutory
protection, it may be of a possible early date asgbciated with Marton Hall.
With the close proximity of the development, and #tcess road separating
Glebe Farm from Marton Hall it may be prudent tsoatecord its context by
photographic record. The small cottage outlined demolition has been
subject to building recording. Therefore, no furtlaelditional work can be
undertaken, although a watching brief during detiwrliand any subsequent
earthmoving activities may reveal further infornoati regarding the now
removed outshuts. Its rarity would suggest thatidarmce of the building
during development should be undertaken but, giisedilapidated state and
the requirement for an access road, this is likelye considered impractical.

With regards to the remainder of the developmess ahe pig production unit
is likely to have caused disturbance to any belosuigd remains that existed
below it. However, it has been recommended thanhiial watching brief be
undertaken to ascertain the depth of disturbancktha potential for any
remains, such as SitEl. Elsewhere across the site, the apparent relgativel
little disturbance may imply remains relating totiaty earlier than any
documentary or cartographic evidence, i.e. pre-pustieval, may exist below
ground. Some trial trenching may elucidate suchodip prior to the
development.
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Site Significance I mpact Recommendations

Number Significance

01 National Major Photographic record of viewshed pri
to any construction followed by
evaluation trenching on associated lal
to the north and south of the pig
production unit.

02 National Minor Photographic record of viewshed to
mitigate visual impact.

10 Regional Major Avoidance/watching brief

11 Local Minor Watching Brief

12 Local Minor Watching Brief

15 Local Intermediate Photographic record of viewshed to
mitigate visual impact.

Table 7: Summary of site-specific recommendati@ndurther archaeological
investigation and provisional mitigation
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Figure 1: Site location
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Figure 3: Tithe map of 1842 (CRO(B) BPR/1/13/2/6)

Figure 4: Tithe map of 1847 (CRO(B) BD/BUC/Plan 7)
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Figure 5: Ordnance Survey, 1850, 6":1 mile

Figure 6: Ordnance Survey, 1890, 25":1 mile
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Figure 7: Ordnance Survey, 1913, 25™:1 mile
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Figure 8: Ordnance Survey, 1956, 6":1 mile
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Figure 9: Plan of Ground Floor, Upper Floor and East - Facing Cross - Section of Cottage
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Figure 10: West and South - Facing Elevations of Cottage
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Figure 11: East and North - Facing Elevations of Cottage




Plate 1: View of the building outlined for demolition (Site 10) from the road (facing north-west)

Plate 2: General view of the rear of the building (facing north-east)



Plate 4: The east elevation of the building



Plate 5: The line of the flue in the east elevation

Plate 6: View of the ground floor facing south-west



Plate 7: Fireplace on the east wall of the ground floor
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APPENDIX 1: PROJECT BRIEF (JUNE 2007)
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APPENDIX 3: PROJECT DESIGN

11

111

1.1.2

12

1.2.1

1.2.2

21

INTRODUCTION
PROJECT BACKGROUND

Datum Design Company, on behalf of their clientyéhaequested that Oxford Archaeology
North (OA North) undertake a desk-based assessofidand to the rear of Marton Hall and
Glebe Farm, Marton, Cumbria (centred SD 2401 77fdgether with a standing building
assessment of an outbuilding outlined for demdlitiBlanning permission has been granted
by Barrow Borough Council (BBC) for the erection foir dwellings (planning reference
6/06/0085) with a condition to carry out an arcHagical investigation prior to any
construction works. The settlement at Marton iseveld to beMeretun mentioned in the
Domesday Survey, which intimates that the developmmay affect an area of
archaeological potential. Marton Hall and its assed outbuildings, to which the land lies
behind, are Grade Il listed. The Hall is mid eigtéh century in date, and the Gate
Farmhouse (HER 27056), also Grade ll, is thoughb¢oseventeenth century in date.
However, the date of the building proposed for diioa is as yet unknown. Earliest present
evidence is that it is seen as part of a rangéro€tsires shown on the Ordnance Survey first
edition, therefore dating it to at least the midateenth century.

Cumbria County Council’'s Historic Environment See/i(CCCHES) has issued formal
briefs for the required work, which also includes element of evaluation trenching. It is
intended that the results of the desk-based assessmd an accompanying visual inspection
will inform the requirements for trial trenching.olever, the site has previously been
occupied by a pig production unit and may have bleeavily disturbed. Therefore, the
number and configuration of the trenches are toapgeeed with BBC and CCCHES.
Therefore, proposals for the trenching will be tdeath separately. Presently, the following
proposals are concerned with the desk-based asseisamd standing buildings assessment
in the first instance and have been prepared iardaoce with the CCCHES briefs.

OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY NORTH

Oxford Archaeology North has considerable expegent sites of all periods, having
undertaken a great number of small and large gmalgcts throughout Northern England
during the past 24 years. Evaluations, assessmentshing briefs and excavations have
taken place within the planning process, to fulié requirements of clients and planning
authorities, to very rigorous timetables.

OA North has the professional expertise and ressuto undertake the project detailed
below to a high level of quality and efficiency. ONorth is anlnstitute of Field
Archaeologists (IFA) registered organisation, registration number 17, and all its
members of staff operate subject to the IFA Cod€arfduct (1994).

OBJECTIVES

The programme of work has been designed in daal@dentify the known archaeological
resource and assess the potential for further acdbgical depositshat may be threatened
by the proposed development, together with therdiéeg of the historic fabric of a building
in mitigation of its demolition, to provide inforrtian on its nature, survival, quality and
significance. The required stages to achieve thads are as follows:

- Desk-based assessmento provide a desk-based assessment of the proposed
development site and its immediate environs in otdddentify the archaeological
potential and inform a trial trenching strategy éiccordance with the IFA standards
(1999a)). This will also provide a context for tlesults of the building assessment.

For the use of Datum Design Company © OA North: April 2008



Land to the Rear of Marton Hall and Glebe Farm, MBwad, Marton: Archaeological Desk-based Assessmen
and Standing Building Assessment 41

31

3.1.2

3.1.3

3.14

3.1.5

- Standing Buildings Assessmento provide a drawn and textual record of the small
outbuilding outlined for demolition to a Level Zastlard as per the English Heritage
(2006) guidelines. The intention is to record a#atires and fixtures of
archaeological and historical interest prior tadigsnolition.

- Report Production:a report will be produced for the client withirgkt weeks of
completion of the fieldwork. However, should theogramme of evaluation
trenching be required, the report for the desk-haassessment and standing
buildings may be issued as an interim, awaiting gletron of the final element of
evaluation prior to completion. A site archive wik produced to English Heritage
guidelines (1991) and in accordance with tBaidelines for the Preparation of
Excavation Archives for Long Term Storg@i<IC 1990).

METHODS STATEMENT
DESK-BASED ASSESSMENT

Introduction: a desk-based assessment is usually undertaken eadir¢h stage of a
programme of archaeological recording, prior taHer field investigation. It is not intended
to reduce the requirement for fieldwork, but itlvaitovide an appraisal of the archaeological
or historical significance and a guide to the regmient for any further work.

The following research will be undertaken as appat@, depending on the availability of
source material. The level of such work will betdied by the time scale of the project. The
results will be analysed using the set of criteilsed to assess the national importance of an
ancient monument (DoE 1990). This aids in the priad®on of the significance or otherwise
of the site, and assessment during the plannincegso

Documentary and Cartographic Materialthis work will include consultation of the
Cumbria County Historic Environment Record (CHER)Kendal, as well as the County
Records Office (CRO) in Barrow. A review of all kmo and available resources of
information relating to the site of the proposedalepment, and the study area consisting of
0.5km radius centred on the site. The aim of thisoi give consideration not only to the
application site, but also its setting in termshadtorical and archaeological contexts. It is
also required that information regarding the buifdisubject to a standing buildings
assessment will be collated regarding the buildiagshitects, builders, patrons and owners
where possible.

The sources include;

» relevant published sources; to include articled, rgional and local journals,

» relevant unpublished documentary sources; to imglughere appropriate, reports
compiled by heritage conservation professionalsstndent theses,

* primary sources; to include trade directories, dedabrough records and probate
inventories

» data held in local and national archaeological lnkdes

e printed and manuscript maps

» place and field-name evidence

» evidence for township, ecclesiastical and otheremmtdoundaries

» other photographic/illustrative evidence
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3.1.6

3.1.7

3.1.8

3.1.9

3.1.10

3.2

3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

3.2.5

Cumbria HER: the CHER (formerly the Sites and Monuments Re¢8iR)) is a database
of known archaeological sites within the County.also holds an extensive library of
published materials for consultation.

County Record Office, Barrowthe office in Barrow holds the main source of @i
documentation, both maps and documents, for teeasitl its surrounding area.

Map regression analysisa cartographic analysis will be undertaken to aikstigation of
the post-medieval occupation and land-use of tiea and its development through to its
modern-day or most recent use. This allows idextifon of

» areas of potential archaeological interest,

» areas where any recent developments on site, atwvthere is no longer any evidence,
may have impeded or disturbed below-ground arclaézd! remains.

Particular emphasis will be on the early cartogi@gividence and will include estate maps,
tithe maps, and Ordnance Survey maps, throughetgept mapping where possible.

Visual Inspection:during the research for the desk-based assessthersite will be visited

in order to relate the existing topography and lasd to research findings. A walkover will
enable any surface features of potential archaaabgnterest to be noted. It will also
provide an understanding for areas of impact byptteposed redevelopment as well as any
areas of disturbance, and access to the site.

STANDING BUILDINGS ASSESSMENT

The standing buildings assessment will be carriatl to establish the nature, survival,
quality, and importance of the building identifitd demolition as part of the redevelopment
of the site, and will consist of recording to a BeY standard in accordance with English
Heritage (2006) guidelines. This is a relativelyaded assessment in which each room and
all fixtures and fittings of archaeological or ateltural significance will be recorded.

Photographic Archive:a photographic archive will include monochromentsiusing a
35mm camera, as well as digital shots to be indudehe report. The archive will comprise;

i. general shots of the buildings; both internal, the. main rooms, and external,

ii. detailed scaled coverage of architectural featamd structural or decorative detalil
(both internal and external) for all available fts@f the three main rendered buildings,

iii. the buildings’ relationship to its landscape settimther buildings or significant
viewpoint.

The location of each photograph will be marked lo@ ground floor plan supplied by the
client, and adapted additional floor plans (see43i2.

Site Drawings:architect’s drawings have been supplied as a ¢@pgl, and will be annotated
and used to produce the following:

i. floor plans will show the form and location of amsyructural features of historic
significance and will record the form and locatafrany significant structural details,

ii. across-section,
iii. 'as existing' elevations to reference the photdycaarchive.

OA North does not undertake to correct survey ineaaes in the client's drawings, which
shall remain the responsibility of the client. Hawg if inaccuracies significantly impede the
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progress of the archaeological survey and musteoéified to allow the archaeological
survey to proceed, a charge for this correctiohlvd@lmade as a variation.

3.2.6 The drawings will usually be produced at a scalel:d00. Where necessary the client’s
drawings will be corrected/enhanced utilising haswarvey techniques. The corrected
drawings will be digitised into an industry standl@@AD package (AutoCAD 2004) for the
production of the final drawings.

3.2.7 Interpretation and Analysisa visual inspection of the building will be unddsta utilising
the OA North buildingsproforma sheets. An outline description will be maintaineda
Level 2-type EH survey. This level of recordinglescriptive and will produce an analysis of
the development and use of the building but wilt discuss the evidence on which the
analysis is based.

3.2.8 From this, the findings from the supplementary dieaked assessment will be drawn upon to
discuss the history, nature and importance of thetsire, as well as the building’s landscape
and historic context at a regional or local context

33 REPORT PRODUCTION

3.3.1 An interim summary of the findings may be submittbuld trial trenching be seen as
necessary, with the agreement of BBC, CCCHES amdltbnt. Once the trenching has been
completed, the results will be incorporated witle tfhesk-based assessment and standing
buildings assessment and a final version of thertepr the whole of this evaluation phase
will be submitted.

3.3.2 One bound and one unbound copy of the final wrigigmhetic report, together with a digital
copy supplied on CD, will be submitted to the djeand a further two copies submitted to
the Cumbria HER within eight weeks of completioheTreport will include;

e asite location plan related to the national grid,

« afront cover to include the planning applicatiermber and the NGR,
e the dates on which the fieldwork was undertakenkandhom,

e aconcise, non-technical summary of the results,

e the precise location, address and NGR will be pled;

e adescription of the methodology employed, workearteken and results obtained,

e asummary of the historical background of the stadha and a gazetteer of all the sites
of historical and archaeological significance idféed,

e an interpretation of the results and their sigaifice, using the ‘Secretary of State’s
criteria for scheduling ancient monuments’ inclu@sdAnnex 4 of PPG 16 (DoE 1990),

« appropriate plans showing the location and positidnfeatures or gazetteer sites
located,

. room by room analysis with all fixtures and featutd archaeological or architectural
interest identified,

. plans, sections drawings and photographs at aroppate scale,

e the report will also include a complete bibliogrgpdf sources from which data has
been derived,
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3.3.3

3.34

34

34.1

3.4.2

3.4.3

4.1

4.2

4.3

51

5.2

5.3

« acopy of the CCCHES project brief will be includadhe appendices,

* a copy of this project design in the appendiced, iadications of any agreed departure
from that design.

This report will be in the same basic format as fhrioject design.

Confidentiality: all internal reports to the client are designedlasuments for the specific
use of the client, for the particular purpose aindd in the project brief and project design,
and should be treated as such. They are not saiitabpublication as academic documents or
otherwise without amendment or revision.

ARCHIVE

The results of all archaeological work carried wiit form the basis for a full archive to
professional standards, in accordance with culEeglish Heritage guidelinedfanagement
of Archaeological Projects2nd edition, 1991). The project archive represéhé collation
and indexing of all the data and material gathehaihg the course of the project. OA North
conforms to best practice in the preparation ofgmtoarchives for long-term storage.

This archive will be provided in the English HegéCentre for Archaeology format and a
synthesis will be submitted to the Cumbria HER (iidex to the archive and a copy of the
report). OA North practice is to deposit the oraimecord archive of projects with the
appropriate County Record Office, in this case &arr

The Arts and Humanities Data Service (AHDS) onlideabase projedDnline Access to
index of Archaeological Investigatiof®ASIS) will be completed as part of the archiving
phase of the project.

HEALTH AND SAFETY

OA North provides a Health and Safety Statemenafigorojects and maintains a Unit Safety
policy. All site procedures are in accordance wie guidance set out in the Health and
Safety Manual compiled by the Standing ConferentéAmhaeological Unit Managers
(1997). A risk assessment will be completed in adeaof any on-site works and copies will
be made available on request to all interestedgsart

A portable toilet with hand washing facilities wile provided during the building recording
and located on or adjacent to the site unless liratovould prefer to arrange alternative
facilities. This has been costed as a contingency.

Any known contamination issues or any specific theahd safety restrictions on site should
be made known to OA North by the client to ensdr@mcedures can be met, and that the
risk is dealt with appropriately. If, the time dfet fieldwork, the building is deemed to be
unsafe, recording will be restricted to externabdtplgraphs and descriptions.

WORK TIMETABLE

Desk-based assessment and visual inspect@pproximately six days will be required for
this element.

Standing Buildings Assessmenit is anticipated that this element will requingoaoximately
two days to complete.

Report Production:an interim statement will be submitted within appnaately four weeks
of the completion of the fieldwork. Depending o ttircumstances of the project, the final
report should be completed within eight weeks efcbmpletion of the fieldwork.
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5.4 Written Instruction: two weeks notice should be allowed to enable theesmary
arrangements and notifications to be made to coroentre project.

6. PROJECT MONITORING

6.1 Access:liaison for access will be arranged with the dliamless otherwise instructed prior
to commencement of the archaeological assessment.

6.2 Whilst the work is undertaken for the client, thesistant County Archaeologist will be kept
fully informed of the work and its results, and Iwlle notified a week in advance of
commencement. Any proposed changes to the progsig will be agreed with CCCHES
in consultation with the client.

7. STAFFING PROPOSALS

7.1 The project will be under the direct managemenktnfily Mercer BA MSc AIFA (OA
North senior project manager) to whom all corresfgmte should be addressed.

7.2 The desk-based assessment will be undertakdtelly Clapperton (OA North supervisor)
who is very experienced in such work and capabtaafying out projects of all sizes.

7.3 The building investigation will be undertaken Kwarl Taylor BSc AIFA (OA North project
officer) who has a wealth of experience in the rdocm and analysis of historic buildings.
Karl will be accompanied on site by an OA Northistssit who is experienced in recording
historic buildings.
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