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SUMMARY

In March 2008, Sinclair Knight Merz, acting on blh& Satnam Investments Ltd,

requested that Oxford Archaeology North (OA Nortimdertake an archaeological
desk-based assessment of land situated off RogeetSh the Red Bank area of
Manchester (centred on SJ 8437 9941). The studylim®on the north-eastern fringe
of Manchester city centre, and is occupied by @eaof modern industrial buildings
and large storage yards. The assessment was mbgtaresupport a planning

application for the redevelopment of the site, whatoposes the erection of a multi-
storey block.

Notwithstanding the recovery of an urn of a prokabixth-century date during
construction work irc 1850, it is likely that the study area and its indnaée environs
were unoccupied, open land until the post-medigvatiod. Historic mapping
indicates that a field boundary traversed the biethe mid-eighteenth century,
although it remained undeveloped until the earlpeteenth century. The first
buildings to occupy the site, seemingly comprisegnixture of residential and
commercial premises, had been erected by 1819. Weeg focused on the Roger
Street frontage, whilst the eastern part of the gtnained undeveloped until the later
nineteenth century. The density of buildings in Western part of the site increased
during the middle of the century, as the Red Bamla &volved as a focus for works
associated with the textile-finishing trades, egbcdyeing and, latterly, chemical
manufacture and oil refining.

The assessment identified 11 sites of archaeolbgitsrest within the study area, of
which five are recorded on the Greater Manchestiss Sand Monuments Record
(SMR) and lie beyond the boundary of the proposedelbpment. Of the six sites

identified within the boundary of the developmentaa one is considered to be of
high local significance and is likely to requirepappriate archaeological mitigation in
advance of development. This would probably talkeftrm of evaluation trenching

to allow for an assessment of the presence, clegradepth, and extent of buried
remains, and thereby inform the planning process.

For the use of Satnam Investments Ltd © OA North: May 2008



Brighton Street, Cheetham, Manchester, Greater Master: Desk-based Assessment 3

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) would like tbank Sinclair Knight Merz for
commissioning the project. Thanks are also due ¢onfdn Redhead, the Greater
Manchester County Archaeologist, for his supportd aassistance with the
documentary research. Thanks are also expresskd spaff of the Local Studies Unit
in Manchester Central Library and the Lancashireur@®p Record Office for
facilitating access to the sequence of historic pirap

The desk-based assessment was undertaken by lkr, Mitd the illustrations were
produced by Marie Rowland. The report was checketagpproved by Alan Lupton.

For the use of Satnam Investments Ltd © OA North: May 2008



Brighton Street, Cheetham, Manchester, Greater Master: Desk-based Assessment 4

1. INTRODUCTION

11

111

1.1.2

1.1.3

114

CIRCUMSTANCES OF PROJECT

In March 2008, Sinclair Knight Merz, acting on bllat Satnam Investments
Ltd, commissioned Oxford Archaeology North (OA Nyrto undertake an
archaeological desk-based assessment of land esltuat the north-east of
Roger Street in the Red Bank area of Cheetham, Meter (Fig 1). The
assessment was required to inform and support gopab for the
redevelopment of the site, centred on the construaif an 11 to 16 storey
building, with retail units and parking on the gnoufloor, and residential
apartments occupying the above floors.

The principal aim of the assessment was to iden&f/ far as possible, the
nature and significance of the cultural heritagd amb-surface archaeological
resource within the study area, and to establighitipact of development
upon this resource. The resource has been exammeste if it includes

Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings, Conservatameas, Registered
Parks and Gardens, Registered Battlefields, hedgeod historic importance,

and non-designated features of regional or locahaeological or historical

interest and value.

The desk-based assessment comprised a search lof podished and
unpublished records held by the Greater MancheSiess and Monuments
Record (SMR) and the Lancashire County Record ©fiicPreston, the local
studies section of Manchester Reference Librarg, the archives and library
held at OA North. In addition, a rapid site insp@ctwas carried out on the site
of the proposed development in order to relatdahdscape and surroundings
to the results of the desk-based assessment.

This report sets out the results of the desk-bas=gssment, along with a
gazetteer of major sites. The report also includesstatement of the

archaeological potential and significance (defirgdthe criteria detailed in

PPG 16 (DoE 1990)), in which an assessment ofrtipact of the proposed
development on the historic environment is takeén account. This has been
carried out in accordance with government advicehm form of Planning

Policy Guidance notes 15 Planning and the Histrigironment (DoE 1994)

and 16 Archaeology and Planning (DoE 1990).

For the use of Satnam Investments Ltd © OA North: May 2008
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2. METHODOLOGY

2.1

211

DESK-BASED ASSESSMENT

The assessment has focused on the site of theggdmtevelopment, referred
to hereafter as the Scheme Area, although infoomator the immediate

environs has been considered in order to provideessential contextual
background. The assessment was carried out indarmoe with the guidelines
provided by the Institute of Field ArchaeologistEA 1996). The principal

sources of information consulted were historicad amdern maps, although
published and unpublished secondary sources wese @viewed. The

following repositories were consulted during théaggathering process:

Greater Manchester Sites and Monuments Record (SMR): the Greater
Manchester Sites and Monuments Record (SMR), helianchester
was consulted to establish the sites of archaembgnterest already
known within the study area, and information fromta 0.25km around
was obtained as a background. The SMR is a Geograpiormation

System (GIS) linked to a database of all known @aedfogical sites in
Greater Manchester, and is maintained by the QGreslt@nchester
Archaeological Unit (GMAU). For each SMR site withthe study
areas, an entry was added to the site gazetBeetién 4 and each was
marked on a location plan (Fig 9).

Lancashire County Record Office, Preston (LRO(P)): before the

county boundaries were changed during the mid-19vi@schester lay
within the county of Lancashire, and therefore mokthe available

published maps of the area are held in Lancashotnty Record Office

in Preston. All available Ordnance Survey mapstierstudy area were
examined, covering the period from 1850 to 1992.

Greater Manchester County Record Office, Manchester (GMRO(M)):
the catalogue of the Greater Manchester County fdeQifice was
searched for information relating to the study aesdal relevant data was
incorporated into the report.

Archives and Local Studies, Manchester Central Library (MCL): the
catalogue of the Archives and Local Studies sectbnManchester
Central Library was searched for information relgtio the study area,
and relevant data was incorporated into the report.

Oxford Archaeology North: OA North has an extensive archive of
secondary sources relevant to the study area, #sawenumerous
unpublished client reports on work carried out baghOA North and in
its former guise of Lancaster University Archaeatag Unit (LUAU).
These were consulted where necessary.

For the use of Satnam Investments Ltd © OA North: May 2008
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2.2 SITE VISIT

2.2.1 The Scheme Area was the subject of a site visiigwess the information
pertaining to the baseline conditions, and to eeldite past landscape and
surroundings to that of the present. Additionaloiniation on the sites of
significance and an understanding of the potemtimironmental effects has
been added to the Site Gazetté&zdtion 4 belo)y where appropriate.

2.3 ARCHIVE

2.3.1 Copies of this desk-based assessment will dposited with the Greater
Manchester SMR on completion of the project.

For the use of Satnam Investments Ltd © OA North: May 2008
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3. BACKGROUND

3.1

3.1.1

L OCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The Scheme Area comprises an L-shaped plot of qaed measuring 2549
square metres, and is situated at Red Bank, onntdréhern fringe of
Manchester city centre, centred on NGR SJ 8437 9B#11). It is bounded
by Roger Street to the south, Chase Street toabe @nd Brighton Street and
a raised, disused railway viaduct to the west aodhn(Plate 1). Victoria
railway station liesc 0.25km to the south-west, and the districts of
Strangeways and Cheetham Hill are situated to thi¢h+west and north
respectively (Fig 1). The site lies at about 30rav&bOrdnance Datum (aOD).

Schemelread7

Plate 1: Recent aerial view of the Scheme Areaisnehvirons

3.1.2 Topographically, the Manchester Conurbation, asegion, lies within an

undulating lowland basin, bounded by the Penninleangs to the east and
north. The region comprises the Mersey river valelyich is dominated by its
heavily meandering river within a broad flood plé@ountryside Commission
1998, 125). The topography of the present studg,drewever, was formed
largely by the Irwell and Irk rivers. The SchemesAlies on the western bank
of the river Irk, which flows north-east/south-westits confluence with the
river Irwell, some 600m to the south-west. The stenprises a largely level
plot of land at the foot of a low sandstone escamtmfrom which Red Bank
derives its name. The level terrain is likely to partially the result of
landscaping during the eighteenth and nineteentitudes, masking the
natural topography.

For the use of Satnam Investments Ltd © OA North: May 2008
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3.1.3

3.2

3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

The underlying solid geology of the area consisasnhy of Bunter sandstones
of Permo-Triassic age, which were deposited unidermtarine conditions of
the period, between 280 and 195 million years agd)( The overlying drift
geology is composed of essentially Pleistocenedawutlays of glacial origin,
and sands, gravels, and clays of fluviatile/laénestorigin (Hallet al 1995, 8),
including fluvial sediments along the Irk valley.

BASELINE ENVIRONMENT

The following section presents a summary historiaad archaeological
background of the area. This is presented by histoperiod, and has been
compiled in order to place the study area into dewarchaeological 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
Modern Post-1901

Table 1: Summary of British archaeological peri@aal date ranges

Prehistoric Period: there are relatively few sites known from thisiperin the
vicinity, although general patterns of settlemeotations that have been
identified indicate that the Irwell valley would\ebeen a favourable location
for occupation and transport routes. The uplandisaref the surrounding
moors may have been exploited for hunting, but ber drainage of the
Pennines and spread of blanket peat at higheruddtt would have
discouraged any settlement (Hall al 1995, 117). Worked flints have been
discovered on the gravel terraces in the vicinityOodsall Lane and Albert
Park in Salford, and prehistoric finds are knowanirthe general area of
Manchester Cathedral (UMAU 2000), although themoiknown evidence for
prehistoric activity in proximity to the presentudy area.

Roman Period: the first military occupation of Manchester wasabtished
during the governorship of Agricola (AD 77-84), atmmmenced with a five-
acre wooden fort, known adamucium apparently meaning ‘a breast shaped
hill’ (Brunton 1909). The site of this encampmestmarked today by Camp
Street in Castlefield, situated to the south-wdsthe city centre, and more
than 1km to the south-west of the study area.

The fort was supported by a substantial extramsetlement, ovicus that
developed in both a northerly direction and aldmg line of Chester Road to
the south (Grealey 1974, 11). It seems that thitesgent originated largely
during the early second century, and incorporat@tiarous buildings and a
concentration of iron-working hearths or furnacé$uch of the current
understanding of the Romarcusin Manchester is derived from three major

For the use of Satnam Investments Ltd © OA North: May 2008
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3.2.5

3.2.6

3.2.7

3.2.8

3.29

excavations, which have all focused on the aredhéo north of the fort:
excavations on the southern side of Liverpool Raahtred on the former
White Lion Street in 1972ilfid), excavations on Tonman Street (Jones and
Reynolds 1978), and an excavation between LiverRuwad and Rice Street
(UMAU 2002).

The Roman road between the forts at ManchesteRamthester is known to
cross the river Irk and continue northwards throBgbughton, approximately
along the line of Bury New Road (Dobkin 1984, 1@hich takes a course
some 0.5km to the east of the present study area.féasible that another
Roman road, perhaps linking Manchester with thééeseént at Wigan, forded
the river Irwell at a point close to the modernnees Bridge, although this
awaits confirmation.

Whilst some Roman finds have been discovered aloagoute of the Roman
road, there were no known remains of Roman dathiwibr close to the
present study area, and the potential for any swcled remains to exist on
the site seems low.

Early Medieval Period: the area around Manchester came under the catitrol
several kingdoms during this period. Aethelfrithtesxded his kingdom of
Northumbria to the Mersey after the battle of Caesh c AD 617. Shortly
after, his successor, Edwin conquered and occudiaadchester in AD 620,
and it may have been during this period that setld in the town was
established around the cathedral, which lies apprately 0.5km to the south-
west of the present study area (Farrer and Browh®(8).

Manchester is mentioned in the Anglo-Saxon Chreni@dD 919), which
refers to Edward the Elder, son of King Alfred tAeeat, taking over the town
and making repairs to the ‘fortifications’ in theake of the destruction
wrought by an invasion of the Danes during the MO These fortifications
were again probably based around the present cathexhd would have
comprised little more than a wooden palisade. Qutims period, the church
of St. Mary was established at the north end ofridgate, and is mentioned in
the Domesday Book of 1086. In 1028, King Canuteardgd the town as
important enough to found one of his ten royal mihiere (Farrer and
Brownbill 1908).

The physical remains of this period are rare in Nogth West as a region
(Newman 1996), and this is certainly the case imdhaster. One of the few
artefacts in the town known of an Anglo-Saxon arig the so-called ‘Angel
Stone’, or effigy of the Archangel Michael, whictasvunearthed by workmen
repairing the South Porch of the cathedral in 18Aanchester2002-
uk.com/history). Another remnant of the period iSaxon-style funerary urn
of probable sixth-century date, which was foundmyconstruction work irc
1850 just to the north of Red Bank (Morris 1983).

3.2.10 Medieval Period: following the Norman Conquest, William | assigrmadst of

the land between the Ribble and Mersey rivers tgeRaf Poitou, who
retained the manor of Salford demesne (Tupling 1968), but divided his
other newly-acquired land into several fiefdomsd@il996, 13). The largest

For the use of Satnam Investments Ltd © OA North: May 2008
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of these was the landholding centred on Manchestegted by the grant of
extensive lands in the hundreds of Salford, Leyland West Derby to Albert
Grelley (Tupling 1962, 116). By the thirteenth aegtthe Grelley family had
established a manor house at the confluence ofikes Irwell and Irk, and
the medieval town grew up around it (Hartwetlal 2004, 256). It was from
this hall that they governed both the manor anceitiensive barony.

3.2.11In 1222 the town was granted an annual fair helthod known as Acresfield,
just outside of the town (now St Ann's Square). edlbde Grelley’'s
descendant, Thomas, was granted the Great Chéméarechester in 1301 by
Edward I, and thus it became a free borougid). Throughout this period,
Red Bank probably comprised open or agriculturatllbeyond the area of
settlement associated with the town, although tis&rick of Cheetham is
known to have been in existence since at leasthinieenth century, as it is
first mentioned in documentation in 1212 (Farred &@rownbill 1908). This
name may have been derived from the Old Englisiclieetand a later suffix
of -hamand translates as ‘village near the wood’ (Migg&), implying some
form of settlement, although Dobkin (1984, 19) est¢d that the name was
actually derived from the Chetham family, who ewalvas local wealthy
landowners from the sixteenth century.

3.2.12 The southern edge of Cheetham was formed by ther ik, as it flowed
towards its confluence with the river Irwell. Frothe thirteenth century
onwards, the Irk drove several water-powered mifisjuding a fulling mill
that is mentioned in a survey of 1282 (Thomson 19@). Indeed, Thomson
contested that ‘the beginning of [Manchester's]sperity’ was owed to the
river Irk (op cit 35). However, there were no known remains of exalidate
within or close to the present study area, andotitential for any such buried
remains to exist on the site seems low.

3.2.13 During the fifteenth century, the nascent linenuistdy was taking root in the
townships on the south side of Manchester, usiayg ifihported from Ireland
via the port of Chester (Higham 2004, 196-7). Dgrithe same period,
economic links were developing between these toigssManchester and
those along the Pennine edge, from which goods wereasingly exported
eastwards by packhorsibifl). The market of Manchester lay at the centre of
this fledgling textile trade, whilst the size andadth of the town was reflected
in a decision of the Lord of the Manor to rebuild\&ry’s church in 1421 as a
collegiate institution (Hartwekt al 2004, 256).

3.2.14 Post-medieval Period: by 1539, John Leland was able to describe Manehest
as the finest and busiest town in the whole of Lancashivéh the best
buildings and the greatest populatigif€handler 1993, 263), at a time when
the textile industries in south Lancashire were ifr@gg to flourish.
Manchester emerged as a centre for the textileHing processes, as woollen
cloth was brought in from outlying areas for blaaghand dyeing. Most
importantly, however, Manchester expanded its adea market centre for
textiles produced in the towns and hamlets of therosinding district
(Frangopulo 1962, 26).

For the use of Satnam Investments Ltd © OA North: May 2008
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3.2.15 From the early seventeenth century, fustians prediuc a network of towns
with Manchester at their hub were being exportegllaly to western and
southern Europe, and the town became the princgraimercial centre for the
region (Hartwell 2001, 8-9). A flourishing businessmmunity developed,
which was dominated by a few wealthy merchant mactufers and fustian-
dealing families, notably the Chethams, the Booths, Wrigleys, and the
Byroms. These formed a new social elite below #meléd gentry, such as the
Stanley and Strange families, who estates incotpdr@heetham and the open
farmland around the present study area (HartwéllL2099).

3.2.16 The Industrial Period: in his tour of the country in the 1720s, Danielfde
(1727, 219) noted that Manchester had ‘extendedsurprising manner, being
almost double to what it was a few years ago’ exihg further expansion of
the textile trade (Baines 1835). A good impressibthe extent of settlement
is provided by an engraving of the towncia761, and whilst the present study
area is beyond the edge of the depicted area, ¢isé lvank of the river Irk in
the vicinity is shown as largely undeveloped. B th790s, Manchester’'s
thriving export market was beginning to displacentlon as a centre of
overseas trade in cotton cloth (Edwards 1967, 1#86jlecting great
improvements to the transport network across thghi\west. Consequently,
Manchester ‘attracted a dynamic and increasinglgmmpolitan merchant
community eager to exploit the town’s proximity tbe new centres of
production’ (Kidd 1996, 29).

3.2.17 The first significant improvement in transport gdtructure was the
completion of the Mersey Irwell Navigation in 173drming a fairly efficient
link to the expanding port of Liverpool. Wharfageeilities for boats of up to
50 tons were provided by a quay established onMaechester side of the
river in 1735 (George and Brumhead 2002, 22). Thpeu limit of the
navigation was extended in the 1840s to the newoYia Bridge Quay at
Hunt's Bank, a short distance from the presentystagka. This important
trading route was augmented by the canal netwohiciwdeveloped after the
completion of the Worsley Canal to Castlefield #6% (Hadfield 1994, 65).

3.2.18 The introduction of steam-powered rotary beam esggiand their application
to cotton spinning during the late eighteenth cantproved to be the basis for
the phenomenal expansion of Manchester as a maduadfar centre of
national importance. This was coupled with an esiglo in the population; in
1773, the population of Manchester was estimatedbeto22,481, but had
tripled to 75,281 by 1801. It was during this pdrithhat the Red Bank area
experienced its first real development, initially @ middle-class residential
area with some industrial activity along the bahkhe river Irk. However, the
subsequent industrialisation of the Irk valley te=iiin many early residents
leaving for more salubrious suburbs (Williams 198F7). The construction of
Victoria Railway Station and the Leeds ExtensioneLduring 1843-4, and the
subsequent demolition in advance of building Caspion Street, caused a
displacement of population, which was to contribtot¢éhe steep social decline
of Red Bankipid).

3.2.19Red Bank became a focus for the textile-finishingdustries, and a
concentration of dye works became established drtlom present study area

For the use of Satnam Investments Ltd © OA North: May 2008
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during the first half of the nineteenth century.ring this period, the dyeing
process utilised natural dyes, and involved intgm&paration of both cloth
and yarn, which necessitated large amounts of pandrwater (Nevelét al
2003, 93-4). The requirement for water made riderdocations a favourable
choice for dye works, and clusters were establigtiedg the rivers Irwell, Irk
and Medlock, from where complex systems of leatseweequently built to
channel water to the works. Dye works contained enans vats and washing
machines, which were usually set into the floor dmilised in long thin
buildings of either one or two storeysi(l). The industry made rapid
technological progress during the second half efrimeteenth century, with
increased mechanisation and, most significantky,itroduction of synthetic
dyes produced from coal-tar derivatives. Manchesteerged as an important
centre for the development of synthetic dye pradactforming a distinct
branch of the wider chemical industry (Ashmore 198685). Similarly, the
manufacture of vitriol, or concentrated sulphurada was of importance to
the textile finishing trades, and also resultec inhighly profitable by-product
in the form of Venetian red, an iron oxide (Cossb885, 281).

3.2.20 During the mid-nineteenth century, Red Bank becameof the main foci for
Jewish immigrants into Manchester, attracted bgispa but cheap and easily
subdivided houses; the Census Returns for 1841861 show an increase in
Jewish households in Red Bank from two to 149 m&spdy, with a
corresponding increase in population from five 34The bulk of the Jewish
settlement was focused on Verdon Street and F&tnézt, which evolved as
an area of ‘immigrant trades’, including cap-makitagloring, slipper-making,
and cabinet-making. People on Red Bank dwelt irsbsuhat were erected in
rows along excavated terraces cut into the sandstscarpment, separated
and supported by poorly-constructed retaining walfsat least one occasion,
a retaining wall collapsed, killing a recent Jewistimigrant (Manchester
Guardian 18 April 1855). Most of the residential streetsrevunlit, the drains
were ineffective due to the topography, the wellated, and the ‘air polluted
by the pestilential effluvia of the Irk’ (William$985, 177).

3.2.21 During the 1860s, the Jewish population of Red Barkled to a total of
1,153 persons, many of whom were migrants attraittde area by cheaper
housing; in 1861, cellar-dwellings in Red Bank cbié rented for between 8d
and 1s 9d, and cottages for between 1s 9d and Bd&tthester Guardign?
January 1861). In 1866, one Jewish observer ndtedovercrowding of the
miserably furnished houses’ in Red Bardewish Chronicle 16 November
1866), and another described the area as a depgeilyated district of ‘close,
dirty, ill-ventilated and ill-drained habitationgquoted in Williams 1985,
273). The problems of overcrowding in poor-qualitgusing in the area
culminated in an outbreak of an acute form of starh amongst the Jewish
population of Red Bank in November 18786p(cit 295). Sub-standard
housing across Manchester persisted into the tethntientury, demonstrated
forcefully by a detailed report published in 1904 tbhe housing conditions in
the poorest residential districts (Marr 1904). Whilthe situation was
addressed in subsequent years, social investigatioring the 1930s revealed
that the worst housing conditions prevailed in ith@er city residential ring,
including Red Bank (Kidd 1996, 216).
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3.3

3.3.1

3.3.2

DEVELOPMENT OF THE SCHEME AREA

The development of the Scheme Area may be tragbnably well from the
sequence of available historic mapping. There aweral early county maps
produced during the sixteenth and seventeenth gestthat cover the area,
but the scale is too great to furnish any detailshe use of the site. The
earliest detailed cartographic sources for the ystacka date to the mid-
eighteenth century.

Eighteenth Century: the earliest survey of the study area is provitgd
Casson and Berry'?Plan of Manchester and Salfqrdvhich was first
published in 1741 (Plate 2), with revised editipablished in 1745, 1746 and
1755 (Thomson 1966, 169-70). These all show thdysaurea to have been
situated on the northern fringe of the expandimgnt@f Manchester, forming
part of a semi-rural landscape. The area is shawvhave been composed
largely of enclosed fields, although Red Bank roads evidently a
thoroughfare by this date, with some scatteredornbllevelopment. This
included what appears to have been a large detadwhiédting between Red
Bank and the river Irk, with an enclosed plot afdahat is seemingly used as
gardens or an orchard, although the detail is ancl&éhe Scheme Area,
however, appears to have been undeveloped, althbagpears to have been
traversed by a field boundary.

Study Area

PA

Plate 2: Extract from Casson and Berry’'s map of 1,/’howing the Scheme Area
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3.3.3

3.34

3.3.5

The most detailed of the eighteenth-century mapshtov the study area is
that produced by William Green, which was publisied 794 (Fig 2). This
confirms that the Scheme Area was undeveloped anpigsed elements of
two fields; these were owned by ‘Mr Falkner andedérs Booth & Wild’,
and separated by a north/south-aligned boundarg (B) that crosses the
centre of the Scheme Area (Fig 2). The outlinesvaf roads to the north of
Roger Street are also shown, traversing land belgnip Messrs Booth and
Wild. It is probable that these had not actuallgrbéuilt at this time, and were
merely prospective, but demonstrate that the assaom the verge of intensive
development, reflecting the rapid expansion of Muster during the late
eighteenth century. Notably, Union Bridge (S8 across the river Irk has
been built, improving access to the area and acm@ catalyst for future
development. The bridge led to what was to becorogeRs Street, which
forms the southern boundary of the present studg, although this does not
appear to have been fully established at the tihi&een’s survey.

Industrial activity had evidently been establisheithin the vicinity of the
study area by the time of Green’s survey. ‘Mr Hietts Iron Foundry’ is
annotated on the map, for instance, and whilst itot absolutely clear exactly
which building this was, it is likely to have betre L-shaped structure at the
eastern end of Foundry Street (Fig 2).

The information provided by Green’s map is repradlion a plan published
by Bancks and Thornton in 1800 (Plate 3), which \wasbably surveyed
during the previous year. This plan is not as tedaas that of Green’s, and
the Scheme Area lies only partially within the engeof the map, although it
does confirm that the site was undeveloped ungéilrtimeteenth century. The
detail of the map also implies that Roger Streat haen formalised as a
thoroughfare between Union Bridge and Red Bank.

Q/smem

Plate 3: Extract of Bancks and Thornton’s plan 80Q
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3.3.6

3.3.7

3.3.8

3.3.9

Nineteenth Century: one of the earliest maps of the area for the aargh
century is that produced by Aston in 1804. This waklished at a large scale,
and cannot be relied upon for elucidating detafisinglividual buildings.
Nevertheless, it does confirm that the Scheme Aesaained undeveloped.
The successive available maps, produced by Pigi819 (Fig 3) and Johnson
in 1820, are similarly both at a large scale, altfftosome important details of
the study area may be observed. Notably, a largbdped range of buildings
(Site 07) is shown to have been erected along the southeundary of the
Scheme Area, fronting Roger Street, which is artedtas such on Pigot’s
map. It is interesting to note that the easterre sl this building range
respected the field boundary shown on the earlsgran

The function of the building is not identified, anahilst its size and

configuration are consistent with an industrial,u$e detail of Pigot's map
should not be relied upon for accuracy. Entriescontemporary trade
directories ég Pigot and Dean 1821) do provide ample evidenceherarea

becoming industrialised, with an emphasis on thdiléefinishing trades,

especially dyeing. On Roger Street, for instanaerevthe dyeing premises of
John Ridgeway and J&R Buckley, whilst Robert Blioki occupied premises
on Foundry Street, and Johnson’s dye works wad builHorrocks Lane.

Alice Clegg and James Hulme also established dyinginesses on
Hargreaves Street, which is shown to have beenla®@ on Pigot's map

(Fig 3). None of these works, however, can be firmssociated with the
buildings in the present Scheme Area.

Bancks and Co’'#Map of Manchester and Salfqrdublished in 1831, provides
a more detailed plan of the study area (Fig 4). [Hnge U-shaped range of
buildings depicted on Pigot’s map is shown to casgpa row of back-to-back
workers’ dwellings fronting Roger Street in the §Bwestern corner of the
Scheme Area (Sit®7), with several larger properties immediately t@ th
south-east. An L-shaped building to the rear (88epresumably represents
commercial premises. The layout of these buildikges not correspond
closely with those shown on Pigot’s map, althougl probably reflects the
accuracy of Bancks and Co’s map. The field bound&ite 06) across the
centre of the Scheme Area persisted as a featutesitandscape, although a
ropery (Site09) now occupies the eastern field. The principamaet of a
ropeworks was a long, straight and level surfacevbich ropes could be laid
out. The ropes were made in standard lengths off2@@ms (1320ft), and
ropewalks were thus invariably about 1320ft in Bnghe map also shows
Brighton Street to have been laid out and develpped several large dye
works and a chemical works have been establish#teirmmediate vicinity.

The layout of the study area during the mid-ninetieecentury is depicted on
the Ordnance Survey 60”: 1 mile map, which was eyed in 1848-9 and
published in 1850 (Fig 5), and Adshead®an of the Townships of
Manchester published in 1851. Both maps show largely the esam
configuration of buildings, although some differeaanay be noted in their
perceived use. The Ordnance Survey shows a rovixdbusldings fronting
onto Roger Street, at least four of which appedretaomestic properties. The
detail of the map appears to show that each ottpesperties was fitted with

For the use of Satnam Investments Ltd © OA North: May 2008



Brighton Street, Cheetham, Manchester, Greater Master: Desk-based Assessment 16

a cellar light, suggesting that they had cellardsifead’s map shows the two
properties at the north-western end of the row‘pleaces of business’, and
indicates that some of the buildings were builtkseback, the rear portions
fronting onto Pennington’s Court (Plate 4). In diddi, three new domestic
properties (Sitel0) have been built within the Scheme Area, frontorgo
Brighton Street. Each of these houses appear te bagn accessed via steps
from Brighton Street, and the absence of any cdiigats on the Ordnance
Survey map suggest that they did not have basements

Scheme Area

Plate 4: Extract from Adshead’s map of 1851

3.3.10 Adshead’s map also marks the large L-shaped bgiltirthe rear (Sit@8) as
‘private houses’, whilst the Ordnance Survey idestiit as a plaster of Paris
works (Fig 5); the shape of this building would teerly suggest it to have
been industrial. It is perhaps remarkable thateastern part of the Scheme
Area remained completely undeveloped, and thafi¢hd boundary (Sit€6)
shown on Green’s map of 1794 persisted as a lapdsfeature. A major
addition to the environs of the study area durihgs tperiod was the
construction of the Lancashire and Yorkshire Rajwahich ran along a
viaduct over the river Irk immediately to the sowetst.

3.3.111n 1892, the Ordnance Survey published the Firstided25”: 1 mile map of
the area, which was surveyed in 1888-9 (Fig 6)stim#ey was also published
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in 1891 at a scale of 10": 1 mile. These maps stimwScheme Area to have
been developed entirely. The buildings frontinggBton Street and Roger
Street (Site07) are unchanged, although the row fronting onto déRdgtreet
has been extended with the addition of three ptmserThe plaster of Paris
works (Site08) to the rear has evidently been remodelled, prablynas it
changed function. The eastern part of the Schenmea Aomprises several
buildings. The largest of these is a rectangulageaof buildings around a
central courtyard, accessed via a covered entranoe Brown Street (Site
11). These premises were occupied by Roy Colledgeo&who are described
in trade directories as ‘oil and tallow refinersamafacturers and importers’
from the mid-1870seg Slater 1876, 108)

3.3.12 A significant addition to the wider area by thigelhad been the construction

of another railway viaduct, which carried the Pnash Branch of the

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway. It was erectemlpe to the southern edge
of Red Bank road, and will have necessitated tineatiton of late eighteenth-
century properties along Red Bank road. Many okehproperties housed
small businesses and retail outlets, thus havirgigaificant impact on the
infrastructure of the local community. Similarlygv&ral domestic properties
on the south-eastern bank of the river Irk werelemily demolished to allow
for the construction of the Union Bridge Iron Works

3.3.13 By 1895, Brown Street had been re-named ChasetSReg Colledge & Co

is described as ‘oil and tallow refiners, manufeetsi and importers, pressers
of lard and tallow, and stearine manufacturers rafiders’ at 5 Chase Street
(Slater 1895, 181). Other entries in the same dirgchighlight the intense
mix of different trades and industry together witbmestic properties within
the Scheme Area (Table 2).

ROGER STREET

Number Entry

Brighton Street

15 Greengrocer and fish curer
17 Shopkeeper

19 Labourer

21 Bone cutter

23 Shopkeeper

25 Hairdresser

31 Cap maker

Chase Street

CHASE STREET

Number Entry

West Side

3 Slipper maker

5 Roy Colledge & Co

11 Bricklayer

13 Methylated spirit manufacturer
East Side

4 Cotton waste dealer

BRIGHTON STREET

Ralston Walter & Co, waterproof paper manufacturers

Table 2: Occupants of Roger Street listed in Slateade directory for 1895
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3.3.14 In general terms, the sequence of insurance plavduped by Charles Goad
from 1899 are frequently an extremely useful sowfceetail for most studies
of commercial premises in Manchester. However, acbeof the index to
these maps revealed that Red Bank was one of wharkeas of the city centre
that was omitted from Goad’s surveys.

3.3.15 Twentieth Century: the next edition of Ordnance Survey mapping, exVig
1905-6 and published in 1908, shows the Scheme @gdargely unchanged.
The only significant difference is the absence oy Colledge & Co’s large
oil works on Chase Street.

3.3.16 A photograph of Roger Street taken in 1904 (Platesbows the late
nineteenth-century buildings in the southern comwfethe study area, which
are suggested by entries in trade directories¥e baen a boot repairer’s shop
and the Roger Street Mission (Table 7). The ead@nestic properties (Site
07) are also just visible, and were evidently of storeys.

.....

Plate 5: Photograph of Roger Street in 1904, shgwire south corner of the Scheme Area

3.3.17 The next available maps of the study area are tdedadce Survey 10: 1 mile
edition of 1912, and the 25" 1 mile map publishedl922 (Fig 7). These
maps replicate the detail provided by the 1908 na&thpugh listings in trade
directories provide further information (Table 3).

3.3.18 The Ordnance Survey map of 1952 (Fig 8) shows tileei®e Area to have
been redeveloped completely. The site appearsvi®e been divided into two
distinct components: a timber yard was establisheéde northern part; and an
oil works in the south. It is of note that the 19%2p shows the domestic
properties on both sides of Red Bank, and acrosdaw-lying area to the
river Irk, have been demolished and the area goxear entirely to industry.
The next edition of Ordnance Survey mapping, pbblisin 1963, marks the
northern and southern parts of the site as a depbtvorks respectively.
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ROGER STREET

Number Entry
Brighton Street
15 Shopkeeper
17 Shopkeeper
19
21
23 Fried fish dealer
Roger Street Mission Room
25 Boot repairer
31 Dining rooms

Chase Street

CHASE STREET

Number Entry

West Side

3 Wholesale tailors

5 Roy Colledge & Co

13 Methylated spirit manufacturer

Angel Meadow Girls’ Club

BRIGHTON STREET

Roy Colledge & Co

Ralston Walter & Co, waterproof paper manufacturers

Table 3: Occupants of Roger Street listed in Slateade directory for 1909

3.4 SITE VISIT

3.4.1 The site visit confirmed that the Scheme Area sugpa range of modern
industrial buildings and large storage yards sedaevith concrete hard-
standing. The site is secured by high brick watid enetal fencing (Plate 6).
The buildings in the north-western part of the st@mprise two large
warehouses (Plates 7 and 8). The buildings indbéhswestern part of the site
comprise a two-storey structure, with storage uaitsthe ground floor and
temporary offices on the first floor (Plates 9 ab@). None of the extant

buildings are of any archaeological interest.

Plate 6: The entrance to the site from Roger Street
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Plate 7: View across the storage yard from the R&eeet entrance

Plate 8: View along Chase Street, showing the ofa warehouse in the Scheme Area
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Plate 9: View looking west from the Roger Stredtagrte, showing temporary office
buildings along Brighton Street and storage yardront

Plate 10: View along Brighton Street, showing terappoffice accommodation in the south-
western corner of the Scheme Area
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4. GAZETTEER OF SITES

Site number 01

Site name Red Bank Funerary Urn

NGR SJ 8430 9940

Site type Findspot

Period Anglo-Saxon

SMR No 1254.1.0

Stat. Designation None

Sources Morris 1983

Description A funerary urn with stamped decoration typical b tSaxon

period was found during construction work at RechiBan c
1850, although the exact place of discovery is taoe The
decoration consists of horizontal linear ornameoatand two
rows of portcullis stamps above the shoulder. Thesupresent
whereabouts is not known. The imprecise locatiotheffindspot
is problematic, but cartographic evidence (OS 18&0d
Adshead’s map of 1851) indicates where building fmaye been
taking place along Red Bank at about the time effittd.

Assessment The site lies beyond the boundary of the Schemea Awaindary,
and will not be directly affected by the proposese&lopment,
although the possibility of associated finds ortdeas of this
period within the study area cannot be discounted.

Site number 02

Site name Union Bridge

NGR SJ 8445 9934

Site type Bridge

Period Post-medieval, eighteenth century onwards

SMR No 11696.1.0

Stat. Designation Listed Building No. 458831

Sources Green’s map 1794

Description A small public road bridge over the river Irk, ctmsted of

sandstone ashlar blocks, forming a single segmeartdi span
with plain voussoirs. It has no parapet, but doesrporate iron
railings along the south side. It is depicted oredbrs map of
1794, and is probably of a late eighteenth-cendas.

Assessment The site lies beyond the boundary of the Schemea,Azad the
proposed development is likely to have a negligible
archaeological impact.

Site number 03

Site name Cat Nest Houses

NGR SJ 8424 9935

Site type Houses (Site of)

Period Post-medieval; sixteenth century onwards
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SMR No 11252.1.0

Stat. Designation None

Sources Green’s map 1794; Bancks and Co’s map 1831; Oren8ncvey
maps 1933 and 1962; Photograph MCL m05167

Description A row of three houses that certainly dated to thghteenth

century, but may be as early as the sixteenth ogntune of the
buildings may have been the George and Dragon Pphé.site
was altered when it became part of the Red Bani&pnd Axle
works in 1962, and few upstanding remains curresilyive.

Assessment The site lies beyond the boundary of the Schemea,Azad the
proposed development is likely to have a negligible
archaeological impact.

Site number 04

Site name Rope Manufactory

NGR SJ 8420 9935

Site type Building (Site of)

Period Nineteenth century

SMR No 11253.1.0

Stat. Designation None

Sources Green’s map 1794; Bancks and Co’s map 1831; Adsheadp
1851; Ordnance Survey maps 1915, 1933 and 1962

Description The site is visible on cartographic sources amg lmear feature

in the urban landscape, from which the rope wodslme dated to
1818-1905. The site was partly replaced by pubdithe during
the early twentieth century. Cartographic evidedeenonstrates
that three other ropery sites were active in them aturing the
nineteenth century, one to the north, one to théhreast and one
to the south of the site.

Assessment The site lies beyond the boundary of the Schemea,Aaad the
proposed development is likely to have a negligible
archaeological impact.

Site number 05

Site name Iron and Red Liquor Works

NGR SJ 8446 9941

Site type Building (Site of)

Period Industrial, early nineteenth century

SMR No -

Stat. Designation None

Sources Slater 1821

Description A listing in Slater's commercial directory of 18dists Robert

Green as an iron and red liquor manufacturer agigarves Street,
just to the south-east of the present site. Tleevaiis one of several
mid-nineteenth-century chemical works in the amanulatively
forming an important group of early chemical-mamtdang
plants in Manchester.
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Assessment The site lies beyond the boundary of the Schemea,Aamd the
proposed development is likely to have a negligdniehaeological
impact.

Site number 06

Site name Field Boundary

NGR SJ 84368 99421 — 84374 99381

Site type Site of

Period Post-medieval

SMR No -

Stat. Designation None

Sources Casson and Berry 174Green 1794

Description A field boundary aligned north/south across thetreemf the

study area, depicted clearly on Green’'s map of 114 also
appears to be shown on Casson and Berry’'s map 41.17
Subsequent historical mapping shows that it pedisas a
landscape feature until the late nineteenth century

Assessment The site lies across the centre of the Scheme Arehhas a good
potential for buried remains of high local signdfice. In
particular, the site may contain palaeoenvironmetgposits that
could provide evidence for the post-medieval laagsc
Development may have an archaeological impact, hwisidikely
to require mitigation prior to development.

Site number 07

Site name Workers’ Housing

NGR SJ 84346 99397

Site type Houses (Site of)

Period Early nineteenth century

SMR No -

Stat. Designation None

Sources Pigot's map 1819Bancks & Co’s map, 1831; Ordnance Survey
1850 and 1891.

Description A row of six properties fronting onto Roger Streesed largely

for residential purposes with some use as shopsookshops.
The properties at the north-western end of the aosvshown as
back-to-back houses on some maps (Bancks and Czhead),
but not on the Ordnance Survey maps of 1850 an@.18Be
detail shown on the 1850 and 1891 Ordnance Survapsm
suggests that these properties had cellars, althous)
unconfirmed.

Assessment The buildings had been demolished by 1952, and dite
redeveloped as an oil works. The footprint of thaldings,
however, has not been built upon, and is coveredemtly by
concrete hard standing. There is good potentiabiwied remains
of low local significance. Development may have an
archaeological impact, which is likely to requirétigation prior
to development.
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Site number 08

Site name Plaster of Paris Works

NGR SJ 84362 99408

Site type Building (Site of)

Period Nineteenth century

SMR No -

Stat. Designation None

Sources Pigot’s map 18190rdnance Survey 1850; Ordnance Survey 1892
Description A small block of buildings on the north side of Remgton’s

court, marked as a plaster of Paris works on tldn@rce Survey
map of 1850. The works is not listed in any conterapy trade
directories (Pigot and Slater 1841; Slater 1850¢gesting that it
was a short-lived enterprise. The building appearBave been
remodelled, or rebuilt, by 1890, and may have bssrupied by
the adjacent oil works (SitEl) by 1909. Demolished by 1920.

Assessment The buildings had been demolished by 1952, and dite
redeveloped as an oil works. The footprint of thaldings,
however, has not been built upon, and is coveredegmtly by
concrete hard standing. There is potential forduzluiemains of
low local significance, which may be affected by throposed
development.

Site number 09

Site name Rope Manufactory

NGR SJ 84388 99422

Site type Rope walk (Site of)

Period Nineteenth century

SMR No -

Stat. Designation None

Sources Bancks & Co’s map, 1831

Description A ropery depicted on Bancks and Co’s map of 183imfrises a

rope walk extending north/south along the eastarhqf the site,
connected to a small rectangular building frontmgto Roger
Street. It is likely that this housed the rope-vingdmechanism,
although it unknown how this was powered. The rpmrpears
to have been short lived; two rope manufacturezdisted at Red
Bank in Pigot’'s trade directory for 1828-9, althbugo precise
address is given, but neither are listed in Pigod &later’s
directory for 1841. The site is absent from the rarte Survey
map of 1850, and redeveloped by 1892.

Assessment The development of the site during the late ningteeentury
will have almost certainly destroyed all remaingha# rope walk,
although any buried remains of the power featusss@ated with
the winding mechanism would be of archaeologictdrast. The
proposed development may therefore have an impaet small
element of the site.
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Site number 10

Site name Workers’ Housing

NGR SJ 84348 99406

Site type Houses (Site of)

Period Mid-nineteenth century

SMR No -

Stat. Designation None

Sources Adshead’s map 1851; Ordnance Survey 1850, 1892 822
Description A row of three workers’ houses fronting onto Brigiht Street

along the western boundary of the study area. taildof the

Ordnance Survey maps of 1850 and 1891 does not stmyw
cellar lights. Houses demolished after 1922, and #ite

redeveloped as an oil works, with a new buildingcéxd on the
footprint of the houses.

Assessment The development of the site during the twentiethtuwey is likely
to have destroyed all remains of the houses. Thmpgsed
development is therefore likely to have a negligibl
archaeological impact.

Site number 11

Site name Oil and Tallow Refinery

NGR SJ 84387 99434

Site type Building (Site of)

Period Late nineteenth century

SMR No -

Stat. Designation None

Sources Ordnance Survey map, 1892

Description An oil and tallow factory dating to the mid-187@sgmprising

four rectangular buildings arranged around a céermoartyard,
accessed from Brown Street via a covered entravee=vidence
for the works having incorporated any steam-povantp Factory
demolished by 1906. Site used as a timber yard hiey nmid-
twentieth century, and latterly as a depot. Thetreérrourtyard
area does not appear to have been developed tlvolte site’s
history, raising the possibility that elements lo¢ {post-medieval
rural landscape may survivén-situ beneath modern hard-
standing.

Assessment There is potential for buried remains of low losagnificance,
which may be affected by the proposed developnidrd.remains
potentially include structural elements of the aid tallow
factory, and palaeoenvironmental deposits providiviglence for
the post-medieval landscape.
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5. SIGNIFICANCE OF THE REMAINS

5.1

5.1.1

5.1.2

5.2

5.2.1

INTRODUCTION

In total, 11 sites of archaeological interest wedentified during the
assessment (Table 4), of which six lie within tlefdary of the Scheme Area
(Fig 9). None of these sites included Scheduled Wments, although one site
(Union Street Bridge, Sit@2) is designated as of architectural or historical
significance as a Listed Building. The Scheme Arganot a designated
Conservation Area, a Registered Battlefield, oegiRered Park and Garden.

All of the other sites identified are non-statut@yd, with the exception of
one site from the early medieval period (Sifi¢, are post-medieval or later in
date. All of the sites within the boundary of the@mosed Scheme Area are
nineteenth-century in date except Si& which is of probable post-medieval
origin.

Site | Type Below-ground/ | Period Area located
earthworks
01 | Funerary Urn Findspot Anglo-Saxon Red Bank, poorly
located but probably
outside of site
02 | Union Bridge Extant bridge Late eighteenth | Across river Irk,
century outside of site
03 | Three houses Below-ground Sixteenth centyrRed Bank, outside
onwards of site
04 | Rope Manufactory Below-ground Eighteenth Red Bank, outside
century of site
05 | Iron and Red Liquor | Below-ground Early nineteenth | Hargreaves Street,
Works century outside of site
06 | Field boundary Below-ground Post-medieval Crossegearit
site
07 | Workers’ housing Below-ground Early nineteenthh Within south-
century western part of site
08 | Industrial works Below-ground Early nineteenthl Within south-
century western part of site
09 | Ropery Below-ground Mid-nineteenth | Cross eastern part gf
century site
10 | Workers’ housing Below-ground Mid-nineteenth | Within western part
century of site
11 | Oil and tallow works | Below-ground Late nineteenth| Within northern part
century of site

Table 4: Summary of gazetteer sites

CRITERIA

There are a number of different methodologies uged assess the
archaeological significance of sites; that to bedubere is the ‘Secretary of
State’s criteria for scheduling ancient monumewtsich is included as Annex
4 of PPG 16 (DoE 1990). The sites previously ligtgection 4above) were
each considered using the criteria, with the resagtow.
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5.2.2

5.2.3

5.24

5.2.5

5.2.6

5.2.7

5.2.8

Period: the earliest known site within the environs of #tedy area is a
funerary urn of Anglo-Saxon date (Sidd), although this is poorly located.
The sites within the boundary of the Scheme Area al early nineteenth
century onwards, with the exception of the fieldubdary (Site06). This
cannot be dated with any precision, although islyiko be of post-medieval
origin.

Rarity: the study area contains three sites which canobsigdered to be of
regional rarity:

. the Anglo-Saxon funerary urn (Sifd);

. the field boundary (Site 06) offers some potential for
palaeoenvironmental deposits to survive, which npagvide rare
evidence for the pre-industrial landscape of tleaar

. the ropery (SiteD9) represents a type of industrial site that hasbee
virtually eradicated from the urban landscape, desps commercial
importance during the nineteenth century, and lgaepresented in
the archaeological record.

Documentation: the historical development of the study area fritv@ late
eighteenth century can be traced reasonably wath fcartographic sources,
and the occupants and uses of the various comrhgr@mises may be
identified from the sequence of available tradeedwories. Further
documentary research would undoubtedly furnish tewdil evidence,
including more precise dating of the constructidnthe relevant buildings,
although this is unlikely to alter the outline prated in this assessment.
Conversely, there is virtually no documentationdotivity on the site prior to
the eighteenth century.

Group value: the sites within the study area form part of theustrial
archaeology of the Irk valley, which would both qaement and offer
comparison with similar remains known within othgairts of Manchester,
such as Ancoats. Any palaeoenvironmental deposigg tould provide
evidence for the pre-industrial landscape wouldesgnt a key element of the
group value.

Survival/Condition: there no survival of above-ground archaeologicalaias
within the Scheme Area. The extent to which anyidalrarchaeological
remains survive beneath the modern ground suraemknown. It is likely,
however, that the foundations of early nineteemthtary workers’ housing
(Site 07) survive in the south-western part of the sitejlsttelements of the
field boundary (Sit®6) and the ropery winding house (Si® may survive in
the central and southern parts of the site. Sifgjlathe former central
courtyard of the oil and tallow works (Sild) does not appear to have ever
been developed, offering some potential for undigd soil horizons to
survivein-situ.

Fragility: any surviving buried remains may be adversely ctéi by
development, and are considered to be both fragild vulnerable to
development.

Diversity: the remains relate mainly to industrial, commdraiad associated
residential use from the early nineteenth centaitiiough Site€d6 and the part
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5.2.9

5.3
5.3.1

5.3.2

5.3.3

of Site 11 offer some potential to provide palaeoenvironmleatédence for
the pre-industrial landscape.

Potential: all sites have the potential to reveal specifforimation that is not
available from other sources. S@é would seem to offer good potential for
archaeological remains, and specifically palaeoenmental deposits. Map
regression analysis has shown that short sectibtiseofield boundary may
never have been developed, indicating some poldotidburied remains to
survive. Similarly, elements of the northern pdrtte site do not appear to
have been developed, offering some potential falistarbed soil horizons to
survive in-situ. There is also good potential for the foundatiaisearly
nineteenth-century workers’ housing to survive €3i%), whilst twentieth-
century redevelopment may have destroyed partheofdpery (Sit€d9) and
the workers’ housingSite 10 on the western boundary of the site.

SIGNIFICANCE

The archaeological sites identified within the bdany of the Scheme Area
are considered to be of either Local/Borough (Si& or Low Local
Importance (Site67- 11).

Table 5 shows the sensitivity of archaeologicassgcaled in accordance with
its relative importance using the following ternes the cultural heritage and
archaeology issues, with guideline recommendafiona mitigation strategy.

Importance Examples of Site Type Mitigation

National Scheduled Monuments (SMs), Grade | and| ITFo be avoided
Listed Buildings

Regional/County Conservation Areas, Registered PamkisGardens Avoidance
(Statutory Designated Sites), Grade Il Listedecommended
Buildings

Sites and Monuments Record/Histor
Environment Record

c

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

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

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

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

Negligible Sites or features with no significant wal or| Avoidance

interest unnecessary

Table 5: Criteria used to determine Importance itdsS

All of the archaeological sites identified withihet boundary of the Scheme
Area are considered to be of either Local/Boroug§he(06) or Low Local
importance (SitesO7 - 11). The archaeological sites identified in the
immediate environs of the scheme area are considevebe of either
Regional/County or Local/Borough importance.
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6. IMPACT AND ASSESSMENT

6.1

6.1.1

6.1.2

6.1.3

IMPACT

In its Planning Policy Guidanddote 16 the Department of the Environment
(DoE) advises that archaeological remains are aimally diminishing
resource and ‘should be seen as finite, and noarable resource, in many
cases, highly fragile and vulnerable to destructigrpropriate management is
therefore essential to ensure that they survivgowd condition. In particular,
care must be taken to ensure that archaeologicedins are not needlessly or
thoughtlessly destroyed'. It has been the intentibthis study to identify the
archaeological potential of the study area, andessssthe impact of
redevelopment, thus allowing the advice of the BwBe enacted upon.

Assessment of impact has been achieved by thenvolgpmethod:

e assessing any potential impact and the significaricihe effects arising
from redevelopment;

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

« outlining suitable mitigation measures, where gduesiat this stage, to
avoid, reduce or remedy adverse archaeologicaldtapa

The impact is assessed in terms of the sensitbritynportance of the site to
the magnitude of change or potential scale of impdaring future
redevelopment scheme. The magnitude, or scale whpact is often difficult
to define, but will be termed as substantial, matieslight, or negligible, as
shown in Table 6.

Scale of Impact | 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 andlitgra heritage of
archaeological value/historical context and setting

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

cultural heritage or archaeological value/histdraamtext and setting.

Table 6: Criteria used to determine Scale of Impact
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6.1.4 The interaction of the scale of impact (Table &) #me perceived importance
of the archaeological site (Table 5) produce theaat significance. This may
be calculated by using the matrix shown in Table 7:

Resource Value Scale of Impact Upon Archaeological Site

Importan . : -
(Importance) Substantial | Moderate Slight Negligible
National Major Major Intermediate/ | Neutral

Minor
Regional/County | Major Major/ Minor Neutral
Intermediate
Local/Borough Intermediate | Intermediate Minor Neutral
Low Local Intermediate | Minor Minor/ Neutral
/ Minor Neutral
Negligible Neutral Neutral Neutral Neutral

Table 7: Impact Significance Matrix

6.1.5 The extent of any previous disturbance to buriezthagological levels is an
important factor is assessing the potential impdctedevelopment. This is
largely unattested, although there is potential dgnificant archaeological
remains of the post-medieval rural landscape (@)e and early nineteenth-
century workers’ dwellings (Sit@7).

6.2 IMPACT ASSESSMENT

6.2.1 Following on from the above considerationg s$ignificance of impact has
been determined as substantial based on an assurtipdt there will be earth-
moving works or piling associated with the develemm The results are

summarised in Table 8.

Site Importance Impact Significance of Impact
01 Regional/County Negligible Neutral

02 Regional/County Negligible Neutral

03 Regional/County Negligible Neutral

04 Local/Borough Negligible Neutral

05 Local/Borough Negligible Neutral

06 Local/Borough Substantial Intermediate

07 Low Local Substantial Intermediate

08 Low Local Substantial Intermediate

09 Low Local Substantial Intermediate/Minor
10 Low Local Negligible Neutral

11 Low Local Substantial Intermediate/Minor

Table 8: Assessment of the impact significanceeeéldpment on each site
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6.3  STANDING REMAINS

6.3.1 The study area does not contain any standing bgdior archaeological
significance. Redevelopment of the site will natréfore have a direct impact
on any extant structures within the Scheme Ared,itis considered unlikely
that development will have an indirect impact ote 82

6.4 SUB-SURFACE REMAINS

6.4.1 Redevelopment of the site may have a direct negatiwact on buried
remains in the study area, involving their damagedestruction as a result of
ground-reduction works or the excavation of sentiemches. The extent of
any negative impact can only be established oreenditure and depth of the
sub-surface archaeological resource has been pliysitvestigated.
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7. CONCLUSION

7.1

7.1.1

7.1.2

7.2

7.2.1

1.2.2

7.2.3

INTRODUCTION

Current legislation draws a distinction betweenhasological remains of
national importance and other remains considerdatof lesser significance.
Those perceived to be of national importance mguire preservatiom-situ,
whilst those of lesser significance may undergs@neation by record, where
high local or regional significance can be demaistt.

No sites have been identified within the proposedetbpment area that may
be considered as being of national importance laaicktore merit preservation
in-situ. However, the study area has a potential to contaisitu buried
remains of Local/Borough importance. As such, icoagance with current
planning policy guidance, these would require pregt@n by record should
they be directly affected by future developmentposals. The scope and
details of any archaeological recording require@dwance of redevelopment
would be devised by the County Archaeologist fore&er Manchester,
although in general terms, it may be anticipateat,tin the first instance, a
programme of archaeological evaluation will be ezl

ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION

It is envisaged that a limited programme of archagoal evaluation will be
required in advance of any development works witlie study area. The
primary objectives of any such evaluation wouldtbesstablish to presence,
character, date and extent of any buried remamsatticular, any surviving
remains of the field boundary (Sit@6) that crosses the site, the early
nineteenth-century workers’ housing (Sii&) along the southern-western
boundary, and the ropery winding house (88gare likely to be priorities.

Intrusive investigation of Sit@6 is likely to be targeted at establishing the
presence or absence of palaeoenvironmental depdsies archaeobotanical
record in the north-west of England for the latedieeal and post-medieval
periods is very sparse (Hall and Huntley 2007, 2d¢Neil and Newman
2006, 148), and more research is needed to reachsirban and rural
environments and for information on the exploitatiof plants and animals
(Newman and McNeil, 2007, 119). Recent archaeokbgiork in the Ancoats
area of Manchester revealed a short section oéld boundary depicted on
Green’s map of 1794, provided rare evidence forrthral landscape of the
area (Miller and Wild 2007, 152).

Recent archaeological work in other parts of Mastdre including Piccadilly
(OA North 2006), Ancoats (OA North 2005; OA Nortb@; UMAU 2007,
OA North 2008a), and Salford (OA North 2008b) hdeeonstrated the value
of investigating the remains of workers’ housingddhe present study area
includes the sites of early examples.
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7.2.4 A summary of the site-specific recommendationgésented in Table 9:

Site Type Period Impact Recommendations
01 Funerary Urn Anglo-Saxon Unlikely to be | None
affected
02 Union Bridge Late eighteenth| Will not be None
century affected
03 Three houses Sixteenth Will not be None
century onwardg affected
04 Rope Eighteenth Will not be None
Manufactory century affected
05 Iron and Red Early nineteenth| Will not be None
Liguor Works century affected
06 Field boundary Post-medieval May be affected Evalwattienching,
with emphasis on
palaeoenvironmental
potential.
07 Workers’ housing| Early nineteenthMay be affected| Evaluation trenching,
century which should aim to
establish the presence
of any internal
structures and cellars.
08 Industrial works Early nineteenth May be affected| Evaluation trenching,
century which should aim to
establish the presence
of any structural
remains and
palaeoenvironmental
deposits.
09 Ropery Mid-nineteenth | May be affected| Evaluation trenching,
century which should aim to
establish the presence
of any features within
the winding house.
10 Workers’ housing| Mid-nineteenth| Unlikely to be None
century affected
11 Oil and tallow Late nineteenth | May be affected| Evaluation trenching,
refinery century which should aim to
establish the presence
of any structural
remains and
palaeoenvironmental
deposits.

Table 9:

Summary of site-specific recommendations
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