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SUMMARY

Manchester City Football Club is presently devisprgposals to extend the Etihad
Stadium in East Manchester (centred on NGR 386885 15). The proposals allow

for an expansion of the South Stand and the NarihdSto increase the capacity of
the Stadium. In order to facilitate the planninggass, Oxford Archaeology North

was commissioned to carry out an archaeologicaéft-dased assessment of the Site
Area. This was intended to establish as far asilplesshe nature and significance of
the sub-surface archaeological resource withiratlea of the proposed development,
and to establish the impact of any future develagnugon this resource. The data
generated from the assessment is intended to graridnformed basis regarding the
significance of any archaeological heritage assétsn the site.

In total, 38 heritage assets have been identifigldl &250m radius of the centre of the
Site Area, which include four Listed Buildings. addition, elements of Philips Park,
a Registered Park and Garden, lies with the naatiteen part of the wider study area,
although the proposed development is outside tregdated area. Of the total
heritage assets identified, only 15 lie within thmundary of the Site Area. None of
these are afforded statutory designation, andhare ot considered to be of national
importance that would require preservatiossitu.

Most of the heritage assets within the Site Area @nsidered to be of low local
archaeological importance, reflecting the known psobable extent of previous
damage or disturbance. A few sites are considerdaketof local, or even borough
importance, which may merit preservation by recaldould they be damaged or
destroyed by future development. In particular, Bagied remains of mid-nineteenth-
century back-to-back dwellings situated adjacerh&North Stand would potentially
be of archaeological interest, as they represeéamtebleamples of this type of domestic
building in the Manchester area. Other sites ohagological interest that could
potentially survive as buried remains include sneé#iments of the mid-nineteenth-
century Bradford Iron Works, and part of a formeservoir that formed an early
component of the infrastructure developed by thendhaster and Salford Water
Works Company, although it is not anticipated thate will be any ground-breaking
works in these areas.

The requirement for any further archaeological stigation of the Site Area in
advance, or during, the proposed development wobelased on a recommendation
by the Greater Manchester Archaeological Advisogyvige, which provides advice
on planning applications to Manchester City Coundibwever, pending final design
proposals, and the extent of ground-breaking wadsociated with the development,
it is anticipated that a programme of archaeoldgio@estigation of the mid-
nineteenth-century back-to-back dwellings may beted: This may take the form of
a watching brief during the ground works necessitdty the development, or targeted
evaluation trenching in advance of developmentu&hsignificant remains be found
that would be damaged or destroyed by the futureldpment of the site, these may
require further excavation work to ensure preséadty record.

For the use of the BDP and MCFC © OA North November 2013
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1. INTRODUCTION

11

111

1.1.2

1.2

1.2.1

1.2.2

1.2.3

CIRCUMSTANCESOF PROJECT

Manchester City Football Club (MCFC) is presentlgviding proposals to
extend the Etihad Stadium in East Manchester fedeio hereafter as the Site
Area). The current proposals allow for an expansibthe South Stand of the
Stadium from a capacity of 47,500 to a maximum imalgy capacity of
54,000, and an extension of the North Stand toess® the capacity from
54,000 to a maximum match-day capacity of 60,000.

In order to facilitate the process, BDP, acting behalf of MCFC,
commissioned Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) tarry out an
archaeological desk-based assessment of the S#@ Ahis was intended to
establish as far as possible, the nature and mignde of the sub-surface
archaeological resource within the area, and tesasthe impact of any future
development upon this resource. The data genefeted the assessment is
intended to provide an informed basis regarding shgnificance of any
archaeological heritage assets within the site, thnd inform the planning
process.

LoCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The Site Area (centred on NGR 386800 398515) igagetd within the
Bradford area of Manchester, which lies some 1.%&nthe east of the city
centre (Fig 1). It is bounded by Alan Turing Waytte west, the Ashton
Canal to the north, Rowsley Street and the Regidtlaletics Arena to the
west, and Ashton New Road to the south (Plate 1).

The Site Area is located at the heart of the Et@@achpus (formerly known as
Eastlands), which is at the centre of East Manehe$he Etihad Campus is a
large area of formerly heavy industrial land tisapart way through a dramatic
transformation. Other developments within the Casnjmelude the Regional
Tennis Centre, the Regional Athletics Arena, thdodWeme, the National
Squash Centre and the new Indoor BMX Arena.

The Campus is surrounded by a mixture of commerarad residential

development, which includes the neighbourhoods ekvlack, Clayton,

Openshaw and Miles Platting. The historic PhilipskHs located to the north-
east, and the Sport City District Centre, includiagg Asda superstore, is
located to the east. The new City Football Acadg@iFA) development,

which is currently under construction, is locatedtie south-west of the site.
There is also a car dealership located immediatellge south-west of the Site
Area.

For the use of the BDP and MCFC © OA North November 2013
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Plate 1: Aerial view of the Etihad Stadium, showiing indicative boundary of the Site Area

1.2.4 Topography: topographically, the Manchester Conurbation aggion lies
within an undulating lowland basin, which is boudd®y the Pennine uplands
to the east and to the north. The region as a wtmigprises the Mersey river
valley, whilst the rivers Irwell, Medlock, and Irkepresent the principal
watercourses in Manchester (Countryside Commiské®8, 125).

1.2.5 The Site Area, however, is situated close to theth®wyn bank of the river
Medlock. It lies at a height of approximately 60fnoae Ordnance Datum
(aOD) and, in broad terms, is fairly level, witttédised variations that are the
direct result of recent landscaping schemes.

1.2.6 Geology: Bradford lies on the Manchester Coalfield, whictteads for some
6.5km through East Manchester, and is up to 2.5kie wt is enclosed almost
entirely by strata of red sandstone, which separtite Manchester Coalfield
from the South-West Lancashire and Oldham coaHielthe Upper Coal
Measures form the highest commercially viable befishe coalfield, and
comprises two thin seams of coal between bandshales, limestone and
sandstones. The overlying drift incorporates Rbeiste boulder clays of
glacial origin, and sands, gravels, and clayswfidltile/lacustrine origin (Hall
et al1995, 8).

For the use of the BDP and MCFC © OA North November 2013
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1.3 STATUTORY SITES

1.3.1 The Site Area does not contain any heritage adisatsare afforded statutory
protection, such as Scheduled Monuments, ListetdBugis, or any Registered
Parks and Gardens. However, there are four List@tdiBgs within a 250m
radius of the Site Area boundary, whilst part ofllipb Park, a Grade Il
Registered Park and Garden, also lies within a 2&@hus (Fig 2).

1.3.2 The four Listed Buildings are all associated witle tAshton-under-Lyne
Canal, which takes a route immediately to the noftthe Site Area (Fig 2).
The designated buildings comprise two locks, adaidnd a lock keeper’s
cottage.

1.3.3 Philips Park, together with Queen’s Park in Mantdresind Peel Park in
Salford, were all established at public expense sisgle enterprise, and were
the first three public parks in the Manchester afdegey were designed by
Joshua Major (1786-1866) following an open compmetjit and opened
consecutively on the same day in August 1846. pthiPark was afforded
statutory designation as a Registered Park ande@and2001.

1.3.4 English Heritage compiles a non-statutory RegisteParks and Gardens of
Special Historic Interest to highlight the existermf such areas to highway
and planning authorities in order that they carctasidered for safeguarding
during the planning for developments. The gradiggtesn used for listed
buildings applies to parks and gardens

1.3.5 It is important to consider impact of the proposiedelopment on the setting
of these designated assets. Whilst this has nat Gsgessed in detail during
the present study, the impact on the historicrsgif the Listed Buildings and
the Registered Park and Garden is unlikely to leatgr than negligible, as the
proposals allow for limited extension of an exigtstructure.

For the use of the BDP and MCFC © OA North November 2013
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2. METHODOLOGY

21

211

2.1.2

DESK-BASED ASSESSMENT

The archaeological assessment has focused on tee A%ea, although
information for a 250m radius has been consideredrder to provide an
essential contextual background. The assessment eeaged out in
accordance with the relevant IfA and English Hgetaguidelines (IfA 2011,
Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Desk-bagetessmentsfA
2010 Code of ConductEnglish Heritage 2006Management of Research
Projects in the Historic EnvironmerfMoRPHE)). The principal sources of
information consulted were historical and modermpsyalthough published
and unpublished secondary sources were also regiewhe following
repositories were consulted during the data-gatgesrocess:

. Greater Manchester Historic Environment Record (HER): the HER
holds data on the historic environment for Gresanchester, including
Listed Buildings, all known archaeological sitelgng with the location
and results of previous archaeological intervertiona linked GIS and
database format. The HER was consulted to estathieslextent of sites
of archaeological and historic interest within #tedy area;

. Lancashire County Record Office (LRO), Preston: holds copies of
mapping for the Manchester area, as well as aatale of secondary
sources about the city and its suburbs;

. Greater Manchester Record Office, Manchester (GMRO): the
catalogue of the Greater Manchester Record Offies searched for
information relating to the study area, and relévkata was incorporated
into the report;

. Archives and Local Studies, Manchester Central Library (MCL): the
catalogue of the Archives and Local Studies sectbrManchester
Central Library was searched for information relgtio the study area,
although the library is presently closed to the liguland could not
therefore be visited;

. Local Studies Unit at Manchester Central Library: the local studies
unit was consulted for information pertinent to #tedy area;

. Museum of Science and Industry, Manchester: the catalogue of the
Museum of Science and Industry archives was sedrdranformation
relating to the study area, and relevant data wesrporated into the
report;

. Oxford Archaeology North: OA North has an extensive archive of
secondary sources relevant to the study area, pacating both
published work and unpublished client reports.

All archaeological sites in the Site Area and witlai radius of 250m have
been included in the Site Gazette®e¢tion 4Fig 2).

For the use of the BDP and MCFC © OA North November 2013
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221

222

2.2.3

ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY

The results of the assessment have identified ilgeifisance of the
archaeological resource of the Site Area. In otd@ssess the potential impact
of any future development, consideration has b&endzd to:

. assessing in detail any impact and the significaridbe effects arising
from any future development of the Site Area;

. reviewing the evidence for past impacts that mayehaffected the
archaeological sites of interest identified duringe desk-based
assessment;

. outlining suitable mitigation measures, where gdaesat this stage, to
avoid, reduce, or remedy adverse impacts.

Such impacts on the identified archaeological sitay be:

. positive or negative;

. short, medium or long term;
. direct or indirect;

. reversible or irreversible.

Key impacts have been identified as those that dvqatentially lead to a

change to the archaeological site. Each potentiphct has been determined
as the predicted deviation from the baseline cam in accordance with

current knowledge of the site and the proposed Idpaeent. Table 1 shows

the sensitivity of the site scaled in accordancth\ts relative importance

using the following terms for the cultural heritagad archaeology issues,
with guideline recommendations for a mitigatiorastgy.

Importance Examples of Site Type Mitigation

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

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

Sites and Monuments Record/Histori
Environment Record

c

Local/Borough Sites with a local or borough archagimal value| Avoidance  not
or interest 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 archaeological v&lu Avoidance  not

Sites that are so badly damaged that too Itt%nwsaged

remains to justify inclusion into a higher grade

Negligible Sites or features with no significanttseological| Avoidance
value or interest unnecessary

Table 1: Criteria used to determine Importance ¢S

For the use of the BDP and MCFC © OA North November 2013
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2.2.4 The impact is assessed in terms of the sensitdfithe site to the magnitude
of change or scale of impact during any future vettgment scheme. The
magnitude, or scale of an impact is often diffidoldefine, but will be termed
as substantial, moderate, slight, or negligiblestasvn in Table 2.

Scale of I mpact Description

Substantial Significant change in environmentaldest
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 contexd setting.

Moderate Significant change in environmental fagtors

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

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

Negligible Negligible change or no material changethe site or feature. No real
change in our ability to understand and appredteeresource and its
cultural heritage or archaeological value/histdrazmntext and setting.

Table 2: Criteria used to determine Scale of Impact

2.2.5 The interaction of the scale of impact (Table 2) dhe importance of the
archaeological site (Table 1) produce the impaghiBcance. This may be
calculated by using the matrix shown in Table 3:

Resource Value Scale of Impact Upon Archaeological Site
(Importance) |'q \ santial | 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 3: Impact Significance Matrix

2.2.6 The impact significance category for each iderdiferchaeological site of
interest will also be qualified, and recommendetgation measures will be
provided, where possible at this stage, to impdbtg are of moderate
significance or above; any measures to reducerapgét will be promoted in
the report. It is also normal practice to statet tingpacts above moderate
significance are regarded as significant impactsis|important that the
residual impact assessment takes into consideraten ability of the
mitigation to reduce the impact, and its likely sess.

For the use of the BDP and MCFC © OA North November 2013
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2.2.7

2.3
231

2.3.2

It is also considered important to attribute a lenfeconfidence by which the
predicted impact has been assessed. For the puogbdkes assessment, the
criteria for these definitions are set out in thielé below.

Confidencein Predictions

Confidence L evel Description

High/Certain The predicted impact is either certarg direct impact, or believed
to be very likely to occur, based on reliable imfiation or previous
experience, and may be estimated at 95% chandgtoerh

Medium/Probable The probability can be estimateldet@above 50%, but below 95%,

Low/Unlikely The predicted impact and it levels doest estimates, generally
derived from the experience of the assessor. Mdmemation may|
be needed to improve the level of confidence, whigm be
estimated using the present information at abovebb%dess thar
50%.

Extremely Unlikely | The probability can be estimattdess than 5%.

Table 4: Impact Prediction Confidence

PLANNING BACKGROUND AND LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK

National Policy Framework: in considering any planning application for
development, local planning authorities are boupthle policy framework set
by government guidance. This guidance provides temahconsideration that
must be taken into account in development managemecisions, where
relevant. In accordance with central and local gowent policy, this
assessment has been prepared in order to claeifsttinly site’s archaeological
potential and to assess the need for any furthesuores to mitigate the impact
of the proposed development.

National planning policies on the conservationh# historic environment are
set out in National Planning Policy Framework (NPR#hich was published
by the Department of Communities and Local GovemniPCLG) in March
2012. Sites of archaeological or cultural heritaggificance that are valued
components of the historic environment and meriisaderation in planning
decisions are grouped as ‘heritage assets’; ‘ligritsssets are an irreplaceable
resource’, the conservation of which can bring ®vidsocial, cultural,
economic and environmental benefits...” (DCLG 20%2¢tion 12.126 The
policy framework states that the ‘significance afyderitage assets affected,
including any contribution made by their settingiosld be understood in
order to assess the potential impact (DCLG 2@&Eztion 12.128 In addition
to standing remains, heritage assets of archaealogiterest can comprise
sub-surface remains and, therefore, assessmenttd e undertaken for a
site that ‘includes or has the potential to includeritage assets with
archaeological interest’ (DCLG 2013ection 12.128

For the use of the BDP and MCFC © OA North November 2013
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2.3.3

234

2.3.5

NPPF draws a distinction between designated heritagsets and other
remains considered to be of lesser significanagagweight should be given
to the asset's conservation. The more important abset, the greater the
weight should be...substantial harm to or loss ofrad& Il Listed Building,
Park or Garden should be exceptional. Substantamhto or loss of
designated heritage assets of the highest signd&aincluding scheduled
monuments, protected wreck sites, battlefields,d&ra and II* Listed
Buildings and Grade | and II* Registered Parks #&wardens and World
Heritage Sites, should be wholly exceptional’ (DCRG12,Section 12.13R2
Therefore, preservation-situ is the preferred course in relation to such sites
unless exception circumstances exist.

It is normally accepted that non-designated sitdisbe preserved by record,

in accordance with their significance and the mtagi@ of the harm to or loss

of the site as a result of the proposals, to ‘awsigninimise conflict between
the heritage asset’s conservation and any aspettieoproposals’ (DCLG
2012, Section 12.120 Non-designated heritage assets of archaeological
interest will also be subject to the policies rgedrfor designated heritage
assets if they are of equivalent significance toedaled monuments (DCLG
2012;Section 12.13p

Setting: the historic setting of a site also needs to kertanto account when
considering any development proposals, and whetercharacter of that
setting will sustain any impact as a result of depment.

For the use of the BDP and MCFC © OA North November 2013
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3. BACKGROUND

31

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

3.1.1 The following section provides an historical contexthe present study, and

is considered by period as detailed in Table 5WwekKey sites are summarised
in the Gazetteer of Sites with numbers given irckets Section 4, and are
mapped on Figure 2.

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 15401750

Industrial Period

cAD1750 — 1914

3.1.2

3.1.3

Modern Post-1914

Table 5: Summary of British archaeological peri@aal date ranges

Prehistoric period: the current understanding of any activity in the
Manchester area during the prehistoric period @& palithough it is reasonable
to suggest that the Castlefield area in the ceoitrhe city may have been
conducive for late prehistoric settlement on actairthe natural topography
and its riverside location. However, physical irdions for any such
settlement are, at best, fragmentary, and thereoiknown evidence for
prehistoric activity in proximity to the Site ArédMAU 2000).

Roman period: evidence for Roman activity in the vicinity of tdte Area is
similarly lacking. The first military occupation ®élanchester was established
during the governorship of Agricola (AD 77-84), atmmmenced with a five-
acre wooden fort, known aMamucium which was established in the
Castlefield area of the city (Brunton 1909). Durthg second century, the fort
was developed in association with a substantidlianv settlement, owicus
which expanded in both a northerly direction, atmh@ the line of Chester
Road to the south (Grealey 1974, 11). Roads framfdlt linked Manchester
with Ribchester to the north, Castleshaw, Slack ¥onck to the north-east,
Wigan to the north-west, Northwich and Chesteht south (Gregory 2007),
and Buxton to the south-east. The route of the toadastleshaw, Slack and
York has been projected as running on a line so@len®to the north-west of
the Scheme Area, while a third-century coin is reggbto have been found in
Philips Park. However, this Roman coin was an tedldind, and there is no
additional evidence for any Roman settlement irdBrad (UMAU 2000).

For the use of the BDP and MCFC
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3.14

3.1.5

3.1.6

3.1.7

3.1.8

Early medieval period: there is scant archaeological evidence in theoregs
a whole that represents the period between theoktilte Roman occupation
and the Norman Conquest. The area around Mancheatee under the
control of several kingdoms during this period AB 620, Edwin conquered
and occupied Manchester, and it may have beensatittie that settlement in
the town was established around the cathedral dFamd Brownbill 1911).
However, there is no known evidence for any humetivity during this
period in the Site Area or its immediate vicinity.

Medieval period: the Site Area is located within the historic towwps of
Bradford, which is documented from the 1160s. Tamea is believed to have
derived from OIld English, and means ‘wide ford'id may refer to a crossing
point over the River Medlock at the end of Mill &t, which lies a short
distance to the north-east of the Site Area (MiBg6, 66; Crofton 1905, 385).
During this period, the area is likely to have coisgd a mixture of wood land
and good pasture, with water meadows alongsid&iber Medlock (Cooper
2002, 30). Local tradition maintains that wolvesl @agles once inhabited the
woodlands, and that honey production was part@tdbal economy, although
there is little firm evidence to corroborate sutdiros.

By the late thirteenth century, Bradford formedtdrthe demesne land of the
lords of Manchester. Settlement during this pensdikely to have been
focused around Bradford Old Hall (Si8), although the origin of this manor
house is not entirely clear. The hall is not memin surveys of the demesne
land carried out in 1282 and 1322, suggesting ithagy not have been built
by that date (UMAU 2000). However, it seems possthhat the hall was built
between the 1330s and 1350s, when the manor of@ddcadias held by John
de Salford of Wakerley (Worsley). The manor wasnggd to Thomas de
Booth of Barton by the lord of Manchester in 13%id,an the early 1360s, de
Booth also bought out the Wakerley family. Contenapp documents refer to
a ‘messuage’ or dwelling, indicating that the madlly have been extant by that
date. The manor house is also alluded to in 15emwJohn Booth was
recorded as having held the manor of Bradford tadbfton 1905, 399-404).

The final reference to the hall is provided by atrgin a rate book of 1717-8
(ibid), and it seems to have been demolished shortlgrvedirds. It was
replaced by a new manor house, which was builbéoniorth, on the southern
bank of the River Medlock. The site of the origifall and its moat is
depicted on a plan of Bradford dating to 1761, @itfh the actual hall is not
shown, suggesting that it had been demolished &lydate (Plate 2). Access
across the moat was via a bridge across its sodé) leading to the central
area that is depicted as covered by trees on #meqhl1761.

The plan of 1761 shows that the land around Bradf@ld Hall to have been
divided into several small plots, within which aeveral possible buildings.
The land to the south was divided into severaldafftelds, bounded to the
south and east by roads (later named Ashton Nevd Rod Mill Street). On

the east side of Mill Street two adjacent fields aamed as ‘New Coal Pit
Field" and ‘Further Coal Pit Field’. The undergraumine workings in the

‘Four Feet Seam’ are also marked on the plan, afthahis is almost certainly
later annotation.
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Plate 2: Copy of a plan of Bradford of 1761, shayvihe moat of Bradford Old Hall and the
location of local coal seams (reproduced from MiR&11)

3.1.9 A coal pitin the Bradford township is mentionedeasly as 1593, when it was
affected by flooding (Crofton 1905, 394-5). Coahes are again mentioned in
Bradford in 1607-8; and in 1611, 1622, and twicetha 1660s, individuals
were buried in Manchester parish church (now théné€tral) who had died as
a result of accidents at ‘Bradford coal pit' (Faresnd Brownbill 1911, 275;
Crofton 1904, 121-4; Hatcher 1993, 122).

3.1.10 Industrial period: the completion of the Ashton-under-Lyne Canal from
Ashton to Manchester in 1796 acted as a catalyst the industrial
development of the area. The canal took a routeednately to the north of
the present Site Area and, from cartographic ewwdeseemingly utilised part
of the moat of Bradford Old Hall as a side resarfoi a short section of the
canal between two locks. This arrangement is deghiclearly on a plan of the
area that is undated, but probably produced inetimy nineteenth century.
This map also depicts several mining shafts isatkea; two shafts are depicted
to the east of the moat, a third shaft is showhaatsistance to the west of the
moat, and another shaft is marked on the site ohtwlecame Bradford
Colliery (Site03).

3.1.11 Johnson’s map of 1820 show two coal pits with assed buildings on the
site of Bradford Colliery, and within the preserieSArea (Fig 3); at least one
of these buildings was probably for the winding rgélthe pits are likely to
have been owned by the Bradford Colliery Compartyichvis listed in a trade
directory for 1822 as the owner of a coal yard @awhkdon Street in the Ancoats
area of Manchester (Pigot 1822, 157).
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Plate 3: A plan probably dating to the early ninetéh century, showing the canal utilising

the former moat of Bradford Old Hall, together witbmerous coal pits, and the approximate
position of the indicative Site Area boundary (egtuced from Miller 2011)

3.1.12 The Bradford Colliery Company is referred to ine@mspaper article of 1835
(Manchester Times and GazettH) January 1835). By that date, it seems
likely that the colliery was owned by the firm ohdmas Porter & Co, which
is listed in a trade directory for 1834 as the omsred the coal yard on Newton
Street in Ancoats (Pigot 1834, 408). A newspapégclarprinted some eight
years later recounts an act of highway robbery,resteeman returning home
from his coal yards ‘was stunned by a violent blowthe forehead’. The
victim, Thomas Porter, is described as ‘a propriefccoal pits at the Bradford
Colliery’ (Preston Chronicleb February 1842).

3.1.13 Johnson’s map also shows a large reservoir in testesn part of the Site
Area, which was built by the Manchester and Salféfdterworks Company
(Site 05). This company was established in 1808, and lbedéervoirs on the
eastern fringe of Manchester at Beswick, Bradf@drton and Audenshaw.
These reservoirs cumulatively supplied two millgadlons of water per day to
the town, initially in stone pipes, although thessre replaced by iron pipes in
1817 (Parkinson-Bailey 2002, 39).

For the use of the BDP and MCFC © OA North November 2013



Etihad Stadium Extension, East Manchester, ManeheAtchaeological Desk-based Assessment 16

3.1.14 Census Returns for Bradford for 1841 provide irgeng information on the
socio-occupational make-up of Bradford. It is cldhat a considerable
proportion of the local male population were emplbyas coal miners at
Bradford Colliery, highlighting the importance diet colliery to the local
economy (Miller 2011). Bradford New Hall, which hegplaced the Old Hall
as the manor house, was described at this time‘ditapidated farmhouse’,
reinforcing the impression that the post-mediesabdlscape was being subject
to major changeManchester Guardigr26 August 1846).

3.1.15 The second half of the nineteenth century saw thergence of Bradford as
an important centre for ironworking and wire dragvifThe origin of these
industries locally can be traced to 1853, when &idhJohnson & Brother
purchased land adjacent to Bradford Colliery wité intention of building an
ironworks (Site10). This housed puddling furnaces to transform pani
produced in a blast furnace into wrought iron tltauld be used for
manufacturing wire. In addition to the puddling rfaces, the Bradford
Ironworks contained mechanical hammers and rohmilgs that were required
to process the iron ready for producing, or drawong wire (Miller 2011).

3.1.16 One of the early managers of the Bradford Ironwosles George Bedson,
who was responsible for the introduction of sevémgbortant technological
advances that revolutionised the wire-making ingush particular, in 1860,
Bedson introduced the first continuous galvanigtant. The success of this
new process led the firm to extend their works 864, and land on the west
side of Forge Lane was developed as a new galmgnpant (Sitell). At the
same time, the firm persuaded the Lancashire & 3furk Railway to build a
new goods yard (Sitd4) on adjacent land in return for guaranteeing a
minimum traffic of 200 tons per week to and frone ibonworks (Seth-Smith
1973).

3.1.17 It was during this period that William Johnson diadd, in 1865, Richard
Johnson decided to form a partnership with his eephleading to the
formation of Richard Johnson & Nephew. In that ydawilding on their
reputation for supplying the sheathing wire for fivet trans-Atlantic cable,
Richard Johnson & Nephew secured the contractgplguall the wire for the
Cincinnati Bridge in America. Hundreds of coilswaife, one-eighth of an inch
in diameter, were produced, each coil containingvben 12,000 and 16,000
feet of wire (Seth-Smith 1973, 58-64).

3.1.18 Bradford Ironworks was described in 1870 in anchgtiprinted in the
Manchester Evening Mes: ‘Now Bradford may be described as a thriving
industrial community. Nevertheless, it is, to speaildly not a nice place. If
Bradford were in the United States it would dougl@ave a daily newspaper
of its own, two large boarding houses and a barknddin England, however,
it has a public house, a Local Board of Health,ealical hall and several very
bad smells...the works at Bradford covers some 10D2oacres, and there are
employed between 500 and 600 hands. Twenty baleas aggregate of 800
horses power supply steam to ten engines of fronto2000 horses power
each. Thus, Johnsons is a small kingdom of itsel{Manchester Evening
News1870).
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3.1.19 The development of Bradford Colliery and Bradfamihiworks no doubt led to
the development of housing in Bradford and, by ¢nel of the nineteenth
century, the Site Area and its environs were dgngebpulated. In
consequence of the expanding local population tla@é@ssociated problems of
dealing with issues such as sanitation and draionage local scale, Bradford
applied to be incorporated within the city of Maaster during the 1880s
(Frangopulo 1962, 62). The area continued to exjianddustrial base during
the twentieth century, although industrial activivwas dominated by the
Bradford Colliery (Sited3) and the adjacent Bradford Ironworks (Sitésand
11).

3.1.20 Twentieth-century expansion and decline: in 1899 the Bradford Colliery
Company was formed as a limited company, and washpsed by the Fine
Cotton Spinners’ and Doublers’ Associatiomhé Times 25 May 1901),
although continued to trade as the Bradford Coahfany. Developments at
the colliery then included the deepening of the wlcast shaft (which then
became known as the Deep Pit) to 927 yards (847,66ith the bottom seam
of Crombouke coal being intersected at 2769’ 9"4(82m) from the surface
(Hayes 2004, 112). At that date, the colliery emptb404 men underground,
and 125 surface workers (Warrender 2007, 112). 9601 an extensive
electrical plant was installed, and a second shkaftwn as Parker Shaft (No
2), was sunk in 1906.

3.1.21In 1935, the colliery was purchased by Manchestetligfies Ltd, a
considerable concern which, by 1940, owned 14 minethe Lancashire
Coalfield. Several improvements were implementedomder to increase
productivity. This included the replacement of teerface plant, which
necessitated the demolition of several existingldings, including a
bricksworks that had been established in the e&8R0s (Miller 2011). As a
result, output from the colliery increased from BB/ tons in 1937 to
243,363 tons in 1940 (Hayes 2004, 114). Furtherrgerosation and
reconstruction of the pit was completed in 1958wikeer, the colliery began
to lose money in 1966, and final closure was anoednn 1968 The Times3
June 1968), although large reserves of the coahireed (Hayes 2004, 115;
Warrender 2007, 114). At that date, nearly 1,500ems were employed, and
daily output was averaging 2,130 tons of saleab#d. The winding gear was
demolished in 1973, and any other machinery, whigs considered not
worth salvaging, was buried on the site (Warrer2®€7, 115).

3.1.22 Bradford Ironworks continued to expand during tlaelyetwentieth century.
The outbreak of the First World War led to a risehe demand for wire, and
particularly barb wire. In order to meet this dewhaa new rod mill was built
at the ironworks. The company maintained their jamsiat the forefront of the
industry into the mid-twentieth century. In 1956e tfirm produced the major
portion of copper tape and steel armouring that wezsl in the construction of
the first trans-Atlantic telephone cable (Johnsod Hephew 1947). However,
in the face of increasing competition from oversaag works eventually
closed in the 1980s, and was demolished subseguentl
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3.2

3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

MAP REGRESSION ANALYSIS

The development of the Site Area may be traced ftbm sequence of
available historic mapping. Notwithstanding theheggenth-century plans of
the Bradford estate and coal workings, the eante&ible map that shows the
Study Area at a reasonable scale is William Johiesdfhap of the Parish of
Manchester which was published in 1820 (Fig 3). This mapwh the study
area during an early stage in the process of industevelopment. The Site
Area is largely undeveloped, although several dsgze buildings and
associated structure are shown. These include tangadar building in the
south-western corner of the Site Area (SitB, which may have been
associated with a circular feature (S0® that is annotated as a coal pit on
later mapping. Other coal pits and ancillary buig are shown in the eastern
part of the Site Area, representing the early dgwekent of Bradford Colliery
(Site 03). The only other building shown is an isolatedisture in the north-
eastern corner of the Site Area, which is annotatethter mapping as Oxley
Place (Sited4).

The most significant feature in the Site Area shawnJohnson’'s map is a
large reservoir that formed part of the infrastwetfor the Manchester and
Salford Water Works (Sit85). The Ashton-under-Lyne Canal is also shown
immediately adjacent to the northern boundary ef $lite Area, although the
Bradford branch canal (Si) had yet to be constructed.

Several roads in the area are also depicted onsdalm map. That
corresponding broadly with the eastern boundaryhef present Site Area
became known as Mill Street and, more recentlynAlaring Way. The road
running along the southern boundary was remodsildsequently as Ashton
New Road, which was opened in 1825 as a turnpikedsn Manchester and
Ashton-under-Lyne.

The next available survey of the study area is igex\ by the Bradford tithe
map of 1845, which shows further development of énea (Plate 4). The
branch of the canal leading southwards to theagllihad been constructed by
that date (Site6), extending southwards from the main line of thehidn
Canal to Bradford Colliery. The map also showsaugrof buildings (Plot 51)
to the north of the Site Area, owned and occupigdMilliam Pritchard and
Brothers, and listed as ‘Factory, yard and landuihlpon’. Situated to the
south-east of this are three cottages with yaa#ifig Mill Street (Plots 54-6)
owned by Robert Walker, whilst to the south areaupg of cottages (Sité4)
owned by Thomas Oxley (Plots 58-66). Further soisgtha small plot
containing one building and one pit (Forge Pit,eldd on the mid-late
nineteenth-century plan of Bradford Colliery) amstdd as Plot 69, ‘Coal Pit
Brow'. In the south-eastern extent of the Site Azeaxtwo plots, the northern
of which (Plot 158) contains a house and gardeneowry Robert Hadfield.
To the south-east of this is a group of housesyands (Plots 150-54), with a
stable to the east (Plot 155), all of which are ewviiby James Butterworth
(Site 07). To the north-east of this is a detached smiiigt(149), owned by
Jonathan Holland. Another building range is showmhie north-western part
of the Site Area (Sit88).
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3.2.5 Five groups of dwellings are shown in the southtemspart of the Site Area,
which include a rectangular row of cottages ownedtle ‘Grey Mare
Building Club’ (Plots 133-146). West of this is eogp of cottages (Plots 126-
29), and to the south a group of houses and y&id$s(130-32), all owned by
Catherine Mills. West again is a larger group dtages (Plots 115-21), again
owned by Catherine Mills. South of this, frontingghfion New Road are a
group of cottages and yards including a stablet¢P169-113, 113a, 114 and
114a), owned by John Holt.

WoNs Ty L A ——

Plate 4: Extract from the Bradford tithe map of 584howing approximate position of the
indicative Site Area boundary

3.2.6 The layout of the buildings in the Site Area shawrthe tithe map is depicted
in greater detail on the Ordnance Survey 6”:1 ik of 1848 (Fig 4). The
houses in the south-eastern corner of the Site Areashown (Sited7),
together with Oxley Place in the north-eastern epi(®ite04). The building
range in the north-western part of the Site Areal$® shown (Sit®8), and
Bradford Colliery (Sited3) is named as such on the map.
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3.2.7 The area experienced considerable residential dewvednt during the second
half of the nineteenth century, as shown on thet @emilable edition of
Ordnance Survey mapping, which was surveyed in 1888 published at a
scale of 1:500 in 1890, and at 25”:1 mile in 18B®)(5). These show that the
building range depicted on earlier mapping in tloetmwestern part of the
Site Area (Site08) to have been a row of 18 back-to-back housesatsitl
between Bailey Street and Wood Street (Plate S5)oti#er block of 20
apparent back-to-back housing is shown to the (&it&t09), situated between
Eldon Street and Middlewood Street, with what magresent a communal
block of privies in the centre (Plate 5). The otheyusing in the area
seemingly comprised double-depth houses, typicdhtef nineteenth-century
domestic properties. Similar double-depth houseshown parallel to Ashton
New Road in the south-western part of the Site ABtuated immediately to
the north of this housing, on the north site ofabaAnn Street, is a Wesleyan
Methodist Chapel (Sit3).

i e R =
T o e e e = . i

Plate 5: Extract from the Ordnance Survey 1:500 m&p890, showing the residential
development in the northern part of the Site Area

3.2.8 Ordnance Survey mapping also shows considerablesindl expansion to
have occurred by the 1890s. Bradford Colliery (88gis shown to have been
well established, together with its associated Hafi-type brick kiln.
Bradford Iron Works is also shown, comprising thigioal part (Sitel0) on
the eastern side of Forge Lane, and a later expar(Site1l) to the west of
Forge Lane, occupying the central part of the 3itea. A cotton factory
annotated as Park Mills (Sit) is shown along the eastern boundary of the
Site Area. It is uncertain precisely when Park $llere established, although
the firm of Murray Sharp & Co is listed as manutmets of ‘checks,
ginghams and mixed goods’ at Park Mills in Bradfordrade directories from
the 1860s (Slater 1863, 428; Slater 1876, 38; S1&3@9, 44; Slater 1883, 70).
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3.2.9 Industrial growth in the area was undoubtedly stated by the development
of the local railway system by the Lancashire & K&hire Railway Company,
which established a goods station to serve the fBrdron Works. This
infrastructure evidently included a goods warehdi@te 14) and a series of
railway sidings (Fig 5).

3.2.10 The next edition of Ordnance Survey mapping, ptbklisin 1908 (Fig 6),
shows the area as largely unaltered relative to 1883 map, although
additional double-depth housing had been built betwMiddlewood Street
and Ashfield Street in north-western part of thie 3irea. Park Mills (Sitd2)
had also been replaced with rows of housing byda&t. The map also shows
some expansion of the local railway network, wita erection of a new goods
shed (Sitel5) and additional lines to serve Bradford Colliery.

3.2.11 The Ordnance Survey map of 1922 (Fig 7) depictsntirehern extent of the
Site Area much as it was on the 1908 map, althdigidford Colliery had
evidently been subject to some remodelling. Bytime of the next edition of
mapping, published in 1932, the Bradford Iron Wo(kste 10) had been
extended to the eastern boundary of the Site Argdacing rows of earlier
housing. Some modifications also appear to haventgilace within the
complex of buildings on the western side of thenimgorks (Sitell). The
colliery has again seen modifications to its buiggi, and an additional
chimney is marked on the eastern side of the Aitsquare complex named
‘Miner’'s Welfare Baths’ is shown filling the nortirehalf of the plot bounded
by Bank Street to the west and Hawke Street t@#se

3.2.12 The Ordnance Survey map of 1951 (Fig 8) shewlarge building labelled
‘works’ to the north of Philips Park Road, whictplaced smaller industrial
buildings in this area shown on earlier maps. Thad®rd Iron Works
complex is still extant, but now simply labelled asorks’. The colliery
buildings have again been altered. The brick kild associated chimney have
been demolished, and a second chimney towardsagtera extent of the site
is no longer extant. The northernmost of the twaftshdepicted on the 1922
and 1932 editions of mapping is no longer extant, & new shaft is shown
towards the north-east corner of the site. An dl@tt sub-station is marked
on the southern boundary of the site. The areaoasing and baths at the
southern extent of the Site Area appears unchafigedits depiction on the
1932 map.

3.2.13 The site was cleared in the late twentieth centangl a stadium, used for the
2002 Commonwealth Games, was built over much otémgral portion of the
Site Area. Mill Street, on the eastern side of $iite Area, was widened to a
dual carriageway and named Alan Turing Way (UMAW203 and 5). The
stadium was converted subsequently to a footballrgut, used by Manchester
City Football Club. The remainder of the Site Ares not been redeveloped,
although a major programme or remediation and skevicing works
immediately to the east of the stadium was cawigdn 2011, which removed
all structural remains of former buildings in tlisa.
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3.3

3.3.1

PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL WORK

A considerable amount of archaeological work hanhendertaken within the
boundary of the Site Area in recent years. In 20d0arge programme of
archaeological investigation was carried out inaaube of the remediation and
site servicing works (OA North 2011). This was &sgl on the footprint of
Bradford Colliery (Site03), the historic core of the Bradford Iron WorkstéSi
10), and Park Mills (Sitel2). In addition, several archaeological evaluation
trenches were placed across former workers’ housitige western part of the
Site Area (Site®4 and07) and the route of the Bradford Branch Canal (Site
06). The results obtained from these evaluation tieacdemonstrated that
these sites had been destroyed entirely, seemasyly result of preparation
works in advance of developing the site for uspas of the Commonwealth
Games in 2002 (OA North 2011).
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4. GAZETTEER OF SITES

SiteNumber 01

Site Name Building (site of)

HER Number -

Period Post-medieval

NGR 386631, 398377

Source Johnson’s map 1820

Description Rectangular building in the south-western corrfethe Site Area,
and within the historic township of Beswick, depitton Johnson’s
map of 1820. Its intended function is unknown, @liiph it may
have been associated with the adjacent coal pte (&). The
building appears to have been demolished by the toh the
Ordnance Survey map of 1848, and the site develbgedouble-
depth housing by the end of the nineteenth century.

Assessment The heritage asset lies within the boundary of 8iee Area,
although it is likely that any buried remains welestroyed during
the redevelopment of the area in the late nineteegntury.

SiteNumber 02

Site Name Coal Pit (site of)

Period Post-medieval

NGR 386598, 398375

Source Johnson’s map 182@S 1848

Description Coal pit annotated on the Ordnance Survey map 48,18eemingly
corresponding with a circular feature shown on 3ohis map of
1820. The site had been developed by double-depikiig by the
end of the nineteenth century, or by Rowsley Street

Assessment The heritage asset lies on the boundary of the/8#ea, although it
is likely that any buried remains were destroyedindu the
redevelopment of the area in the late nineteenitucg

SiteNumber 03

Site Name Bradford Colliery (site of)

HER Number 9691.1.0

Period Post-medieval

NGR 387026, 398451

Source HER;Johnson’s map 182@S 1848; OS 1893; Miller 2011

Description A colliery developed in the mid-nineteenth centtrom earlier coal
workings. Expanded to the largest colliery in theardhester
Coalfield, which remained in production until ttzed 1960s.

Assessment The heritage asset lies within the boundary of 8iee Area,

although all buried remains were subject to arcloagcal
investigation in 2010 prior to their ultimate renabwduring the
remediation and site servicing works in 2011.
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SiteNumber 04

Site Name Building (site of)

HER Number -

Period Post-medieval

NGR 386940, 398712

Source Johnson’s map 1820; OS 1848

Description Rectangular building depicted on Johnson’s maBab1 Annotated
as Oxley Place on the Ordnance Survey map of 184Bsumed by
an expansion of the Bradford Iron Works (Sit€) during the
second half of the nineteenth century.

Assessment The heritage asset lies within the boundary of 8iee Area,
although any buried remains that survived nineteeshtury
redevelopment as an iron works were destroyed gutime
remediation and site servicing works in 2011.

SiteNumber 05

Site Name Manchester and Salford Waterworks Reservoir (Site o

HER Number -

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386652, 3985031

Source Johnson’s map 182@S 1848

Description A reservoir developed in the early nineteenth agnais an initial
component of the infrastructure developed by thendhaster and
Salford Waterworks Company. Infilled during the aed half of the
nineteenth century, and the site developed as agilsiWdings. The
eastern part of the reservoir was built over subsetly by the
Etihad Stadium.

Assessment The heritage asset lies in the boundary of the Ai&. Whilst most
of the site will have been destroyed during theevetbpment of the
area in advance of the Commonwealth Games in 2868 is some
potential for elements of the south-western coafi¢he reservoir to
survivein-situ.

SiteNumber 06

Site Name Bradford Branch Canal (site of)

HER Number -

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386904, 398769 — 387033, 398476

Source OS 1848; OS 1893; Miller 2011

Description A private branch of the Ashton-under-Lyne Canal thas opened
in the second quarter of the nineteenth centurgetive Bradford
Colliery. Remained in use until the mid-twentiedlfter which it was
infilled.

Assessment The heritage asset lies within the boundary of 8ie Area,

although any buried remains were removed duringréineediation
and site servicing works in 2011.
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SiteNumber 07

Site Name Workers’ housing (site of)

HER Number -

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 387012, 398361

Source Bradford tithe map 184%)S 1848; OA North 2011

Description Several blocks of housing, representing an eadgesin the urban
development of the area, first shown on the titlag of 1845.

Assessment The footprint of the heritage asset lies within theundary of the
Site Area, although archaeological evaluation ihi228emonstrated
that any buried remains were probably destroyedinduthe
development of the site in advance of the Commohivézames in
2002.

SiteNumber 08

Site Name Workers’ Housing, Wood Street (site of)

HER Number -

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386815, 398683

Source Bradford tithe map 184%)S 1848; OS 1893

Description A block of 18 back-to-back cottages, without cedlathat are first
shown on the Bradford tithe map of 1845, represgndén initial
stage in the intensive residential and industriaefopment of
Bradford from the mid-nineteenth century onwardfie Thouses
persisted well into the twentieth century, and strewn on the OS
map of 1951, although some of the properties apfeaave been
remodelled by that date. The houses had been daradliby the
1980s.

Assessment The footprint of the heritage asset lies within thmundary of the
Site Area, and buried remains may suninvaitu. Ground-breaking
works associated with the proposed development imagct upon
buried remains of this site.

SiteNumber 09

Site Name Workers’ Housing, Eldon Street (site of)

HER Number -

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386764, 398672

Source OS 1893

Description A block of 20 back-to-back houses, without celldmrgt are shown
on the OS map of 1893, but are likely to have berected during
the late 1840s or early 1850s, representing laaengles of this type
of domestic property. The houses had been demdlighe the
1980s.

Assessment The heritage asset lies within the boundary of 8iee Area,

although the footprint of most of the buildingsslibeneath the
Etihad Stadium, and are likely to have been desttoguring the
redevelopment of the site in 2002.

For the use of the BDP and MCFC
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Site Number 10

Site Name Bradford Iron Works (site of)

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386963, 398558

Source OS 1893; OS 1908; OS 1922; Miller 2011

Description  The original part of the Bradford Iron Works, whislas developed in
the mid-nineteenth century, and expanded in thdy emrentieth
century. The iron works remained in use until t80ds, when the
site was demolished.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies within the boundary ofShe Area, although
the buried remains were excavated archaeologic&OitD prior to
their ultimate removal during the site servicingrigoin 2011.

SiteNumber 11

Site Name Bradford Iron Works (site of)

HER Number -

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386865, 398510

Source 0OS 1893; OS 1908; OS 1922

Description  An expansion of the Bradford Iron Works (Si@) that was effected
in 1864, and comprised the erection of new builglitg the west of
Forge Lane. The iron works remained in use unéilXB80s, when the
site was demolished.

Assessment  The footprint of the heritage asset lies within boeindary of the Site
Area, and whilst much of the site lies beneath fieprint of the
Etihad Stadium, some buried remains of the sousteea corner of
the works may surviv-situ. This part of the iron works is shown on
historical mapping to have included a detacheddmgl with a large
chimney, suggesting that it may have been a bbdese.

SiteNumber 12

Site Name Park Mills (site of)

HER Number -

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 387004, 398605

Source OS 1893; OS 1908

Description It is uncertain precisely when Park Mills were bs&hed, although
the firm of Murray Sharp & Co is listed as manutaets of ‘checks,
ginghams and mixed goods’ at Park Mills in Bradfard trade
directories from the early 1860s. The mill had bdemolished, and
the site redeveloped for housing by the time of@$map of 1908.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies within the boundary ofShe Area, although

the buried remains were excavated archaeologic&OitD prior to
their ultimate removal during the site servicingriugoin 2011.
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Site Number 13

Site Name Methodist Chapel (site of)

HER Number -

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386718, 398445

Source 0OS 1893; OS 1908; OS 1922

Description A Wesleyan Methodist Chapel first shown on the @rare Survey
map of 1893; the 1:500 edition mapping indicated the chapel had
seating for a congregation of 500. By 1908, a Syn8ehool had
been built immediately to the north, and was prdpabsociated with
the chapel. Demolished in the late twentieth centur

Assessment  The heritage asset lies within the boundary ofShe Area, although
the footprint of most of the buildings lies benetitd Etihad Stadium,
and are likely to have been destroyed during tdevelopment of the
site in 2002.

SiteNumber 14

Site Name Beswick Goods Station (site of)

HER Number -

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386840, 398600

Source OS 1893; OS 1908; OS 1922

Description A goods station and associated network of railweiyngs established
by the Lancashire & Yorkshire Railway Company ire timid-
nineteenth century to serve the Bradford Iron Works

Assessment  The heritage asset lies within the boundary ofShe Area, although
the footprint of most of the buildings lies benetita Etihad Stadium,
and are likely to have been destroyed during tdevelopment of the
site in 2002.

Site Number 15

Site Name Beswick Goods Warehouse (site of)

HER Number -

Period Twentieth century

NGR 386675, 398560

Source 0OS 1908; OS 1922

Description A expansion of the goods yard that is first showntlee OS map of
1908.

Assessment  The footprint of the heritage asset lies within boeindary of the Site

Area, and buried remains may survikesitu.
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SiteNumber 16
Site Name Lock No 6, East of Forge Lane
HER Number 11721.1.0

Period Eighteenth century
NGR 386890, 398790
Source HER

Description  Canal lock,c 1792-99, for Manchester and Aston-under-Lyne Canal
Company; renovated. Large blocks of millstone gkitth some red
brick, wooden gates. Narrow type (chamber 7 feede)yi with
covered overflow channel on south side; stone csta@s flanking
lower entry at west end, extended bullnose at tapa# island. Grade
Il Listed Building.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdhot be directly
affected by the development.

SiteNumber 17
Site Name Lock No 7, with Roving Bridge
HER Number 11233.1.0

Period Eighteenth century
NGR 386997, 398803
Source HER

Description  Canal lock and associated roving bridgel, 792-99, for Manchester
and Ashton-under-Lyne Canal Company; renovatedge_déocks of
millstone grit, wooden gates. Narrow type (chambefeet wide);
north jamb of lower gates inscribed "1865"; rovimipdge over lower
entry, with cobbled dog-legged ramp on north sitene slab wall
and cast iron fences. Forms group with lock-keepetgage on south
side and Mill Street Bridge attached at west entth fn a series of
13 similar locks, all in working order. Grade listed Building.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdot be directly
affected by the development.

Site Number 18
Site Name Ashton Canal Bridge No 9
HER Number 11233.2.0

Period Nineteenth century
NGR 386972, 398801
Source HER

Description  Public road bridge over Ashton Canal. Probab800. Brown brick
in English garden wall bond, with some sandstorfdaasand cast-
iron beams. Broad pilasters, brick parapet witmstooping. East side
of bridge is linked to roving bridge of Mill Stre&ick. Forms group
with lock, and associated lockkeeper’'s cottage.d&rdl Listed
Building.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdhot be directly
affected by the development.
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SiteNumber 19

Site Name Lock-keeper’'s Cottage

HER Number 10487.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386993, 398791

Source HER

Description  The lock house which can be seen is not the ofigpnigding. This is
due to the date stone located above the door didhse. This gives a
date of 1865 which, as the canal was finished i®5]17cannot
correspond to an original structure. The house rhase been the
subject of major repair, been rebuilt or newly ¢amged in 1865.
Brown brick in stretcher bond, with a band of blasid white brick,
painted sandstone dressings, and slate roof. Daldgth double
fronted plan. Two storeys, a symmetrical two-wind@agade; central
gabled porch with lintel dated "A.D.1865" and pi&dhroof with
projected verges; transomed tripartite casementawis at ground
floor and two-light casements at first floor withised sills and large
rectangular lintels; roof with overhanging eavesl arges, gable
chimneys. Grade Il Listed Building.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhahot be directly
affected by the development.

Site Number 20

Site Name Ashton Canal Lock No 4

HER Number 11444.1.0

Period Eighteenth century

NGR 386531, 398763

Source HER

Description  Canal lock builtc 1792-9; renovated. Large blocks of millstone grit,
wooden gates.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhahot be directly
affected by the development.

SiteNumber 21

Site Name Ashton Canal Lock No 5

HER Number 11445.1.0

Period Eighteenth century

NGR 386618, 398775

Source HER

Description  Canal lock builtc 1792-9; renovated. Large blocks of millstone grit,
wooden gates.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhahot be directly

affected by the development.
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Site Number
Site Name
HER Number
Period

NGR

Source
Description

Assessment

22

Canal Basin and Canal Arm (site of)

11443.1.0

Eighteenth century

386466, 398750

HER

Triangular canal basin shown on the 1831 map wittarn leading
from its southern end to what was then the vitviarks, later the
pottery. Still shown on the 1845 map. By 1888-94 kYR railway
had been built across this arm. Immediately weghefrailway the
arm was no longer open where it was crossed byy#nd of the
Sanitary Sidings. South of that yard it remainecerobetween
Beswick Cotton Works and the pottery. The chanse@lso shown as
open on the east side of the railway, by the caAalsimilar
arrangement is shown on the 1905 map. On the 1981 the open
arm by the cotton works is named as a reservoir.

The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdhat be directly
affected by the development.

Site Number
Site Name
HER Number
Period

NGR

Source
Description

Assessment

23

Bradford Old Hall (site of)

11228.1.0

Nineteenth century

386992, 398823

HER

A map of 1761 shows a moated site located just veésMill
Lane.This moated house is referred to in a ratk lmddl717-18 but
has been demolished subsequently. Local datingeeea for moated
sites is scarce but it is suggested that the hefataieir construction
was between the late thirteenth and mid-fourteemthtury. It was
possibly constructed between the 1330s and 1356s Wie Bradford
estate was owned by John de Salford of Wakerleyr¢§l&p) and his
wife Alice. In 1357 the manor was granted by thel lof Manchester
to Thomas de Booth of Barton. He bought out the &xlaly family in
the early 1360s and documents of the time reféneédBradford estate
as including a 'messuage’ or dwelling, which mayehheen the
moated site. Evaluation revealed some evidenceafanoat and
sandstone revetting wall. Further excavation reddhe remains of
what is presumed to be the inner face of the aasten of the moat
revetment which surrounded Bradford Old Hall. Itggrament was
found to be approximately north-north-west to sesdhth-east,
similar to that shown on a map of 1761. Two didtinethods of
construction of the revetment were also recogni$edhe south this
took the form of a compacted rubble fill, while tbe north the
revetment was constructed of worked stone blocks.

The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdhat be directly
affected by the development.
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SiteNumber 24

Site Name Philips Park Mills (site of)

HER Number 9693.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 387210, 398793

Source HER

Description  Shown on 1896 map as large complex of buildingsarh side of
Manchester & Ashton-under-Lyne Canal. 1n 1932 tteeis labelled
as 'Clayton Finishing Works'. The site is still ked as "Works' on
the OS 1987 1: 10,000 map. 'Philip's Park Millsag-i& Hemp)'
shown on 1889 OS map, comprising L-shaped blociy wismaller
triangular block on the south side by the canad, marrow elongated
block on the east. Mill buildings still shown andnmed on the 1915
OS map, but these had been demolished by 1932.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdot be directly
affected by the development.

Site Number 25

Site Name Reservoir Mill (site of)

HER Number 2056.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386510, 398709

Source HER

Description  Marked on early mapping as a fulling mill and asagton mill on
maps. The 1831 map shows two large rectanguladibgs set side
by side next to a canal basin, named on that ma&phappels Cotton
Mills. On the 1845 map these buildings are idestifas a fustian
mill. On the 1888-91 map the site has been extematethe south
west and is named as Reservoir Mill, a cotton rmllthe mid-1980s
the main structure on the site was a brick builhsipg mill of three
storeys and six by three bays. It was demolishetio9a.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdhot be directly
affected by the development.

SiteNumber 26

Site Name Bradford Mill (site of)

HER Number 2067.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 387251, 398681

Source HER

Description  Marked as cotton mill on historical mapping. Thensmg mill was
late nineteenth century and brick built. The endioase was attached
to the rear of the mill, facing the canal. Octaddmwack chimney with
a stone crown and a brick-built boiler house. Abge buildings have
since been demolished.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhahot be directly

affected by the development.
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SiteNumber 27

Site Name African Mills (site of)

HER Number 11229.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 387044, 398755

Source HER

Description  Site vacant on 1845 map. L-shaped block, namedfasdn Mills
(Cotton)', shown here on the 1889 map. Still intdidaas such on the
1915 map, but by 1932 is named as 'Philips ParkiRg Works', and
is similarly named on the 1951 map. Part of theh®n boundary
wall between the mill site and the canal tow paih stands to a
height of c 2m, immediately to east of the Listed Lock-keeper
cottage. This wall is stone built, with some modeepair, and
includes a window blocked with brick.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdot be directly
affected by the development.

Site Number 28

Site Name Albion Works (site of)

HER Number 11446.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386754, 398755

Source HER

Description  Site vacant on 1845 map. L-shaped building showa be the 1888-
91 map and named as Albion Works, a colour workew, but not
named, on 1905 map. By 1931 had been demolished namd
buildings erected on site, probably belonging eith® Progress
Bakery on its west (erected since 1905) or Gratiead Mill, on its
east (also shown on the 1888-9 map).

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdhot be directly
affected by the development.

SiteNumber 29

Site Name Vulcanized India Rubber Works (site of)

HER Number 11231.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 387184, 398706

Source HER

Description  Site vacant on 1845 map. Group of buildings betw@&dbon Street
and the Ashton Canal shown on 1889 map and nam&dieanized
India Rubber Works'. Still indicated as such on1B&5 map, but on
the 1932 map the buildings are shown but not narBedie of the
buildings had been demolished by 1951, when treeisihamed as
part of 'Bradford Iron Works (Wire)'.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdhot be directly

affected by the development.
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Site Number 30

Site Name Bleaching Croft (site of)

HER Number 11230.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 387205, 398605

Source HER

Description  Field Names 'Bowk House Farm' and ' Yarn Croft' laoéh on the
1761 map; ' Yarn Croft' is also in 1845 Bradfottidiaward. The two
fields are adjoining and their names suggest aa &k bleaching
textiles, the common method during this period bethe use of
natural alkalis as a bleaching agent and exposuspén air.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhahot be directly
affected by the development.

Site Number 31

Site Name Iron Works (site of)

HER Number 11227.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 387230, 398474

Source HER

Description  Site vacant on 1845 OS map. Small group of buildgisigown here on
1889 OS map and named as Iron Works, and on 1906n@%sas
Engineering Works. Similarly named on the 1915 O&ybut by
this date the site had greatly expanded. NamedoasWorks on the
1932 OS map and again on the 1951 OS map; by tiee tate, the
building complex effectively filled the block betee Ashton New
Road, Queen Street, Upper Dover Street and Cdslretbt.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdaot be directly
affected by the development.

SiteNumber 32

Site Name Bradford Tannery (site of)

HER Number 9835.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386990, 398188

Source HER

Description  Johnson from Jonathon Holland - No 149 on map. téhaery is on
the OS 1st Edition. It has an L-shaped building angond. The
tannery no longer exists on the OS second ediwdnch shows the
area to be built over for terraced houses.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdhot be directly

affected by the development.
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Site Number 33

Site Name Pottery (site of)

HER Number 11442.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386415, 398655

Source HER

Description  Site of easternmost of two large square compleXeduddings,
divided by canal arm, which are shown on the 184p mnd named
as pottery. The more westerly complex is shown hen 1831 map
where it is named as a vitriol works; the eastedynplex is also
shown on the map but as a smaller L-shaped buydl¥1 much of
the pottery complex had been removed. The remaimaesince been
demolished. A modern works unit occupies much ef she, which
also includes the approach to the northern enthaifworks, and the
adjacent part of New Viaduct Street.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhahot be directly
affected by the development.

SiteNumber 34

Site Name Sanitary Sidings Yard (site of)

HER Number 11441.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386394, 398705

Source HER

Description  Triangular yard bounded on the west by the riveedidck] and east
by the railway and sidings shown on 1888-91 map.loAg
rectangular range of buildings ran along the ssidk of the yard. A
narrower smaller range is also shown running alkbhegeastern side
of the yard, parallel to the rail tracks. These sdmildings appear on
the 1931 map. Since demolished. The eastern anchtearts of the
yard site are paved with setts, the western antheor sides are
grassed over.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhahot be directly
affected by the development.

SiteNumber 35

Site Name Drinking Fountain in Philips Park

HER Number 9132.2.1

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386997, 398896

Source HER

Description  This drinking fountain was erected in 1896 to commomte the
opening of Philips Park 50 years previously.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhahot be directly

affected by the development.
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Site Number 36

Site Name Lodge in Philips Park

HER Number 9132.2.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 386972, 398873

Source HER

Description  The lodge for Philips Park stands on the south-@vastorner of the
park. Though the building is Listed as Grade lisitbbadly damaged
and neglected. The building has presumably bedistdetas no entry
can be found for it in the National Heritage Liétno longer appears
neglected.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhahot be directly
affected by the development.

Site Number 37

Site Name Terraced Housing (site of)

HER Number 16063.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 387066, 398830

Source HER

Description

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdhot be directly
affected by the development.

Site Number 38

Site Name Methodist Chapel (site of)

HER Number 11226.1.0

Period Nineteenth century

NGR 387222, 398386

Source HER

Description  Site vacant on 1845 OS map. A Wesleyan Methodisp€hhad been
built here by 1889. Still indicated on the 1932 @3p, but on the
1951 OS map the chapel appears to form part oflrthre Works
complex.

Assessment  The heritage asset lies beyond the Site Area, alhdot be directly

affected by the development.
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5. SIGNIFICANCE OF THE REMAINS

5.1

5.1.1

5.2

5.2.1

5.2.2

5.2.3

INTRODUCTION

In total, 38 sites of archaeological interest h&een identified within the

study area, of which 15 (Sit€4-15) lie within the indicative boundary of the
Site Area (Fig 2). Most of these heritage assetgeldped as a direct result of
the development of Bradford as a key industrialusblto Manchester from
the mid-nineteenth-century, although two sites pogentially of a slightly

earlier date (Table 7). None of the heritage assétsin the proposed Site
Area have legal designations, although four bugdiwithin a 250m radius are
afforded statutory designation as Listed Buildingsgether with a small
component of a Grade Il Registered Park and Garden.

Period No of sites Sites

Prehistoric 0

Roman 0

Medieval 0 -

Post-medieval 3 01, 02, 04

Industrial 12 03, 05, 06, 07, 08, 09, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15

Table 7: Number of heritage assets within the S by period

CRITERIA

Where sites do not possess a statutory designdt@n value as a heritage
asset has been determined with reference to thet8scof State’s criteria for
assessing the national importance of monumentsprgined in Annexe 1 of
the policy statement on scheduled monuments pradiogehe Department of
Culture, Media, and Sport (2010). These criteritateeto period, rarity,
documentation, group Vvalue, survival/condition, gfliy/vulnerability,
diversity, and potential. The heritage assets withe Site Area (Site@1-15)
have been considered using the criteria, with ¢selts below.

Period: it is likely that any buried archaeological rensathat survive across
the Site Area will pertain to the Industrial Perigpanning the period of
Manchester’s rapid development as one of the walleBding manufacturing
centres between the late eighteenth and twentittudes. Only three sites
(Sites 01, 02 and 04) are potentially earlier, although these are watjikto
survive due to the redevelopment of the area duhiagiineteenth century.

Rarity: the buildings that occupied the site in the niaetk century comprised
a range of industrial and residential properties; 6f which have a high rarity
value. However, the sites of the two blocks of baekack houses (Sitéd
and 09) have some rarity value as late examples of badiatk housing,
whilst the Site05 is a rare example of the early infrastructure loé t
Manchester and Salford Water Works Company.
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5.24

5.25

5.2.6

5.2.7

5.2.8

5.29

Documentation: the historical development of the study area friv@ late
eighteenth century can be traced reasonably wath fcartographic sources
and from entries in the available commercial tratieectories. Further
documentary research may furnish additional evidemcluding more precise
dating of the construction of the relevant buildinglthough this is unlikely to
alter the outline presented in this assessment.

Group Value: the sites within the Site Area represent charestterelements

of the early urban industrial townscape of Bradfartiich made a significant
contribution to the industrial prowess of Manches$tem the mid-nineteenth
century onwards. The sites include some large tndlgpremises, packed
around groups of residential properties, and elésneh the local transport
infrastructure. As such, the heritage assets ifiedtin the Site Area have a
high group value.

Survival/Condition: the majority of the heritage assets identifiedha Site
Area will almost certainly have been damaged ortrdged previously. In
some cases, this is likely to have occurred duredgevelopment in the later
nineteenth century, including Sit@&, 02 and12, which have probably been
destroyed entirely. Other sites are known to haenldestroyed entirely more
recently, including all those in the western pdrthe Site Area (Site83, 04,
06, 07, 10 and 12). These heritage assets were subject to archaealog
investigation in 2010 prior to their ultimate renabwuring the programme of
remediation and site servicing works carried out2ill. Other sites of
archaeological interest were almost certainly dgsa during ground works
undertaken during the preparation of the area tst loee Commonwealth
Games in 2002.

The buried remains of a few heritage assets inSikee Area, however, may
survive in-situ. These include the mid-nineteenth-century backetok
housing (Sited8) adjacent to the North Stand, small elements efBradford
Iron Works (Sitell), part of a reservoir built by the Manchester &adford
Water Works Company, and a late nineteenth- orye@ventieth-century
railway goods warehouse (Sif®). The extent to which buried remains of
these sites survive is unknown.

Fragility/Vulnerability: any buried archaeological remains, should they be
survive in-situ, are vulnerable to damage or destruction during earth-
moving works across the site. However, the desigpgsals allow for very
limited ground-breaking works across the whole 3itea, with the focus of
development being concentrated immediately adjatcetie existing stadium.

Diversity: the remains relate mainly to the industrial expamsf the area, and
the associated development of domestic housingeNdrthe sites within the
Site Area are considered to be significant duaverdity.

5.2.10 Potential: there are no prehistoric sites within the Sited\og its environs,

and the potential for prehistoric remains is coemd to be very low.
Similarly, there are no known Roman, medieval ostpoedieval sites within
the Site Area or its immediate environs, and theemtal of remains from
these periods is considered to be low.
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5.3

SIGNIFICANCE

5.3.1 When assessing the potential significance of buaiethaeological remains, it

is important to consider the extent to which indual sites have been
damaged or disturbed previously. With this in mirkde majority of the
heritage assets identified within the indicativaihdary of the Site Area are
considered to be of Low Local importance, as theylikely to have been so
badly damaged that too little remains to justifglusion into a higher grade
(Section 2.2.3 aboye

5.3.2 A few heritage assets in the Site Area are consttéo be potentially of

Local/Borough importance, pending the extent to clwhburied remains
survive. These include the site of the mid-ninetiee@ntury back-to-back
housing immediately adjacent to the North Standte(®8), the early
nineteenth-century reservoir (S@8), and a small part of the former Bradford
Iron Works (Sitell). Any surviving remains of the late nineteenth-early
twentieth-century railway goods warehouse (S would potentially be of
Low Local importance due to its low rarity valuedathe significance of the
data that could be yielded by any surviving phyisiemains.
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6. LIKELY IMPACT OF DEVELOPMENT

6.1

6.1.1

6.1.2

6.2
6.2.1

6.2.2

6.3
6.3.1

INTRODUCTION

Current planning policy guidance for the historitvieonment, embodied in
NPPF (DCLG 2012), advises that archaeological resare an irreplaceable
resource. It has been the intention of this stwdidéntify the archaeological
significance and potential of the Site Area, anskas the impact of proposed
development, thus allowing the policy stated in RRPCLG 2012) to be
enacted upon.

It should be noted that the present assessmenfobased on sub-surface
archaeological resource of the Site Area. Indiregiacts on the settings of
adjacent standing buildings have not been assess@etail, although this is
unlikely to be greater than negligible given thetuna of the proposed
development. The results are summarised in Table 8.

IMPACT

The extent of any previous disturbance to buriezhaeological levels is an
important factor is assessing the potential impdcny proposed scheme of
development. In some instances, the identifiedtégei assets within the Site
Area will almost certainly have been destroyed bgvpus development.
Sites01 and02, for instance, are likely to have been destroy&deady during
late nineteenth-century redevelopment, whilstladise sites to the west of the
Etihad Stadium (Sites03, 04, 06, 07, 10 and 12) were subject to
archaeological investigation in 2010 and are knowhave been removed
during the remediation and site servicing workst thasere carried out
subsequently. It is similarly most likely that Sif#9, 13 and14 will have been
destroyed completely during the preparation of @nea in advance of the
Commonwealth Games in 2002.

The development proposals allow for very limitesbwgrd-breaking works
across the entire Site Area. It is thus unlikelgttAny buried remains that do
survive in-situ will sustain any substantial impact from the pregd
development, with the possible exception of 88e

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Following on from the above considerations, theaotmn the heritage assets
within the Site Area has been largely determinedlight/minor to negligible,
based on an assumption that there will be limitedthemoving works
associated with the development in the immediaten¥y of the North and
South stands. In a single case, specifically ®&e the impact may be
intermediate (Table 8). The impact on those hegitagsets outwith the
indicative Site Area boundary, but within the widtudy area, are considered
to be negligible or neutral.
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Site Site Name Importance I mpact Significance
Number of Impact
01 Post-medieval Building Low Local Negligible Neutral
02 Post-medieval Coal Pit Low Local Negligible Neutral
03 Bradford Colliery Low Local Negligible Neutral
04 Post-medieval Building Low Local Negligible Neutral
05 Manchester and Salford WateiLocal/Borough Negligible Neutral
Works Reservoir
06 Bradford Branch Canal Low Local Negligible Neutral
07 Workers’ Housing Low Local Negligible Neutral
08 Workers’ Housing Local/Borough Moderate Intermediate
09 Workers’ Housing Low Local Negligible Neutral
10 Bradford Iron Works Low Local Negligible Neutral
11 Bradford Iron Works Local/Borough Negligible Neutral
12 Park Mills Low Local Negligible Neutral
13 Methodist Chapel Low Local Negligible Neutral
14 Beswick Goods Station Low Local Negligible Neutral
15 Beswick Goods Warehouse Low Local Moderate Minor

Table 8: Assessment of the impact significanceagh site within the Site Area during development

For the use of the BDP and MCFC

© OA North November 2013




Etihad Stadium Extension, East Manchester, ManeheAtchaeological Desk-based Assessment 41

7. RECOMMENDATIONS

7.1

7.1.1

7.1.2

7.2

7.2.1

INTRODUCTION

The National Planning Policy Frameworikstructs that in the case of heritage
assets which either have designated status orcarelesignated but are of a
significance demonstrably comparable with a SchetilMonument,ie of
national importance, the general assumption shdogd in favour of
conservation. Where the loss of the whole or a para heritage asset’s
significance is justified by a development, the eleper should be required
first to record that asset and advance understgnalirits significance, in a
manner proportionate to their importance and thpach (NPPF, p 32 para
141). Development also has the potential for eningnberitage assets. This
might include the consolidation and display of esated below-ground
remains, or the reference to heritage assets withen design. NPPF
encourages developments which change the settinghefitage asset so as to
better reveal it significance

None of the known heritage assets identified withim Site Area are afforded
statutory designation, and are thus not considered of national importance
that would require preservatiom-situ. A few heritage assets in the Site Area
are potentially of local/borough importance, whiolay merit preservation by
record should they be damaged of destroyed bydudawvelopment. However,
the current proposals will have very limited, ifyardirect impact on any
buried remains of these heritage assets that doveuthe potential impact on
heritage assets is limited to the site of mid-reeath-century back-to-back
housing (Sité)8).

RECOMMENDATIONS

The requirement for any further archaeological stigmtion of the Site Area
in advance, or during, the proposed developed wdgd based on a
recommendation by the Greater Manchester Archaeabgdvisory Service,
which provides advice on planning applications tan¢hester City Council.
However, pending final design proposals for theeesion to the North and
South Stands, and associated infrastructure, itlmagnticipated that a limited
programme of archaeological investigation may beitesk This could be in
the form of a watching brief during development k&r or evaluation
trenching in advance of development. This shouldabgeted specifically on
the site of the mid-nineteenth-century back-to-backsing (Sited8), should
the footprint of these buildings be subject ultiedato ground-breaking works
as part of the proposed development.
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