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SUMMARY

The present report outlines the results of a lamassurvey of National Trust holdings
and covenanted land in Buttermere, Cumbria, whigingrise an area approximately
52.5km? in extent (centred on NY 170 170). Thisorégncorporates survey work
undertaken by The National Trust and the Lake Bistdational Park Authority with
teams of volunteer surveyors from the Lorton andw2at Fells Local History Society
during March and April 2008, in addition to landgeasurvey undertaken by Oxford
Archaeology North (OA North) between March and M2§08 and documentary
research undertaken by OA North.

The aim of the study was to produce a comprehensi¢erd of the remains of

archaeological interest within the valley and toide analysis of the development of
the landscape. The study also included an asses&héme survival and condition of

the archaeological resource within the valley ahi$ treport provides management
recommendations for the long-term preservatiomefresource.

The earliest activity in the survey area was ofrBe@Age date and is represented by two
possible round barrows, three round cairns, twomgtes of rock art, a bronze
spearhead, and a burnt mound. There are severksedcsettlements and areas of
clearance activity within the survey area, whiclildodate to the Iron Age or Romano-
British period. A fortified promontory known as Leswater Pele is also likely to
represent Iron Age activity, although earlier uspassible.

Early medieval activity within the valley is refled in the place names, and there are,
for example, considerable numbers of local placgeesathat contain the Norse element
‘thwaite’, possibly indicating an influx of Norse peopleisTis coupled with analyses
from the lake sediments from Crummock Water, whitdve identified a gradual
increase in local soil erosion throughout the eangdieval period, and a significant
increase in deep and intensive erosion from AD 990¢ch might suggest tree clearance
associated with agriculture. Otherwise, there latineely little physical evidence for
activity at this time.

From the medieval period there are documentaryreetes to settlements that have
continued through to the modern period in some foion example a vaccary was
documented at Gatesgarth in the thirteenth centoyne settlements that were in use
during the medieval period have not continued ia tasthe present day, such as that at
‘Scales’, a place name associated with transhuraativity, that is associated with
ruined settlement remains. A chapel at Loweswai@s wm the possession of St Bees
priory between 1154 and 1181, and was probably dsheol to allow for the
construction of the present St Bartholomew's churchl827. Medieval industrial
activity is also reflected in the documentary relsowith two iron working bloomeries
being recorded at Loweswater in 1305.

The fourteenth century was a period of plaguesnamdains which had an impact on the
whole of the country and Buttermere was not immdirzen this. At least three
settlements, may have been abandoned during thiedpa#t Rannerdale, Scales, and a
site to the east of Low Hollins. The fifteenth asidteenth centuries were a period of
population recovery and economic growth and théilédetand between Crummock
Water and Buttermere was enclosed in the sixteeethtury. There was also a
significant increase in iron working, with a coppesding impact on local woodlands as

For the use of The National Trust © OA North: February 2009
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a source of fuel. Documentary sources demonstha&teptesence of at least two local
coppices during the post-medieval period and pioissible that these were established as
a response to the demand for fuel during the fife@and sixteenth centuries.

Agricultural development continued during the sdgenth to nineteenth centuries, and
there was a significant expansion of enclosed land€umbria as a result of the

parliamentary enclosure movement. There was a dianmarease in the enclosure of
the Buttermere uplands during the second half ef riimeteenth century, which may
have been facilitated by the General Enclosure .Attslustrial activity also increased

during the nineteenth century with the developm@&nslate mining, most notably at

Honister, which is still in use. There was also #stablishment of lead mines at
Whiteoak, Mosedale and Loweswater.

The archaeological resource of Buttermere incluti@serous sites of archaeological
significance that survive in good condition and dfiective management of the resource
is, therefore, a matter of considerable importaRegticular emphasis needs to be placed
upon the preservation of the prehistoric monumentstive, the Iron Age enclosed
settlements, and the deserted medieval settlerrettie area. Given the importance and
survival of the valley landscape, there is a case rhaintaining the distinctive
characteristics of the three separate landscapeszacross the study area comprising
lowland pasture and meadow, fellside intake, aedhigh fell. Permanent pasture is the
ideal habitat for the preservation of both visibdexd sub-surface remains of
archaeological interest. For this reason, the atimmganagement of all farmland within
the survey area, as either permanent pasture durpaand meadow, should be
perpetuated wherever possible. This includes tesgovation of the field boundaries,
which in some cases may have considerable antiquity

Recommendations for future archaeological work udel providing popular
publications on the sites of archaeological intevagin the valley, and more detailed
topographic surveys of important sites, such asti®@osed settlements at Rannerdale,
High Nook Farm, and Lambling Knott, and the pronwopntfort at Loweswater Pele.
Very little palynological work has been undertaken order to investigate the
vegetational history of the valley, and any acauriamterpretations of the long-term
changes in land-use within the valley will depepdmuithe results of such studies.

For the use of The National Trust © OA North: February 2009
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 CRCUMSTANCES OF THE PROJECT

1.1.1 OA North was commissioned by The National Trusutalertake a landscape
survey investigating the archaeological, histoaied cultural landscapes of land
adjacent to Buttermere, Crummock Water, and Lowesw@dig 1, centred on
NY 170 170). The survey was undertaken during Ma#gtril, and May 2008
and comprised the identification and description sies of archaeological
interest encountered during a programme of walksueveys of all land owned
by the National Trust in Buttermere and Loweswaldris report also contains
the results of surveys undertaken by the LortonBedvent Fells Local History
Society of areas of covenanted land in Buttermigs(2 and 3Yolume 2).

1.1.2 The study area (Fig 1) comprised approximately 8% consisting of 27.75km?
of National Trust holdings and 24.75km?2 of coveednkand. The project was
undertaken according to a project desigpgendix ) produced in accordance
with a project brief prepared by The National Trwgho funded the work. The
survey area included most of the land at the easide of the valley, in addition
to The National Trust holdings to the south of Lewater, and part of the
covenanted lands at the western side of the vallgg 3 in Volume 2.
Documentary research was undertaken relating twfathe holdings of The
National Trust and the covenanted lands.

1.2 THE NATIONAL TRUST L ANDHOLDINGS

1.2.1 The National Trust owns 3000 hectares (7418sa@nd possesses covenants on
a further 1880 hectares (4645 acres) in the Budegrarea, including land in the
vicinities of Buttermere Lake, Crummock Water, aboweswater (National
Trust 2005, 3). This land includes farms, fell, eoom land, woodland, and
lakeshore. The survey area encompasses a variegosdian of plantation and
semi-natural woodland, crags, long stream gullr@diey bottoms and open fell,
much of which is open access and is popular fatsvisy the general public. The
majority of the holdings comprise farmland ass@datvith the four tenanted
farms of Rannerdale, Crag House, Wilkinsyke, anghHNook (bid). Following
the terminology used in the Archaeological Atlas tlus area produced by The
National Trust ipid), ‘Buttermere’, as opposed to Buttermere vallakel or
village, will be used in this document to refeithe lands adjacent to Crummock
Water, Buttermere lake, and Loweswater, which casepthe study area of the
survey.

1.3 OBJECTIVES

1.3.1 The primary purpose of the project was tormfduture management decisions
with regard to conservation matters relating to dhehaeological and historical
significance of The National Trust holdings. Thegrsed study was intended as
an initial exploration of the archaeological andtbrical resource, rather than a

For the use of The National Trust © OA North: February 2009
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definitive and comprehensive study. The aims «f thitial project were broadly
as follows:

. to undertake a documentary study of the holdingShef National Trust,
including all covenanted lands, accessing and twofjahistoric maps and
other documentary data;

. to undertake an archaeological survey of the sada to identify and
record all visible sites and monuments;

. to analyse all extant and former field boundariéhiw the valley floors,
through a combination of field survey and cartogra@nalysis, in order
to develop a chronology for the development of eswate;

. to formulate an historic narrative for the studgarfrom the earliest
period to the present day;

. to produce a written report presenting the reaflthe historic landscape
survey, and to provide a basis for the preparaifahetailed management
prescriptions by The National Trust;

1.4 REPORT LAYOUT

1.4.1 It should be recognised that this report does attempt to provide a
comprehensive history of Buttermere but is a repwrt the archaeological
landscape. It is therefore concerned principallthvitacing and explaining the
events that resulted in the landscape that weagksy tand not with cataloguing
and quantifying in detail a series of historicaleets and documents. The
emphasis of approach has been less focused oretaidsf the history of local
land ownership and more on developing an understgraf the activities and
processes occurring within the area and their gjesd impact on the land.

1.4.2 Section 1of the report presents a genefatroduction to the survey area
including information on the circumstances of thejgct, and the extent and
nature of The National Trust landholdings in thedgtarea. It also provides the
project objectives and the methodologies used ia tollation of the
archaeological survey and the documentary work takien.

1.4.3 Section 2deals with thelopographical, Geological and Historical Background
for the study area. This section presents elemantise natural geography and
topography of the valley, and an historical backgib of information known for
the study area by period, within the context ofregeoccurring both regionally
and nationally for that period. It also includesynopsis of the documented
history of land ownership for the valley.

1.4.4 Section 3discusses sites that contributeMonumental Landscapesvithin the
study area. Although all categorisations of sitémposed for ease of
archaeological analysis, are problematic and coosss will always occur, this
category allows sites, such as burnt mounds, tyrand panels of rock art, to be
considered separately from sites relating directy domestic activity and
agricultural management.

1.4.5 Section 4explores theDevelopment of Enclosurén Buttermere, as suggested
by the historical documentary evidence and inforomatgathered from the
landscape surveys.

For the use of The National Trust © OA North: February 2009
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1.4.6 Sections 5, 6and7 describe and explain past human activity in tiie\starea in
light of the archaeological evidence foAgricultural, Industrial, and
Communicationsites and landscape features.

1.4.7 Section 8is concerned with th8ettlement Chronologwf the villages, hamlets,
and farmsteads nestled within the valley and emgbssboth the historic
settlement and current settlement in light of thiorimation recorded through
The National Trust’'s program of Vernacular Buildi&grvey.

1.4.8 Section 9contains a thorough assessment and explanatithre afevelopment of
the Trees and Woodlandgncountered in the study area, from the post-glaci
period through to present-day survival.

1.4.9 Section 10discusses the archaeological and historical eceldor the use and
influence of The Lakesof Loweswater, Crummock Water, and Buttermere in
relation to human activity in the valleys.

1.4.10 Section 11providesGeneral Management Recommendatiofa all aspects of
the historic environment. The management recomniemdaare divided into
thematic categories including: boundaries; buildingettlements; monuments;
landscape; and woodlands. This section highlighyspositive management that
will be required to conserve the local historic ieonment. Priorities for further
archaeological research in light of this reportas® discussed.

1.4.11 The Bibliography lists all documents, cartographic sources and phéd
information consulted during the production of thport.

Appendices Jand2 contain theProject BriefandProject Designwhich identify
the various elements, aims and outputs of the cunpeoject, as well as the
methods to achieve them.

Appendix 3contains thé’lace-name Evidencand its significance in identifying
areas of historical land use.

Appendix 4contains all of the relevar@tatutory Designationgpertinent to the
management of the archaeological resource in tlty strea.

Appendix 5consists of a fulEvent Recordof the history of The National Trust
landholdings in the study area and any archaedbgiorks that have been
undertaken within them.

Volume 2 contains a fullGazetteer of Sitetisted on The National Trust Sites
and Monuments Record (NTSMR) within the limits loé toresent study area. To
accompany the gazetteer are a series of map stmeteng the entire area that
indicate the location of all identified sites, moments, and historic buildings and
their NTSMR number (Figs 21-35). In addition, thap® also show the limits of
the Scheduled Monument areas at Scale Beck (NTSOEB® SM 27674), the
enclosed settlements near Lambling Knott (NTSMR&0Q3M 27670) and at
Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389; SM 27659), Loweswd®ele (NTSMR
20464; SM 27674), two round cairns at Carling KfNTSMR 29097; SM
27655 and NTSMR 29098; SM 27654), and a round cir@rasmoor summit
(NTSMR 20393; SM 27656). Figure 3 shows the extérthe study area within
Buttermere and differentiates between those ardged to walkover survey and
those investigated by desk-based research only.

For the use of The National Trust © OA North: February 2009
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2. TOPOGRAPHICAL, GEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL
BACKGROUND

2.1
211

2.1.2

2.2
221

2.2.2

THE GEOLOGY AND GEOMORPHOLOGY OF BUTTERMERE

Buttermere and Loweswater comprise U-shaped gtatiaslleys radiating out
from the Cumbrian central massif (Countryside Cossion 1998, 31). The
physical landscapes within the area vary betwedandpheather moors, rock
outcrops and cliffs, and improved farmland in theley bottoms, which is
interspersed with the three lakes of Loweswaterun®nock Water, and
Buttermere. The underlying rock-types consist of fgneous rocks of the
Borrowdale Volcanic Series, such as Llanvirn an@mg, which were formed
during the late Ordovician period as the resulvalcanic eruptions some 450
million years ago. The hard lava beds are intesggemwith bands of volcanic
sediment, or tuff, some of which have experiencatiral modification and have
become tough and flinty and, therefore, more rasisto weathering (British
Geological Survey 1987; Countryside Commission 13498-3). Granite, syenite,
and granophyre are present at the south-westeendidhe survey area. The
metamorphosis of some of the volcanic rocks haglymed the distinctive
‘Lakeland Green Slate’ (Countryside Commission 128, and slate quarrying
endures at Honister, to the south-east of the gLakea.

The solid geology of the area is overlain by aetgrof soils, such as those of the
Skiddaw association, which occurs as acidic shapjeaty soils on steep slopes,
and as deeper peats on shallow slopes, and isnp@sé¢he higher ground in the
area. The fells and valley bottoms comprise Manedl-drained loams or silty
soils (British Geological Survey 1987).

PREHISTORIC BACKGROUND

The Late Upper Palaeolithic and Mesolithic Periods11,000 — 4000 BC):

there is limited evidence for human activity in Gana during the Palaeolithic
period, with glacial conditions creating an inhdaple environment in the region
during much of this period (Hodgson and Brennan@62®3; Pearsall and
Pennington 1973, 196). Although there were warmtrstadial and interglacial
periods during the Devensian glacial period, betwamund 110,000 BP and
9500 BP, there is no evidence of human activityCumbria prior to the Late

Upper Palaeolithic, between 11,000 BC and 9500 G&es in the limestone of
southern Cumbrian, eg Kirkhead Cave, have provaktefacts that have been
dated to this period (Hodgson and Brennand 2008, ®hich may suggest
evidence of early groups of hunters attempting Xplat the large mammals
present beyond the edge of the ice sheet (Hodgkietsal 2000, 33), but no sites
of this period are known within Buttermere or nertih Cumbriagp cit, 106).

Following the glacial period, the Cumbrian clim&eperienced rapid warming
and the southern part of the county area was ®driby successive expansions
of birch, hazel, pine, oak, elm and alder, with tecurrence of charcoal
suggesting human influence in the landscape adsdciaith small-scale
woodland clearance from as early as 7531-6646 CahBLittle Hawes Water,
to the south of Morecambe Bagp( cit, 23—4). In northern Cumbria, juniper and

For the use of The National Trust © OA North: February 2009
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2.2.3

224

2.2.5

willow preceded the colonisations by birch and harel a more open landscape
developed than that in the south of the couittigd). By 6000 cal BC, however,
forest comparable with that in much of lowland Eamgl was present in northern
Cumbria and palynological and macroscopic charaoalyses suggest possible
woodland clearance by burning from around the begm of the sixth
millennium BC (Hodgkinsoret al 2000, 107). Such woodland clearances would
have allowed the regeneration of plants and engedrabrowsing animals
(Hodgson and Brennand 2006, 25), therefore, allgwhomans to exercise a
greater degree of control over the productivityhahting grounds. Much of the
artefactual evidence for the Cumbrian Mesolithicivdes from flint scatters at
coastal sites, with only one site having been ifledt in the central Lake
District, and comprises a small scatter of michslifound close to the Roman
Fort at Ambleside dp cit 25-6). No sites of Mesolithic date demonstrating
human activity are known from Buttermere.

The Neolithic (4000 — 2500 BC)there appears to have been a great deal of
continuity between the late-Mesolithic and earlyshtdic periods in Cumbria,
with typically Mesolithic tool types continuing mse until the end of the fourth
millennium BC (Cherry and Cherry 2002, 2-3) anddioape clearance, by
burning, being undertaken during both periods (Hadgpn et al 2000, 155).
Indeed, it has been suggested that the exploitatiomild resources may have
continued to play a primary role in the subsistesitategies of the populations
of north-western England (Hodgson and Brennand 2@1§. However, as
demonstrated by pollen evidence from western Cuamlihie early Neolithic
period was also a time of great cultural changéh wie adoption of agriculture
on a large scale leading to more extensive woodtearances (Hodgkinsast

al 2000, 68). The uplands of the Lake District experezl dramatic changes in
vegetation with, for example, reductions in elm antke, as has been observed in
the analysis of pollen from Angle Tarn and Langd@@omb (Walker 1965a;
Pennington 1975). By the Bronze Age the centralanggé had become
extensively cleared of woodland (Pearsall and Reytan 1973), although some
valleys of the central Lake District, such as Buwmuale, may not have
experienced widespread clearances wbD 1000 (OA North 2007, 14).

The desire for woodland clearance inevitably iredeg a demand for stone axes,
and the importance of this essential tool appeahave enabled these functional
objects to have become imbued with notions of statnd identity (Edmonds
1995, 66, 133). The production of stone axes waketiaken at many locations
in the central Lake District fells, the most extgasaxe factories being those
close to the Pike of Stickle, to the south-easthef survey area. These sites
produced more axes than anywhere else in Britaith Group VI and variant
Group Xl axes being the most commonly found axeshan country and the
products were dispersed widely across the courAnngble 1987; Chappell
1987; Clough and Cummins 1988).

Although Neolithic agricultural activity can be @rfed from signals in pollen

diagrams, and findspots of lithic and ceramic mateCCumbria has produced
only limited numbers of settlement sites of thisegddahe most notable example
being Ehenside Tarn, on the west coast, which tegiesandstone rubbers for the
polishing of Langdale axes (Hodgson and Brennand62@1-2; Darbishire

1873). The Neolithic period did, however, produitessthat remain conspicuous
in the landscape. This period saw the introductbmonumental funerary and
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2.2.6

2.2.7

2.2.8

ritual architecture, with some of the earliest stotircles in Britain being
constructed in Cumbria (Burl 2000, 109), althouggré is no known evidence of
Neolithic activity from the Buttermere area.

The Bronze Age (2,500 BC — 700 BCihe limited environmental evidence
available suggests that the pattern of small cless evident in the Neolithic
continued throughout the Bronze Age (Hodgson arehBand 2006, 31). There
has been speculation that deterioration of theatknauring the late Bronze Age,
leading to wetter conditions, may have caused attref populations from
peripheral upland landscapes (Wells 2003, 69Mpatih this does not preclude
the possibility of some residual settlement or\aigtifrom this period. Recent
studies focused on Crummock Water have examinedrdabe of sediment
accumulation and the magnetic mineral compositiothe sediments within the
lake (Sheret al 2008). The sediments were dated using both optisamulated
luminescence and radiocarbon dating, in an attempfine the accuracy of the
age-depth curve of the sediment cores. The regbiteese analyses suggest that
sediments in the lake began to accumulate raprdiyp 2000 BC, reflecting an
increase in the erosion of the surrounding saifs ¢it, 138). In addition to the
general increase in the rate of silt accumulativom 2000 BC until the
twentieth century, phases of increased mineraltinpto the lake were also
identified, which could indicate periods of soiktability. There were gradual
increases in mineral input between 2000 BC and 1BQO (bid) and it is
probable that the instability of local soils respitate for this deposition was
caused by deforestation and the expansion of landadriculture during this
period. Although climate-related events might bepaomsible for episodes of
erosion, particularly where vegetation coverageldessn reduced, human activity
is a probable cause of the increased erosionsatithe op cit, 139).

Cairnfields and settlementsupland marginal settlement in western Cumbriardyri
the Bronze Age is suggested in many areas by tkeepce of burial and
clearance cairns (Hodgkinsoet al 2000, 76; Quartermaine and Leech
forthcoming). In particular, there are extensiverrdeelds across the western
marginal uplands, and numerous clearance cairns lb@en identified within the
survey area (Figs 5 and 6), particularly in the imms of the enclosed
settlements at Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389) amadn@rdale (NTSMR
24355). In the absence of excavation, howeves, iitat possible to closely date
these sites. A comparable site at Glencoyne Palkaitterdale, for example, has
produced evidence of activity spanning broad petigdth a radiocarbon date of
1105-835 cal BC (Beta 171115 - 288D bc) from one feature and high-quality
finds of Romano-British date from the interior ofraundhouse (Hoaen and
Loney 2004, 50).

Settlements of potential Bronze Age date are radfticommon in Cumbria,
particularly on the marginal lands adjacent towlestern coastal plain; however,
few have been excavated and, consequently, theirgdia reliant on typologies
which can be open to question. However, the roungsé at Stephenson Scale,
near Broughton Mills, (Hodgson and Brennand 20@§,i8 one example that has
been confirmed as having a Bronze Age origin. liady the stone-founded
round houses are associated with cairnfields aid fiystems, and these exhibit
a degree of complexity that are indicative of alvestablished agricultural unit.
They appear to have developed from the more basiples cairnfields, which
reflect the initial exploitation of a forest cleagi (Quartermaine and Leech
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2.29

forthcoming), and there is the possibility that rthewere more transient
settlement structures associated with these smiglllicairnfields that have not
survived as surface evidence.

In Buttermere a group of hut circles was identifiedl936 to the south-west of
Knott Rigg and was suggested to have been of Brégee date (NTSMR
20382); however, no sign of these putative buildings encountered during the
present survey, or during a field visit in 1986 GMR 20382). One sub-circular
site was encountered to the north-west of Sail B&EKSMR 29259), although
this appears to have been a collapsed sheepfaotdpdtissible, however, that this
fold overlies an earlier sub-circular structure dhdt a stone-banked structure
without an entrance, such as a ring cairn, mighehmaeceded the fold.

2.2.10 Burnt Mounds: within the general environs of cairnfields, butteof slightly

removed, it is not uncommon to find burnt moundkeSe reflect the piles of
waste fire-cracked stone used for heating of wiatean adjacent trough; their
purpose has not been reliably established butygieally of Bronze Age date
(O'Drisceoil 1988). A single burnt mound (NTSMR 294 has been identified
by the Buttermere survey near Crag House (NY 17261

2.2.11 Sepuichral and Ritual Monumentsfunerary and ritual monuments of demonstrable

Bronze-Age date that occur in Cumbria include stonges, round cairns, stone
rows, and ring cairns, and also panels of rock(apt cit 37—45). Within the
survey area several monuments of probable Bronze-date have been
identified (Fig 5) comprising a group of five pddsi funerary cairns (NTSMR
29379), three round cairns (NTSMR 20393 and 29633 1, NTSMR 29634,
Plate 2), and two panels of rock art (NTSMR 296BRite 3, NTSMR 29136;
Plate 4). A third panel of rock art (NTSMR 2913Tate 5) lies just outside the
survey area, at Low Park, a possible funerary qNiMSMR 29103) is situated
to the south of the survey area boundary at Whitddass, and two round cairns
(NTSMR 29097 and 29098) are situated to the sowstwof Carling Knott.
None of these sites have been closely dated, lpdagtgphic parallels are
strongly suggestive of Bronze Age origins. Althoutitese sites appear to
represent elements of monumental landscapes, tieesknot have been distant
from areas of occupation and subsistence. Indeedppears to have been the
case at Burnmoor and Stockdale Moor (QuartermantkeLaech forthcoming),
any divisions between sacred, or symbolic, andgmefspaces may have existed
largely as intellectual understandings, rather tatirely separate pieces of land
being used for these differing functions.

2.2.12 In addition to monuments, findspots of materialpofssible Bronze-Age date

have been found in Buttermere. These comprise mestmmmer (NTSMR
29104), a flint flake (NTSMR 29621), and a middleoBze Age spearhead
(NTSMR 24350).

2.2.13 The Iron Age and Romano-British Period (700 BC — AM10): both the uplands

and lowlands of Cumbria have produced evidence werous enclosed
settlements that may date to the Iron Age, howesetack of identifiable
material culture has made it difficult to assigedé sites firmly to the Iron Age
(Hodgson and Brennand 2006, 52). Intensive aenakvey has revealed
extensive settlement remains across the Solwaw,pharth of the study area
(Bewley 1994) and large field systems and agrically improved areas have
been identified in the uplands of the Lake Dist(i@uartermaine and Leech
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forthcoming). A series of enclosures on Augherffed to the north-east of the
survey area potentially represent a long sequehoeaupation throughout the
later prehistoric periods (Hodgson and Brennand62@2). In Cumbria 866
enclosures, and up to 332 settlements, have besmifidd as cropmarks and
earthworks but very few of these sites have beeestigated by excavation and
they have not been closely dated (Philpott 2006, The similarity between
indigenous rural settlement sites of the Iron Agel &omano-British periods
means that these sites could potentially datetteeperiod, or have been used
during both periodsop cit73—4).

2.2.14 When excavations have taken place at settlemess sitCumbria, the presence
of Romano-British pottery, in contrast to a lacklodn Age material culture,
may have led to sites being categorised accordirtheir final, Romano-British,
phase of occupation with earlier settlement agtiting masked and obscured
(Hoaen and Loney 2004, 42). Such successive odoapappears to have been
represented, for example, at Wolsty Hall, wherdgogtdating to the 2nd century
AD was found in the upper fills of ditches, and abcross Hall where an
enclosure was modified during the Romano-Britishiqae (Philpott 2006, 74).
Excavations at Matterdale, to the west of Ullswabawve revealed occupation of
an open settlement site with radiocarbon dates dstraiing activity during the
final centuries of the first millennium BC, and Wween the first and fourth
centuries AD (Hoaen and Loney 2004, 49-50). Featassociated with an
enclosed settlement at Glencoyne Park in Matterdswe produced a
radiocarbon date of 1105-835 cal BC (Beta 17111281050 bc), while
unexpectedly high-quality finds of Romano-Britishtel were recovered from the
interior of an associated roundhous® (cit, 50). This broad date range, and
successive stratigraphic phases of the roundhauggest a long sequence of
activity and occupation at the site spanning treeRoman and Romano-British
periods (bid).

2.2.151In the absence of substantial quantities of datavel® from archaeological
excavation, attempts to evaluate the potentialkefodence of Iron Age activity
within Cumbria have often been restricted to thanexation of comparative site
morphologies based on settlement chronologies ledtad from outside the
region (Quartermaine and Leech forthcoming). Timkd into models of the
changing Cumbrian climate, during the later prefmist period, based on
palaeoenvironmental analyses undertaken during9f8s and 1980s (Barbet
al 1993, 226; Pearsall and Pennington 1973, 232-#)jchvsuggests that
between 800 BC and 500 BC there was a deterioratitimee Cumbrian climate,
reflected in wetter and colder weather, and thiatdiecline accelerated after 500
BC. Deterioration of some upland soils meant thgtaesion onto high ground
would have been impossible while much of the lofedls became uninhabitable
(Higham 1986, 117). It was not until the last ceets of the first millennium
BC, that there was any improvement in climatic ¢bods with a marked
decrease in tree pollen, suggestive of increasearathce activity (Barbest al
1993, 228).

2.2.16 Such ideas, in tandem with the poorly understoadratiogy of settlement sites
in Cumbria through archaeological investigationsaven contributed to
circularities of interpretation that have resuliedthe self-perpetuation of the
idea of the largely uninhabitable nature of IroneAQumbria. For example, a
lack of known archaeological sites of prehistoratedin Cumbria has been used
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to support the idea that the environmental condltion the area were not
conducive to settlemenbp cit 226). However, as at least 1198 settlement and
enclosure sites in the area have not yet beenlgldséed (Philpott 2006, 74),
and many potentially Iron Age sites may have bessigaed to the Romano-
British period, on the basis of finds representatgr phases of use (Hoaen and
Loney 2004, 42; Higham 1986, 190), this aspechefarchaeological record is
far from reliable.

2.2.17 Contrary to established views of the impact of @emnbrian prehistoric climate,
pollen evidence demonstrates that there was clearand cereal cultivation in
the region during the later Iron Age (Hodgson ancenBand 2006, 52),
alongside a significant upsurge in forest clearashaeng the Late Iron Age at
numerous locations throughout Cumbriap (cit 67-72). This has been
interpreted as evidence of an increase in populairdhe result of technological
developments, such as the iron-tipped agpdjt 72). Although there has been in
the past a reluctance to consider the possibifityptand habitation in the north-
west during the Iron Age, because of the climagtedoration (Higham 1986,
117-8), excavations at Glencoyne Park and Balhofidonden and Loney 2004,
50) at heights of 230m and 280m (AOD) respectivieye confirmed Iron Age
dates as a result of radiocarbon-dated assay.

2.2.18 The analyses of lake sediments from Crummock W&teenet al 2008, 138-9)
suggest an increase in local soil erosion as dtr@lshuman activity ipid) and is
likely to result from the destabilisation of soiteused by the clearance of
woodland for agriculture. Specific episodes of msige erosion are suggested by
periods of increased mineral input into the lakd Hrese have been identified at
400 BC and 250 BC, with decreased concentratiomainérals at 800—400 BC
and AD 100-250 ilid). This might suggest that there was a decrease in
clearance or agricultural activities in Buttermdtging the Late Bronze Age and
Early Iron Age, but that the impact of human atyivon the environment
intensified throughout the period between 400 B@ AD 100, during the Late
Iron Age and early Romano-British periods. Thereyntaen have been a
subsequent decrease in activity between AD 100w280renewed activity after
AD 250. It is important to note that the increasemineral deposition are small
in scale, unlike the dramatic increases observabla AD 900 (bid) and, as
such, these may reflect comparatively minor fluttres in land use.

2.2.19 Human agency is inferred as the cause of theséverepisodesilfid), but it is
important to consider the potential role of clinnaéivents in these formation
processes, particularly where small-scale changesesident. It should be
stressed, however, that these increases in thenatation of sediments form
part of a broader trend of incremental soil erosispanning the last four
thousand years, and that the erosion of soilsenrbn Age does not, therefore,
reflect the idea of climate-based soil deterioraispecific to the Iron Age,
which have been argued (Higham 1986, 117) to pdeclvon Age activity in
upland areas.

2.2.20 The categorisation of sites that have the potefdralron Age phases of activity
as being of Romano-British date is evident in thett&mere area. Three
enclosed settlement sites (NTSMR 20381, 27581, 20@889) are described
within The National Trust SMR as being of likely iRano-British date, although
none has been subject to archaeological excavalioa.dating of the sites at
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High Nook Farm (NTSMR 27581), Lanthwaite Green (WIFS 20389), and
Lambling Knott (NTSMR 20381) appears to derive froamparisons of similar
site-types within Cumbria, which have not been tasigely dated (NTSMR
20381, 27581, and 20389; Lund 1999, 19). The eadlosettlement at
Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389; Plate 6) has bednest to extensive
topographic survey and it has been suggested ldraeats of the site could date
to the Bronze Age, Late Iron Age, and Romano-Bripsriods ipid) (Figs 6 and
7). Any attempt to more closely date the phaseactiity represented would,
however, require archaeological excavation or thenalysis of
palaeoenvironmental data specific to the immediatenity of the sites. The
settlement sites are similar in form, with eartd stone, or stone, banks defining
sub-circular spaces ranging between approximatéhy and 70m in diameter,
and the enclosures at Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 208868 High Nook Farm
(NTSMR 27581; Plate 7) have both, to some exteeenbsunken into the
ground, which might suggest that they were usedvfotering of stock, and that
the repeated removal of manure rich soil for dapmsion farmland resulted in
the dropping of the level of the interiors. Theembrs might also have been
subject to scarping, in order to accumulate earthséone for the construction of
the enclosure bank.

2.2.21 It should be noted that an estate map of the HigbkiNestate from 1787 (Donald
1787; Plate 8) and the Loweswater tithe map of 183& showed the field in
which the High Nook enclosure (NTSMR 27581) is &ital as a plot named
‘Rye Garth’. Although the boundaries of this fiddgpear to have respected the
enclosure bank, and might have overlain part obidnek at the southern side, as
the current field wall does, the perimeter of firedd did not correspond with the
extent of the sub-circular enclosure. The field kedras Rye Garth was larger
than the enclosure and of irregular polygonal shapth the field boundaries
closely following the natural topography at the tees side of the plot,
reinforcing the line of a sharp natural break @psl. It is possible that the Rye
Garth field name might represent the survival okarlier field name associated
with a sub-circular enclosure, although the enal®diank does not contain any
conspicuous traces of stone, which might suggestliapsed wall. It seems
likely, therefore, that although the enclosurepait of the enclosure bank, might
have been reused in association with an enclodumedieval or post-medieval
date, it represents the remains of an earliercsibeparable with the settlement at
Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389).

2.2.22 The enclosure at Lambling Knott (NTSMR 20381) imi&ied on a terrace and
does not have as obvious a sunken interior as itee at High Nook and
Lanthwaite Green. It has, however, been construatednd the ‘elbow’ of a
break of the hill slope, which provides a simil@&nse of containment, at the
eastern side, as the sunken sites. This site é=at@ctions of drystone banking
and incorporated large earthfast stones.

2.2.23 Two further sites within the survey area may akspresent activity during the
Iron Age or Romano-British periods. To the north Dale How, close to
Rannerdale Farm, is a group of earthworks desciibdthe National Trust SMR
as the site of a deserted medieval farmstead (NT3N8%5). There appear to be
multiple phases of activity represented by thehseotks, some of which may
indeed relate to medieval or post-medieval activitie main part of the site,
however, comprises a large sub-circular enclosdWESMR 29273; Plate 9),
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measuring 65m by 55m, defined by a wide earth amdesbank with earthfast
stones and sections of drystone banking. Similarlghe site at Lambling Knott
(NTSMR 20381), the interior of the enclosure igstly undulating and does not
appear to have been extensively hollowed to produaaiform concave effect.
The enclosure bank has, however, been construnteddithe ‘elbow’ of a well-
defined break of slope, which contributes to a gesense of containment than
that provided by the banking alone. Hollows withive enclosure are likely to
represent building platforms (NTSMR 29274-8) andpegp to be sub-
rectangular, sub-ovoid, and D-shaped; these magsept several phases of use
and reuse of the enclosure. The general form ofsiteeis very similar to the
three enclosures at High Nook Farm (NTSMR 27581anthwaite Green
(NTSMR 20389), and Lambling Knott (NTSMR 20381) die$ at a height of
130m (AOD). As the sites at Dale How (NTSMR 29278)gh Nook Farm
(NTSMR 27581), and, Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 203&8l) appear to
represent lron Age / Romano-British settlementst tha@re succeeded by
medieval and post-medieval farmsteads in the n&amity, it is possible that
further settlement sites have been obscured bgdhstruction of post-medieval
farm sites.

2.2.24 A second site at Loweswater Pele (NTSMR 20464) hesviously been

suggested to date to the medieval period, but rsayteve originated in the Iron
Age. A promontory of land, at approximately 100mQ[B), protrudes into the
north-western side of Crummock Water (Plate 10} the raised level of this
low sub-ovoid hillock, in comparison to a low-levslarshy area to the west,
almost renders the area an island. The inaccasgibil the promontory is
accentuated by a bi-vallate system of earthworkemtsds (NTSMR 29400;
NTSMR 29402, Plate 11), with an additional rampéarthe presumed entrance at
the southern side (NTSMR 29403). This area has baggested to have been
the site of a twelfth century pele tower (NTSMR @8¥owned by Runulphe de
Lindesaye, although these assumptions are basgdoanthe endurance of the
‘pele’ place-name, which was in use at least aly ear1631, and the fact that de
Lindesaye owned land in the area (Fair 1936). Tleeefew indications of the
structural remains of a pele tower, although a saratform at the eastern side
of the promontory (NTSMR 29404) could representsaduilding. Even if the
site had been occupied by a pele, this does nassadly place the foundation
of the earthwork defences within the medieval mkrialthough they have
previously been described as representing the rsmafi a moated medieval
manor house (NTSMR 20464; SM 27660). In contrash ttypical medieval
moated site, however, they actually comprise subisiadefensive banks that
reinforce an area of natural waterlogging, ratihh@ntforming a sharply-defined
moat as a recognised focal feature (eg Steane 5334The site is much larger
than most Cumbrian ringwork sites, which were eannedieval fortifications
utilising banks, ditches, and waterways (Jacksd®@019), and lacks any signs of
structural remains that might qualify as a fortfiemanor house, which were
typically associated with moatsy cit, 19).

2.2.25 The morphology of the site at Loweswater Pele semmr® closely comparable

to the promontory forts that have been broadly dladethe Iron Age (Cunliffe
1991, 267-9) than medieval defended sites. Suel wiere often multi-vallate
and modified existing spurs of land to form defdridaareas with a minimum
investment of working time. This can be seen at Rmave, Rhossili, and
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Caerau Henllan, in Walesf cit 267), and High Rocks and Hammer Wood, in
Wealden ¢p cit, 345), with single-vallate examples at Castle @&eadBury
(Cowell 2005, 74) and Beeston Castle, Cheshires(EB93). Although most of
these sites comprise rises within dry landscapeagessites, such as The Knave,
Rhossili, and St David’'s Head, in Wales (Cunliffé91, 267) are partially
surrounded by sea. Archaeological investigation ldidoe required to date the
site with certainty, and sites, such as Beestortl€asave demonstrated long
periods of use and reuse of conveniently defendaiplegraphic features during
the Bronze Age, Iron Age, Romano-British, medievadd English civil war
periods (Ellis 1993).

2.2.26 It should be noted that the raising of the leveCaimmock Water by 1m by the

water board during the late nineteenth century téie had an impact on the
extent of exposed land at Loweswater Pele. Althaihghpromontory may have
extended slightly further than the current extehis is unlikely to have had a
dramatic impact on the nature of the waterloggezh an the environs of the
earthwork ramparts. This area consists of a hobbetween two raised areas and
the saturated nature of the ground is, therefokelyl to be a result of the
accumulation of ground water from rain and from #ogacent wet land lying to
the east of High Park.

2.2.27 Other sites tentatively dated to between the Brohge and Romano-British

2.3
231

periods are five hollows or stone robbing holes NIR 25063, NTSMR 25064,
NTSMR 25067, NTSMR 25103, NTSMR 25110) and two aegular stone-
lined pits at Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 25100, NTSEEL12); (Fig 6). There
have been few finds datable to the Iron Age or Ruorritish periods found
within the survey area. A lead object (NTSMR 291 X3japed like an acanthus
leaf, was found at Scale Beck and may be a letwgfibr belt terminal dating to
the Romano-British period (Fig 29). A Hadrianic rcavas found in the 1940s
(NTSMR 20384) in a hollowed stone on Knott Rigg.

EARLY MEDIEVAL (AD 410 — 1066)

Due to a lack of archaeological evidence from pgasod, it is necessary to rely
heavily upon fragmentary historical documents ardcgname evidence
(Rollinson 1996, 33). During the Post-Roman perfodmbria was probably part
of the British kingdom of Rheged, which was eclgbd®y the more powerful
northern kingdom of Strathclyde cit 34). The kingdom of Rheged appears to
have corresponded with the northern part of Cumbnathe vicinity of the
Solway Plain and Eden valley, with Carlisle représg a possible power base,
although the territory may have extended much @&rrtbouth (Higham 1986,
253; 263). Strathclyde occupied what is currentdyth-western Scotland, with
monarchic links to Dumbarton Rock on the River @Yol cit, 254; 263). In the
seventh century, Strathclyde was subsequently suds$uwithin the Anglo-
Saxon Kingdom of Northumbria (Rollinson 1996, 3adafrom the late eighth
century, the decline of Northumbria left a powecwam in the north-west that
was further destabilised by pressure from Scandhnaand Hiberno-Norse
groups (RM Newman 2006, 91—-3). Cumberland did nateunder Norman rule
until 1092, when William Rufus took Carlisled cit, 93). Although not founded
until ¢ 1100, it has been suggested (Winchester 1987ha6jtte unit of baronial
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land tenure occupied by the ‘*honour of Cockermquthay have represented a
pre-Conquest estate, which includes the eastetroptre study area.

2.3.2 The analysis of environmental evidence from thdyearedieval period in the
North-West has been hampered by the removal of pestthe last 1000 years
(RM Newman 2006, 93-4). Environmental samples friehenside Tarn, in
western Cumbria, and from the Coniston lake basimvever, demonstrate that
there were intense episodes of clearance followirgRomano-British period in
topographically diverse areas of Cumbribid, Hodgkinsonet al 2000, 78).
Recent studies of lake sediments from Crummock Whsee identified a
gradual increase in local soil erosion throughdwe early medieval period,
which is likely to reflect clearance and cultivation the area (Sheet al 2008,
138-9). Analyses of mineral accumulations suggest there may have been
some comparative stabilisation of the local sodsugen AD 700 and AD 900,
with a significant increase in deep and intensiv@sien from AD 900 ipid).
This could reflect relatively low levels of localcaupation, followed by a
dramatic increase in population as a result of Blgettlementilpid).

2.3.3 Sculpture, in the form of stone crosses and hogbals, attests to activity in
western Cumbria predating the Norman conquest. Misthe Cumbrian
examples, such as the cross and hogback tombsGamforth to the south of the
study area, represent Scandinavian craftsmanshvp Nlewman 2006, 102-3),
as does a cross from St Bees (Hodgkirnstoal 2000, 78). No such sculpture has
been recognised within the study area, althoughotigins of a farm named
‘High Cross, lying to the north of the road betwdeweswater and Waterend
may be indicative of a former boundary marker.

2.3.4 Place-Name Evidencethe Viking and Anglo-Saxon influence in the nowvibst is
evident from place-name evidence, however, it shdud remembered that
linguistic continuity, including otherwise incongmus colloquialisms, might be
responsible for the introduction of certain plaegags in much later periods than
the initial arrival of immigrant groups (RM Newma006, 95). For example, the
use of the wordthwaite denoting areas of clearance, became part of the
Cumbrian dialect and continued to be used in rafex¢o new clearings into the
thirteenth century (Winchester 1987, 41). Placeewmncan not, therefore,
automatically be equated with the settlement ohietigroups in the absence of
accompanying historical or archaeological evider8meral place-names in the
locale of Buttermere contain the Norse elemdhivaite’ (op cit, 494) eg
Lanthwaite and Brackenthwaite, within the survegaarand also Thackthwaite,
Littlethwaite, and Thornthwaite, which are in Lartéarish to the immediate
north of the survey area, and Graythwaite, whiel lvithin 1km to the north-
west of Loweswater. Théawaiteelement is also present in Gillerthwaite, to the
north of Lanthwaite Wood. The word scales derivesmf the Scandinavian
element skali denoting shielings op cit, 490), which are associated with
transhumance agricultural practices, and an aréaetgouth-west of Crummock
Water bears this name. The general name of ‘S¢akfgrring to a large part of
the fell in this area, has also been applied teis#Mandscape features in this
area, such as ‘Scale Beck’ and ‘Scale Island’. 3¢@eselement also occurs in
‘Scale Hill".

2.3.5 The elemenkirk, found in ‘Kirkgill’, ‘Kirkgate’, and ‘Kirkhead’, suggests an
Old Norse root referring to a church sigp €it, 481) and all three of these place-
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2.3.6

2.3.7

names cluster to the west of the church in Lowesiatlage. This could relate
to an early ecclesiastic antecedent to the curtbotch of St Bartholomew,
which dates to 1827 (Richardson and Evans 1996, 13 deed of consecration
demonstrates that the present church replacedrheredapel (Richardson and
Evans 1996, 36) and that an earlier building wasxistence by 1700, when a
bell tower was addedb(d), although the date of construction of this chapel
not clear. The records of St Bees priory show #éh@n unspecified date between
1154 and 1181, there was a chapel in Loweswatesnbelg to the priory
(Wilson 1905, 178-183), although it is not knownentthis was founded, or if
this was the same building that was destroyed ¢ditide the building of the
current church. A local chapel clearly pre-dateslitifluence of St Bees priory in
the area, as the chapel was annexed to St Belker thain having been founded
by the priory (Wilson 1915, 23). The existence ahapel in the area at least as
early as the twelfth century, and the local ocawreeof the kirk’ element, may
suggest that an early ecclesiastic site existed.aweswater at some time
between the eighth century, when Scandinavian &noos into the area began,
and the medieval period. It has been suggestedititatlations in the vicinity of
Kirkhead, in Loweswater, could represent the remamh an earlier chapel
(Richardson and Evans 1996, 35), although this hais been subject to
archaeological confirmation. Thiark element is also present in ‘Kirk Close’,
which lies to the east of Buttermere lake.

It has been suggested (Whyte 1985) that, priohéoScandinavian incursions,
British populations may have utilised the betteriadtural land in Cumbria,
which might explain a relative lack of British p&oames in the more
mountainous areas of the central Lake Districthédligh there appear to be few
British place-names in Buttermere, the juxtapositiof possible prehistoric
farmsteads and subsequent medieval and post-médievensteads, at
Rannerdale (NTSMR 24355; Plate 9), Lanthwaite Gré¢diSMR 20389,
NTSMR 23020; Plate 6), and High Nook Farm (NTSMRB&T, Plate 7), gives
an impression of settlement continuity. This coubdwever, be an illusion
created by discontinuous episodes of exploitatiopreferable agricultural land.
The River Cocker, which flows northwards from Cruouk Water, appears to
derive from the P-Celtic British elemewtucrz, meaning the crooked river
(Armstronget al 1950, 9), although this need not reflect contireuoacupation
in the survey area during the early medieval peasdhe river is obviously an
extensive feature of the landscape and the namél aelate to surviving
populations elsewhere. The name could derive flmgnoccupation of the region
during the Romano-British, or post-Roman period,maght have prehistoric
origins. Crummock Water also derives from a Britigiguistic root and is
named after the upper part of the River Cocker,ctvhwas called Crummock
Beck. Crummock is derived from the British wamdimhzico, which also means
crooked ¢p cit, 33; 467).

There is little archaeological evidence for earlgdmeval activity in Buttermere.
A single iron spearhead (NTSMR 29106) was recovéad Crummock Water,
close to Woodhouse Islands, which may be of Scawdin origin. The remains
of a settlement at Scales (NTSMR 20380) was sugdegi have been of
Scandinavian origin, following a site visit in ti®40s, although subsequent
research has suggested that this represents athaatiteg to no earlier than the
medieval period (Winchester 1986, 2). The poss$jbikmains, however, that the
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Scales name might derive from earlier use of tea &r transhumance, and that
this name could then have been applied to the laggmanent settlement.

MEDIEVAL AND PosT-MEDIEVAL HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT OF
BUTTERMERE

Although much medieval research in Britain tygscally focused on nucleated

villages and moated sites, Cumbria has also beersubject of archaeological

research into both transitional and permanent diggkesettlement (CN Newman

2006, 115), which is particularly pertinent whervastigating areas such as
Buttermere, which are removed from large urbanresnSeasonal settlements or
shielings, generally associated with summer grazipgrmanent dispersed

farmsteads, cattle ranches or vaccaries, monasteimpels, moated or tower
houses, and industrial sites, such as bloomersscaded with iron working, are

all sites that might be encountered within ruratl aipland contexts during the

medieval period (CN Newman 2006, 121, 123, 124),1&2 many of these site-

types are represented within the survey area.

The Twelfth and Thirteenth Centuriesin ¢ 1100 the ‘honour of Cockermouth’,
which consisted of five vills and the fells lyingtween the Rivers Cocker and
Derwent, was separated from the earlier Copelanshyg\Winchester 1987, 16).
At this time, the eastern part of the study area wathin the honour of
Cockermouth, whilst the western part remained phthe Copeland estate. The
eastern part of the study area lay within the uplsub-division of the honour of
Cockermouth called Derwentfells and was considgyedate forest, or free
chase @p cit, 19-20; Plate 12). This area would have been utigecomplete
control of the overlord of the honour of Cockernfguhereas the western part
of the study area comprised part of the lowland-diutsion of Copeland estate
and any settlements in this area were freehold tmetefore, unlikely to have
been under the direct control of an overlahild).

The late eleventh and early twelfth centuries &elyt to have been periods of
great social stress in northern Cumbria, with tlaqeest of Carlisle being
followed by the large-scale movement of peasamtognfthe south of the country
(op cit 5, 17). The lowlands and valleys of upland faestere subject to

continued clearance and colonisation during thdftlivand thirteenth centuries.
This is evident in Buttermere, where studies of the of accumulation and
mineral composition of Crummock Water sediments gesty significant

increases of deep and intensive local soil erobenveen AD 1150 and AD
1300 (Sheret al 2008, 138-9). This is suggestive of increasedesetint and the

intensification of agriculture in Buttermere atghiime, and may reflect the
introduction of deep ploughing to the ardad). Historical records demonstrate
the presence of a mill at Buttermere village prior1215 and it has been
suggested (Winchester 1987, 140) that a nucleusetifement, from which

Buttermere village developed, may have existed lon delta flats between
Crummock Water and Buttermere Lake (Plate 13) y01and that the farms on
the surrounding fellsides developed from 1215 d&mdughout the thirteenth and
early fourteenth centurieg(d).

Former forest valleys in the uplands were also ginbunto agricultural use by
the establishment of pastures and vaccaries ipreferred dalehead lands by the
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manorial lords gp cit 42). The dalehead at the south-eastern end of the
Buttermere valley (Plate 14) was established awv#oeary of Gatesgarth in the
thirteenth century (Winchester 2003, 109) and, lesd sites were generally
founded on upland chase, it is likely that the am@a not settled at this time. It
is, however, difficult to establish how much of thalley had been occupied
prior to the Norman conquest of the region. Thewee several sites within the
survey area that may represent medieval settlerif@rdles, NTSMR 20380;
Rannerdale, NTSMR 24355; High Nook Farm, NTSMR 2Z¥5Beel Place,
NTSMR 23020), but whether these represent the moation of local
populations and earlier sites or the establishnoénmew sites, potentially by
incoming settlers, is not clear in the absencerdiaeological excavation. All of
these sites lie close to the valley bottoms artipah some of them lie within
the area of Derwentfell, it can not be assumed tivede lower areas were not
populated at the time of the Norman incursions he @rea. Many of the
Scandinavian place-names cluster at the northednoéthe survey area, in the
large expanses of fertile lowlands to the northCofimmock Water, and it is
possible that local populations established ingady medieval period endured
in this area and that new clearances and settlameate established in the
southern part of the area during the Norman petrateed, it has been suggested
that the hamlet of Scales, and other dispersedstaeads in the wider region,
may have been established during the thirteentheamly fourteenth centuries
during the medieval expansion of earlier settlermerdiei (Winchester 1986, 2).
The Scales place-name also suggests that transhamaaurred within this area
prior to the establishment of a permanent settliém&he thwaite element
continued to be applied to clearances as lateeathitieenth century (Winchester
1987, 41;Section 2.2.24 however, and many of the settlements in theheont
part of the valley could be post-Conquest in date.

In 1247, William de Fortibus 1ll, earl of Albemaylacquired the Cockermouth
estate from his grandfather (William le Gros). Te@nprised the southern half
of the Forest of Derwentfells, including Buttermesed the castle and demesnes
at Cockermouth (Winchester 2003, 111). Surveys ft@80, following the death
of the earl, and 1270, after the death of his som] surviving estate rolls,
provide information relating to demesne farming tine area ibid). These
documents relate to the management of the estdte iwkvas in the possession
of Isabella de Fortibus, the widow of Williarog cit 112; PRO(L) SC6/824/6—
15; PRO(L) E199/7/3; PRO(L) SC11/730, mm.9v, 134y)1 Although sheep
pastures were maintained on the fells to the ea$tarth of the current survey
area, and arable farming was concentrated at Cackeh, the Gatesgarth
pastures at the Buttermere dalehead were utilisea @accary, or cattle farm,
which sustained up to 60 cows and their calvisd) The meadows at
Gatesgarth also provided hay for winter feed foclkt The vaccary included the
park or wood of Gaschard, which may relate to #igd walled enclosure to the
north of Gatesgarth Farm, which includes Kirk Clotambing Knott, and
Robinson Crag, and corresponds with the Forestaie$garth documented in
1489 pp cit, 114). The vaccary lands are also likely to hawduided the flat
meadowland between the lake and Warnscale Bottahthengrazing fells to the
north and east of this areifl). The vaccary buildings may have been close to
the current farm and Gatesgarth cottafal) and remains relating to this period
may have been encountered during recent works enatea (M Astley pers
comm).
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Following a vast reduction in the scale of stoclarieg throughout the
Cockermouth estate in the 1270s, the remainingecatbcks were divided
between the vaccaries at Birkby and Gatesgartl2&®-11 Op cit 113). Records
from the 1280s show that the vaccary maintainedeading herd at this time,
although the rate of breeding appears to have [@&n (Op cit 115-6).
Following the death of Isabella de Fortibus in 129& estate was escheated to
the crown and demesne farming continued for a siog. By 1310, however,
the Gatesgarth pasture had been let to farm anprifiete management of these
lands by the holder of the estate ceasgdcit, 116).

It is likely that some vills along the margins bktCopeland fells represented a
generation of late subinfeudations, or the subel@ddand holdings by the owner
of a larger estate, which in this case was the Barof Copeland. These
subinfeudated vills would have been subject to tamtthl dues to the Baronial
seat of Egremont, over those of the freeholds eftlder area (Winchester 1987,
20). Brackenthwaite was subject to subinfeudatiaoning) the medieval period,
but was returned to the ownership of the lords ofkérmouth and Egremont
1300 (A Winchester pers comm).

One of the landowners in this area in the twelfémtary was Runulphe de
Lindesaye and it has been suggested that he maydustructed a pele tower
on a promontory of land extending into the northtsteen side of Crummock
Water, to the east of High Park (NTSMR 20464; H&i86), based largely on the
‘pele’ place-name, which was in use at least aly @ar1631. However, there are
no indications of such a tower in the area ancetirthworks at the site are likely
to be prehistoric (NTSMR 20464; Plate 13ection 2.2.24-)6 The earliest
historical references that might indicate the pmeseof a manor house in
Loweswater relate to the foundation of the manoBalnesin 1230 Section
8.3.9, which was apportioned to Alan de Multon andwite Alice de Lucy (A
Winchester pers comm).

The records of St Bees priory show that a chap#tieénpossession of the priory
stood at Loweswater at some point between 11541a8d (Wilson 1905, 178—
183). This building, or a successor, was demolishredrder to allow the
construction of the current church of St Bartholama 1827 (Richardson and
Evans 1996, 36). In addition to ecclesiastic laaldlings, part of the land at this
side of the survey area was also subject to endo®um the creation of a deer
park surrounding the current farm of Lowpark in tlager thirteenth century
(Winchester 1978, 193). This park was enclosed lay Ale Multon, the Lord of
the Manor, between 1230 and 1260 it 295). A second park was established
by his son, Thomas de Lucy, prior to 1286, althotlyk was removed due to
obstructions caused to the passage of the mon&s Bées through the areap(
cit, 341).

2.4.10 Loweswater may have been part of the extensive l@ogeforest until 1230

when it was separated from the barony (Winches8871 20). Agricultural
expansion was a common phenomenon throughout Cambrid most of
England, throughout the thirteenth century andrduthis period the Forests of
Copeland and Derwentfells were subject to cleardacenew settlements and
agricultural landsdp cit, 39). The expansion of enclosure by ecclesiasticlay
lords, and piecemeal assarting by peasants, apfeeheve reduced the limits of
the upland forest and chase to the line of the-pestieval head-dyke or fell
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wall by 1300 (Winchester 1978, 210). Indeed, it hasn suggested that much of
the pattern of enclosed land depicted on post—medimaps and plans of
Cumbria may have been formed by this tirop €it, 146).

2.4.11 Fishing was also exploited in Buttermere during thieteenth century, with a
fish weir, eel garth, and fishery being documergeButtermere lake, and an eel
garth at Park Beck at Loweswater (Winchester 1988, CRO(C) D/Lec/29/1;
CRO(C) D/Lec/29/9; CRO(C) DRC/8/35). In 1270 thevere men known as
piscatorrecorded in Buttermere and ‘Fisher’ endured asrancon name in the
sixteenth centuryilfid).

2.4.12 In addition to the agricultural industries, the alebres of Cumbria were
exploited during the medieval period and 14 possidbomery sites, associated
with the processing of iron ore, have been idesdifithin Buttermere by the
discovery of industrial waste, such as slag (Figan8 9) (NTSMR 24354,
NTSMR 26856, NTSMR 26857, NTSMR 26859, NTSMR 27598 SMR
28891, NTSMR 29120, NTSMR 29122, NTSMR 29502, NTSMB546,
NTSMR 29549, NTSMR 29672, NTSMR 29691, NTSMR 20380he
exploitation of iron ores has been demonstratecCumbria throughout the
eleventh to sixteenth centuries (Bowden 2000, &), an the absence of
archaeological excavations, the date of the sitdsrthe survey area can not be
established with any certainty. The bloomeries withe Lake District National
Park that have been dated by radiocarbon analysis produced a range of
dates between cal AD 1170 and cal AD 1650 (Betdyiganc 2002; 2003). In
1305, documentary sources mentioned two bloomeriesweswater asorgiae
ferri (iron forge) and also woodland bloomeriesfaygiae silvestregwoodland
forge), in the Cocker valley (Winchester 1987, 404). It is possible that the
forgiae ferricould relate either to the bloomery sites at SCAETSMR 20380),
or those suggested near to Watergate Farm (NTSMB®&)7and Highpark
(NTSMR 29672). Thdorgiae silvestresnight relate to the numerous bloomery
sites known to have occupied the land to the daSrummock Water (NTSMR
24354, NTSMR 26856, NTSMR 26857, NTSMR 26859, NTSMI8891,
NTSMR 29120, NTSMR 29122, NTSMR 29502, NTSMR 29545[SMR
29549, NTSMR 29691), many of which clustered clégethe suggestively
named ‘Cinderdale Beck’ and within fields shown'&sinderdale Fields’ on the
Brackenthwaite tithe map of 1844.

2.4.13 Woodland was of obvious importance as a sourceuef for bloomeries and
charcoal production during the thirteenth centurguid have exploited dead
wood, prior to the growth of coppicing, which isigent from the fourteenth
century in Cumbria (Bowden 2000, 6; Winchester 198#) (Fig 11). Charcoal
was originally produced by placing uncoppiced fragits of wood within pits
(hence the name pitsteads) which were then butht avturf cover over the pits
to restrict the amount of oxygen. Recent excavatimincharcoal pits from Bark
House Bank, Rusland, have produced thirteenth ftdeath century dates
(www.lake-district.gov.uk/index/learnming/ archasgy). Unfortunately such
monuments rarely show up as surface features andrdy ever discovered by
chance. There are 56 known pitstead platforms witButtermere, which
represent the remains of prepared platforms usedh® production of large
qguantities of charcoal. This method of productien documented from the
sixteenth century (Bowden 2000, 23), although ityrhave originated earlier
(Section 9.5.6 Numerous pitsteads have been identified in tlwale of Scales
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(Section 9.5.8 a settlement with evidence for iron processingich has been

suggested to date to the thirteenth or fourteeattiucies (Winchester 1986, 2);
however there is no evidence that the pitsteadse wentemporary with the

medieval settlement. In addition to charcoal praidug the personal name of le
Turner, documented in Buttermere in the thirteerghtury, suggests that wood
turning may have been undertaken in the area attilme (Winchester 1987,
105).

2.4.14 Routes known as corpse roads existed throughoutb@arduring the medieval

period, allowing the transport of the dead to tearest burial ground (Hindle
1998, 58). One such road ran between Buttermelageiland Brighamop cit,

60) and a second track, to the south-west of Lovae=wake, was referred to by
several local people during the current surveytlas corpse road’. It has been
suggested that the latter track allowed the transgdhe dead from Loweswater
to the priory of St Bees (Richardson and Evans 1996), although a more
direct route to the priory appears to have run@losedale and into Ennerdale.

2.4.15 Fourteenth Century:the fourteenth century experienced a dramaticrsavef
the growth associated with the thirteenth centasya result of the destructive
influences of war, disease, and climatic deteriora{Winchester 1987, 44).
There were numerous Scottish raids between 12961346, with three being
particularly destructive within Cumbria. These toplace in 1316, 1322, and
1345 and, although the direct impact of the raidy mot have affected some of
the communities within the central Lake Distridietloss of manpower as a
result of Cumbrian men leaving to fight for the kslg army, will have affected
many communities who had not been subject to thience of these hostilities
(op cit, 45).

2.4.16 In addition to the effects of war, outbreaks of flilague occurred in Cumbria
during the fourteenth century, although it is pbkesthat fells and remote lands
to the west of the region, that were not close sgjomcommunication routes,
may have been less affected. Crop failure, disegsmgped under the general
term of ‘murrain’, which affected cattle and sheepupled with a deterioration
in the climate, caused a widespread agrarian arismrthern England between
1315 and 1322il§id). This crisis had a severe impact on Cumbria,ltieguin an
impoverished economy of the region and the poveahd ill-health of
individuals. The combined affect of these disastaetminated in the reduction of
population numbers in the region and the probaldandonment of many
farmsteads and field systenmp(cit, 47).

2.4.17 Due to a lack of records relating to the possessanndividual farmers during
the medieval period, it is difficult to establidietrelative reliances on arable and
pastoral farming, and how extensive each of theggmes was prior to the
sixteenth century, at which point probate recordsolme available. There are
several observable examples of broad ridge an@vunultivation earthworks
distributed throughout the survey area (NTSMR 29688 SMR 29722,
NTSMR 29419, NTSMR 29462, NTSMR 29503, NTSMR 29708[SMR
29675), although most of these sites lie to thehnof Crummock Water. There
are also several areas within Buttermere wherd fié#¢arance associated with
arable agriculture is attested by the presencéeafance cairns, which might be
associated with nearby sites of suggested meddatal although post-medieval
agricultural practices might also be responsiblechSsites (NTSMR 29406,
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NTSMR 29411, NTSMR 29412, NTSMR 29415, NTSMR 294&®) present in
the locale of Highpark, close to areas of broadeidnd furrow (NTSMR 29419,
NTSMR 29462), and within the grounds of documenteedieval tenements.
There are also clearance cairns (NTSMR 29269, NT29B39) adjacent to the
deserted medieval settlement north of Dale How (MRS24355) and in the
environs of a probable medieval farmstead (NTSMB8DJ at High Nook Farm
(NTSMR 29206, NTSMR 29208, NTSMR 29230).

2.4.18 Six deserted settlements that may feature phasaseofiating to the medieval
period are known within the survey area (Figs 8-(®jales, NTSMR 20380;
Rannerdale, NTSMR 24355; High Nook Farm, NTSMR 2Z¥5Beel Place,
NTSMR 23020; Stockbridge, NTSMR 29457; a site eafstLow Hollins,
NTSMR 29513); however, three of these (High NooknkaNTSMR 27580;
Stockbridge, NTSMR 29457; Peel Place, NTSMR 2302&)e deserted during
the post-medieval period (Winchester 1986, 4). Thedieval settlement at
Rannerdale (NTSMR 24355; Plate 15) appears to dame out of use in the late
medieval period (Winchester 1987, 48) and Scal@&SMR 20380) and the site
near Low Hollins (NTSMR 29513) may potentially halveen deserted in the
fourteenth century. The possibility remains, howeteat previously abandoned
medieval sites occupying cultivable land were rduselater periods and that
subsequent buildings may have masked the presétivese sitesdp cit, 47-8).

2.4.19 Fifteenth and Sixteenth Centurieghe recovery of the northern part of Cumbria
from the compound disasters of the fourteenth c¢gnivas slow and lagged
behind that of the southern part of the county, h®cottish incursions were
less of a threat and the growth of the textile, ey and woodland industries
bolstered the economyoy§ cit, 51). The development of the region did not,
however, remain in stasis during this period ofdgel recovery and the
widespread phenomenon of the sub-division andrgast former demesnes at
the will of the Lord, and the subsequent creatibplanned settlements, which is
in evidence throughout England, also occurred imtheon Cumbria ibid).
Within Buttermere, the deer park at Loweswater baen sub-divided by 1437
into tenements, which may be represented by theemuhamlets of Highpark
and Lowpark ipid). The farm at Gatesgarth had been let by 1310y poi the
worst of the fourteenth century impacts (Winche2603, 116), but by the
sixteenth century it had been sub-divided intodhreldings ipid), reflecting the
continuing trend to create numerous farmsteads fovmer demesnes.

2.4.20 The deserted medieval settlement at Rannerdale NNRT24355) had been
divided into seven equal shares by 1547, and doeappear to have functioned
as a nucleated farmstead after this time. The naediehapel of the Blessed
Mary Magdalene (NTSMR 29105) was mentioned in 1508,the Percy
muniments at Cockermouth Castle (Millward and Rebim 1974, 171). This
chapel is said to have been located at Rannerddéilmugh no trace of such a
building is visible within the field systems in ¢harea. It is possible that the
remains of the chapel are represented by one ditui@ng platforms associated
with the enclosed settlement (NTSMR 24355), altiioogne of these has been
specifically characterised as being such a buildiige record of ‘Chapel Field’
on the Brackenthwaite tithe map of 1844, refertmghe area currently occupied
by Rannerdale Farm, might record the presenceigfetirly building, or a land
holding in the possession of the chapel. In théesixth century, Buttermere
village comprised a cluster of farms, with indivedufarms scattered on the
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fellside above the village (Winchester 1987, 138)medieval chapel has been
suggested to have pre dated the current churchh é&r8es (NTSMR 29483) at
Buttermere village (Millward and Robinson 1974, ), #hich was built in 1840,
although there is little evidence for such a buidi

2.4.21 The expansion of agricultural lands continued dytime fifteenth century and,

although uncommon at this time, wholesale enclosd@irmoorland occurred at
Lorton Head, to the north of the survey area, in3L@VNinchester 1987, 52). The
enclosure of large areas of fellside by groupseofihts was more common in
Cumbria and in 1568 part of the fellside to thetim@ast of Buttermere village,
known as Blakerigg or Bleak Rigg, was encloseg (cit, 143; CRO(C)
D/Lec/299). The encroachment of individual holding® the fells and forests
was the most common type of enclosure at this twit) the corresponding
construction of intake boundaries. The fertile ellbottom, lying between
Buttermere lake and Crummock Water, was enclosethgliuhe sixteenth
century, and was divided into four fields, namedhee or Lower Field, Over
Field, Scarr Field, and Drigg Garwick (Wincheste€8719141). In addition to the
enclosure of land by groups of local people, attsnere also made by the
landed gentry to enclose land in attempts to irsgetheir stock-rearing
capacities. Holme Wood, at the north-western endhef survey area, was
formerly a piece of fellside known as ‘the Holmep(cit 52) and was the
subject of successive attempts of opposed encldsyreords of the Manor
during the mid and late sixteenth centuilyid). By the end of the sixteenth
century, inc 1578 (Winchester 1978, 338), the pattern of muckthefenclosed
lands in Buttermere (Plate 16) had reached theneitat would later be depicted
in the tithe maps of 1844 and the first edition @nadce Survey mapping of
1861-3.

2.4.22 The ownership of rights over the wastes or foréstging settlements, and

therefore the legality of enclosure and the legeliv of assumed common rights
to these lands for pasture and turbary, was namhple and consistent issue. In
northern Cumbria, the wastes and grazing land wdten not technically
manorial wastes, but demesne hunting grounds ipakssession of the manorial
lord, as was the case with the Copeland and Defalentorests associated with
Buttermere (Winchester 1987, 83—-4). In some plapagments secured local
rights to use wastes, and in other areas, suchopel&hd, sub-division of the
forests led to the creation of separate manors asdociated manorial wastes.
This ‘manorialisation’ appears to have been a gahdund almost accidental
process, in which the distinctive and exclusivaustaof the hunting preserves
was forgotten and local occupants gradually reckassumed rights to common
that were not actually based on Anglo-Norman laggiits ©p cit 84-5). A
similar phenomenon appears to have occurred irsase@h as the Derwentfells
forest, whereby the process of subinfeudationdettié creation of new freeholds
within forest areas, in addition to the pre-exigtineehold vills in the manorial
lowlands {bid). These freeholds did not, however, necessartiude areas of
waste and, therefore, existed as bounded unitsinvitirest retained by the
overlord. This sub-division of the forests, withethretention of manorial
ownership of ‘wastes’, occurred throughout the té@nth and fourteenth
centuries, although blocks of former forest graljuaecame to be accepted as
being subject to the exclusive rights of local initents. The processes that
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resulted in the identification of these blocks afid with common rights are not
clear (bid).

2.4.23 The distinction between farmland and wastes wasnoomy marked by a ring
garth, or head-dyke, which would surround the admical lands and demarcate
the areas of winter grazing; this might be opeas®e by community stock, rather
than individuals @¢p cit, 60-1). The land within the ring garth was used fo
growing crops during the summer, whilst grazing uroed on the fells, and
would then be returned to communal grazing uséénvtinter. The presence of
such a boundary at the southern end of the Buttermalley appears to have
been preserved within the name of Gatesgarth Famd,is likely to reflect
private land use associated with the managemeheofaccary. The lines of two
former ring garths may also have been preservedirwibhe extent of the post-
medieval head-dyke in the environs of Bowderbecll #re farms at Wood
House, Sorescale Bank, and Spout Hoogec{t 140-1). Even after the gradual
enclosure of open fields the distinctions betweeasenal land uses endured.
During the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, hosvevhe ‘open’ (communal
grazing) and ‘closed’ (private crop growth) fielgstgem met with opposition as
individuals attempted to retain enclosed fieldsiyithe winter for their private
use ppcit, 60-1).

2.4.24 Sixteenth century probate inventories demonstraeupland farms are likely to
have featured less diverse cultivation than thasthe lowlands, with oats and
low quantities of barley augmenting a pastoral eocaoy dominated by sheep-
rearing with some cattle-rearing. In lowland aremsble agriculture was often
more important than sheep-rearing and broader saofjerops, including wheat
and rye, were grown (Winchester 1987, 60-1). Tsleirfig industries, attested by
thirteenth century documents, appear to have coedirthroughout the medieval
period Op cit 108); documents record fisheries at Buttermeke kand an eel
fishery at Crummock Water in 147&id). Fishing during the sixteenth century
is also demonstrated by the historical occurreriche place-namé&yshegarth
in 1570 (Armstronget al, 354).

2.4.25 It was in the fifteenth and sixteenth centurieg tha demand for charcoal began
to lead to the formal management and preservatfowomdland resources in
Cumbria, rather than their destruction for agrietdt purposes (Winchester
1987, 100, 105). Woodlands were used for numerawuposes during the
medieval period, including fuel, construction timbgotash production, charcoal
production, bark peeling, basketry, and loppingngbranches for cattle fodder
(Bowden 2000, 6; Winchester 1987, 103). Coppiciray imave been in use since
at least the fourteenth century, although this naislikely to have included the
strict rotational systems of the post-medieval gubriEarly charcoal production
in Buttermere, in the thirteenth century, appearsave made use of dead wood
and such practices continued into the sixteenttucgitWinchester 1987, 104).

2.4.26 Classic coppicing systems were known in Low Furraess the Kent valley by
the sixteenth century, and the hag boundaries @$edcwith such rotational
systems are evident in Buttermere, with the namé&Hafjy Sike’ enduring in
relation to the beck to the north of Long How, wheitsteads, associated with
charcoal production (NTSMR 29494, NTSMR 29495), chdeen recorded. A
series of cairns (NTSMR 29630, NTSMR 29637, NTSM&6535, NTSMR
29656, NTSMR 29657, NTSMR 29658) and two stretaifdsanking (NTSMR
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29661, NTSMR 29658) were recorded in Holme Woodgctiappeared to form
a curvilinear grouping and could relate to a forrheundary within the area,
possibly a hag sub-division. A cairn (NTSMR 2962B) also situated
immediately to the south of Holme Beck and miglmfarce a former role of the
beck as a boundary. An apparent boundary stone NNRT@9663) is situated
centrally within a sub-triangular section of theasls that is defined by the line
of cairns, Holme Beck, and the intake wall, and timay have related to the
identification and differentiation of this partieulsection of land. The coppicing
of oak trees is evident in the area around Crabé@e where a possible pitstead
has also been identified (NTSME®123). A series of plantation ridges (NTSMR
29499) are present within a well-defined sub-regtdar area, measuring
approximately 40m long and 18m wide, at the souttede of Nether How.
Many of the ridges are currently occupied by o@esrand it is likely that they
represent arboricultural plantations associatech wiite woodland industry.
Although it is not possible to closely date theged, they have been truncated in
one area by the construction of a charcoal pitstéd@SMR 29498),
demonstrating that they pre-date that particulasptof the industry.

2.4.27 Numerous examples of charcoal pitsteads are despetsoughout the survey

area, particularly around Crummock Water, and hé&een used for the
production of charcoal since at least the sixteamthtury (Bowden 2000, 23)
(Section 2.3.10 Four examples of possible potash kilns or pégehalso been
identified within Buttermere. These include onegtarstone construction
(NTSMR 24351) and three sites (NTSMR 29119, NTSM&RL22, NTSMR
29125) that consist of slighter traces, such aptheence of charcoal and burnt
stone. It is, however, extremely difficult to idéptsuch sites only from an
inspection of the ground surface. The stone straatuay date to the later post-
medieval period, when large iron pots were usedpmtash production and
solidly-constructed kilns would have been necessargontain them (Bowden
2000, 25). The potash kilns dating to the sixteemthtury and earlier may have
consisted of little other than pits and hearthisdf, and such sites may be
represented by the three slighter sites within é@aotere (NTSMR 29119,
NTSMR 29124, NTSMR 29125), although these couldstautiially pre-date the
sixteenth century. There is evidence of copper mginat Burtness woods in
1569-70, and an adit (NTSMR 23036) in this area wasorked in the
nineteenth century (Adams 1988).

2.4.28 Seventeenth Centurythe seventeenth century saw increased conflidisdes

landlords and tenants in Cumbria, as attempts bysldéo replace customary
tenure with leaseholds, which had begun in theesixth century, were largely
defeated by tenant-right legal struggles (Winche2@90, 16). This allowed a
certain stability and a continuity of rural poputats in Cumbria that additional
levels of control afforded to leasing landlords htigave diminishedil§id). This
period also saw a certain level of increased stalak the union of the Crowns
in 1603 led to a decrease in Border conflicts,alth the subsequent changes in
the military obligations of tenants, which werekka to the security of their
customary tenant right tenures, resulted in thecerkation of tenant-right
struggles @p cit, 16—-17).

2.4.29 The seventeenth century saw an increase in thelwelimany yeoman farmers

as a result of buoyant livestock prices and opmities for investment in
industries, such as lead miningp(cit 17). The security of customary tenure
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facilitated the longevity of wealthy yeoman farntgmasties and a profusion of
stone farmhouses dating to the mid-seventeenth itbemghteenth centuries
attests to the comparative wealth of this periodve®al farmhouses remain
standing within Buttermere that are likely to habeen built at this time.

Woodhouse Farm (NTSMR 20627), Wilkinsyke Farm (NTSMO0628), High

Nook Farm (NTSMR 26222), Watergate Farm (NTSMR ZH2Zrag Farm

(NTSMR 26362), and Lanthwaite Cottage (NTSMR 264d6jeature buildings

that appear to have originated in the seventeemifiucy and also four
farmsteads, that have now been demolished, at Plaee (NTSMR 23020),

Stockbridge (NTSMR 29457), to the south of Wilkikeyrarm (NTSMR 29478)
and at Loweswater Pele (NTSMR 20464), may alsadephases dating to this
period. There is an indication at Wilkinsyke FarddTEMR 20628) that the
house had been divided into two units, perhapsrast of the sub-division of
the whole farm holding between siblings, or paremd children. Alternatively,

this could represent a domestic division betweembs¥s of a family who

worked communally to farm a single land holding.n@ersely, the populations
of many Lake District communities declined durinige t seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries, leading to the gradual réscluodf the number of farm
holdings and an increase in size of the remairang$ (Rollinson 1989, 91).

2.4.30 Eighteenth Century: a series of events during the eighteenth centurg wa
responsible for gradual change in northern Cumlammal included the Jacobite
risings of 1745, developments in agricultural teqhes, parliamentary
enclosure, and the beginnings of tourism (OA N@&@07, 24). In November
1745 Charles Stuart marched south from Scotlandfareed the surrender of
Carlisle, before marching to Derby via Penrith, Hal and Lancaster (Hindle
1998, 74-5). The need to open up communicationswolg the Jacobite revolt
resulted in the establishment of humerous turnpilsts in Cumbria during the
mid-eighteenth century, by groups of private indials with vested interests in
travel and tradeop cit 150). Between 1739 and 1767 turnpike roads were
established that included routes between Cocketmaartd Workington,
Cockermouth and Keswick, Cockermouth and Penritlock€rmouth and
Windermere, and Cockermouth and Carlisle via Dalsfop cit 151-2).
Although these roads did not penetrate the westpelands and valleys, they did
open up access to these areas by allowing greaderad travel to within a short
distance of these previously inaccessible areaskh®ase trails would have
allowed access into the Lake District interior,haligh most of these routes
would have been unsuitable for wheeled vehiabgsdt, 123). Several mountain
passes would have provided access to the Butterawe@ from Ennerdale
Bridge, Braithwaite, and Wasdale Heaxpb (Cit, 127), with metalled routes along
some valley bottoms and short upland stretches) asdbetween Cockermouth
and Buttermere village, Keswick and Buttermereag#, via Newlands Hause,
and the Honister Pass, as depicted on the mapsdsy {4821) and Crosthwaite
(1800).

2.4.31 Some of the mountain passes and pack horse rooigdd Wwave become essential
to the transport of material from industrial sitesButtermere, such as the slate
guarries at Honister, Bolt Craigg, Dodds Mealtamj &aynside, and some of the
routes may have been established in order to shese sites. Honister quarry
(NTSMR 24421) was in operation from at least 17&arshall and Davis-Shiel
1977, 155) and the three others appear to havel daimn 1730 (Davis-Shiel
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1991). Short stretches of track are likely to haeen established between each
of the quarries at Dodds Mealton (NTSMR 29250), tBGlaigg (NTSMR
24414), and Saynside (NTSMR 29451), and the neaoasts. Some of these
may have been little more than barrow or sledgiagkss, although the quarry at
Dodds Mealton appears to have been serviced byllacerestructed terraced
trackway (NTSMR 29427).

2.4.32 Tourism in Cumbria increased towards the end ofeilgbteenth century as the
improved road networks allowed greater accessdoatka and the Napoleonic
wars precluded European travel (Hindle 1998, 79)id& books of the area
increased in number from 1775 and one of the earlpides to mention
Buttermere was that produced by Thomas West in {@p8cit 80-1). West
described the small chapel at Buttermere villagel an local agricultural
community that also engaged in the spinning of veowl provided labour for the
slate quarries (West 1821, 136). The flourishink raf this part of the Lake
District as a focus for tourism is demonstratedtioyy maps of the Buttermere
area published by Crosthwaite in 1793 and 1800sd&mmeaps not only showed
the basic topography of the area, but also depsitettations commanding fine
prospects’, illustrating the search for picturesgeauty that was popular at this
time (Hindle 1998, 79).

2.4.33 Parliamentary Enclosure began in Cumbria in theO$7&ith the division of
lowland moors at the edges of the Lake DistrictljReon 1989, 94). This was
largely motivated by attempts to develop land f@bée agricultureibid) and it
was noted, during the travels of the agriculturapiover Arthur Young in the
late eighteenth century, that huge tracts of unaikd Cumbrian moorland
possessed high quality soil with the potential &wable exploitation (Whyte
2003, 5). Enclosure by parliamentary acts occucatturrently with piecemeal
expansions of individual farm holdings, which hageb gradually undertaken
since the medieval periodf cit, 9). By the eighteenth century, the process of
dividing the land, prior to the construction of Inolaries, was being undertaken
by apparently impartial local men and written agneats were being established
(ibid); these processes preceded the formalised pracesfsdarliamentary
Enclosure ipid). The contentious consequence of enclosure wasctiramon
rights associated with tracts of land were repldngthe ownership of an area of
land by an individual. Whereas privately-agreedl@wres could result in the
expansion of holdings by common agreement, appedsrliament by majority
landowners could result in the unpopular enclosafecommons despite
objections ¢p cit, 11).

2.4.34 Some of the land enclosures included high fells tare not suitable for
agricultural improvement and, in these cases, semted only the establishment
of property units, rather than divisions of landtivated by changes in land use.
Some of the eighteenth century land uses in theelsawater area were described
by William Hutchinson in 1797 and included the protlon of potatoes, oats,
barley, wheat, and low quantities of turnips (Ricls@an and Evans 1996, 41);
there were also around 5700 sheep and fourteeesarsd black cattle present
(ibid).

2.4.35 The first school in Loweswater was built at Lowetsvavicarage in 1784 and
was attended by up to 72 children (Richardson areh& 1996, 17). In 1839 a
new school was built to the north-west of the SttfBaomew’s church in
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Loweswater, which has been extended to becomerdsemt village hallilpid).
The school finally closed on the 22nd of Decem!818L

2.4.36 Nineteenth Century: the nineteenth century saw the continuation of the
enthusiasm for land improvement for agriculture afdhe enclosure of open
land. The desire to utilise more areas of upland dmble agriculture was
exemplified by John Curwen, a pioneer of agricalktuimprovement, from
Workington who described a ‘disposition to carrye thlough much nearer
heaven than what was ever dreamed of a few years(Rgllinson 1989, 94).
This arable expansion was related in part to irggtngagrain prices during the
early nineteenth century, which corresponded wathaals of hostility during the
Napoleonic Wars (Whyte 2003, 26—7). During the pahat followed Waterloo,
in 1815, prices fell sharply and nineteenth centagyicultural improvement
from the 1820s was then mainly associated with sheasture. The early
nineteenth century saw a gradual increase in ptpnolavithin the Buttermere
township, from 74 in 1801 to 136 in 1821 (Whella@6@, 311). This had
decreased sharply by 1831 to 89, and continuedltslfghtly during the mid-
nineteenth centuryil{id). It is possible that this may have been assatwaith a
decline in arable agriculture, as a result of disfimg grain prices in the early
part of the century. A similar pattern of populatichange was evident in
Loweswater township, with a gradual rise to 454 pbean 1831, that had
decreased to 391 by 185dp(cit, 367).

2.4.37 At the end of the nineteenth century, between 18801900, the water level of
Crummock Water was raised by approximately Baction 10.2)/ as a result
of modifications related to the supply of wateMwrkington from the lake (D
Denman pers comm). Although the raising of the witeel does not appear to
have had an extensive impact on the exposed lanmhdrthe lake, some sites in
the immediate vicinity of the lake margins are lyk® have been affected.

2.4.38 Enclosure: the process of legally enclosing land was simiféuring the first
half of the century with the introduction of the ri@eal Enclosure Acts of 1801,
1836, 1840, and 184% cit, 17). The bias of Parliamentary enclosure towards
wealthy landowners was apparent with the acts 86ldwards, which allowed
enclosure to take place without reference to Radr, if two thirds of the
proprietors were in agreement. The two thirds Wmasyever, calculated in terms
of property value, rather than per head of popatatop cit, 17). By the end of
the nineteenth century, the pressure to enclose et diminished and the
establishment of new enclosures was gradually cedldy the more efficient
management of the remaining commabgdy.

2.4.39 The enclosure of uplands in Buttermere appears aee lreached its most
extensive historical limits by the end of the neeith century. The tithe maps of
Loweswater from 1839, and Buttermere and Brackeaitenrom 1844, show
that most of the agricultural fields that bound tipdands had the same boundary
limits as those shown on the first edition mappaigl861-3 and on current
mapping. Indeed, the extent of enclosure at theeeaside of the survey area,
with the lakes of Buttermere and Crummock Watemgcas a north to south
divisional axis, may have changed very little fréme boundaries that had been
established by 1578 (Winchester 1978, 338). Thg anéas where enclosure
appears to have expanded after this time were ¢lle &round Melbreak,
Loweswater Fell, and Hen Com8dction 4.3.p The large geometric enclosures

For the use of The National Trust © OA North: February 2009



36 Buttermere, Cumbria: Historic Landscape Survey:wiaé 1

in this area represent the establishment of toptgeally oblivious land units

that were typical of the late nineteenth centurglliRson 1989, 95-6) and were
not depicted until the production of the secondiediOrdnance Survey map of
1900. The establishment of such boundaries ofteanm#he construction of
walls on slopes or crags that were difficult to osge and some of the
enclosures that were established to the west ah@rck Water and Buttermere
Lake in 1865 utilised iron fencing, instead of sawvalling {bid).

2.4.40 Holme Wood was formerly known as 'the Holme' andl theen subject to
contested attempts at enclosure during the siteesitury (Winchester 1987,
52). By the time of the production of the first teoih Ordnance Survey mapping
of 1861-3 the area had been enclosed and was wodtieddiscovery of a
sheepfold (NTSMR 29652) and sheep shelter (NTSM&12Pwithin the woods
during the survey, however, attests to the fornegunme of the area as pasture,
although the dates of the planting of the woodlamd not clear. A bothy
(NTSMR 26226) is present at the eastern side ofwibeds that has been
described as a former shepherd’s hut and is thotoghttve been built in the
early- or mid-nineteenth century. A building wawh in this location on the
first edition Ordnance Survey map of 1861-3, altfouhe function of this
structure is difficult to ascertain, with local werdtandings suggesting possible
early use as a fish hatchery, followed by a st&iesnicking ponies (J Lund pers
comm).

2.4.41 industry: industry diversified within Buttermere during tméneteenth century
with the wider exploitation of mineral resourcestive area. The quarrying of
slate continued, with the Honister quarries (NTSKMRI21), which remained
commercially active in this century. Mining was alsndertaken at this time,
with lead mines being established at Whiteoak (NRSB4546), Mosedale, and
Loweswater (NTSMR 24425). The mines at Whiteoakenaerational between
1864 and 1891, and those at Loweswater between 48d91856. Lead trial
mines are also located close to Beckside (NTSMR1@¥4High Liza Bridge
(NTSMR 24423), Rannerdale (NTSMR 24428), and Blackb (NTSMR
24411). Between 1822 and 1825, the mining of coppsumed at an adit
(NTSMR 23036) at the western side of Burtness Wadtch had previously
been worked during the Elizabethan era. A secorst-pedieval trial mine
(NTSMR 29163), that was probably associated witlppeo prospection, is
located at the eastern end of the woods. A posianaldcopper mine was also
present close to the Honister pass (NTSMR 24428)owgh the date of these
workings is not clear. Prospection for ironstonewred in the area of Scale
Force (NTSMR 24429), although this small-scalevégtihad ceased by 1873.
The extraction of iron stone may also be suggeltethe place-name of ‘Iron
Stone’ (NTSMR 29113), which was shown on the fiastd second edition
Ordnance Survey mapping. Post-medieval trial mofesncertain purpose and
date are also evident at Tindle Crag (NTSMR 293%2SMR 29353), Long
Crag (NTSMR 29293), Low Wax Knott (NTSMR 24424), $Gale Gill
(NTSMR 24414), and Lanthwaite Wood (NTSMR 29328, SWMIR 29329,
NTSMR 29339). The place-name ‘Turnerhow’, in Bradkevaite, was recorded
in 1821 as Tannerhow (Armstroreg al 1950, 354), which may relate to the
tanning and processing of hides in the area, poitinis date.

2.4.42 Tourism: the continued improvement of the road networkshien Lake District
allowed the continued increase of tourism to tleaand, by the 1860s, a regular
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coach service was operating between Keswick anteBuére village, via the
Honister Pass (OA North 2007). By 1860, the twasimithin Buttermere village
were recorded as being very popular during the semmonths (Whellan 1860,
311). The growth of the rail network encouraged itherease of tourism in
Cumbria in the late nineteenth century, as didliogcle from the mid 1880s
(Hindle 1989, 145). The turnpike trusts began tolide during the 1870s and
1880s, however, and the condition of many roadsseiently deteriorated
(ibid). The poor state of the roads encouraged the #tiordof the English Lake
District Association in 1876, which was engaged tire maintenance and
improvement of the road#(d).

2.4.43 Following the construction of the school in Lowessvan 1839 §ection 2.4.36
a school was constructed in Buttermere village 811l (Richardson and Evans
1996, 17; Richardson 1998, 64). The school wasdlias 1950 and the building
is currently in use as a village hall.

2.4.44 Numerous sites of archaeological interest througtimisurvey area are likely to
date to the post-medieval period, although manyrartecurrently able to be
closely dated. Most of the sites relate to agneelt mineral-based industries, or
woodland industries. Of the 700 sites of potenpiakt-medieval date within
Buttermere, 418 were associated with agricultucivay, 120 with mineral-
based industries and agricultural processing, &with woodland industries. In
total, 37 sites are associated with communicatiartes, although some of these
may relate directly to industrial developmentshia area.

2.3.44 Twentieth Century:following the establishment of The National Trust1884,
the first property within the Lake District to bargeted for purchase by the
organisation was Brandelhow, on Derwent Water 9021(National Trust 2008).
Prior to the 1920s, small areas of land were pwethidy the Trust, which were
under threat from proposed development (Chris BtamdAssociates 2006).
Larger tracts of land were gradually acquired frdme 1920s Appendix 1},
which provided the opportunity for the conservatioihtraditional husbandry
techniquesibid) and 52.5kmz of the Buttermere area are curremtiyed by The
National Trust or covenanted to The National Tr@st.the 15th of August 1951
the Lake District National Park was establishedicidentified a bounded area
of central Cumbria that consists primarily of ptevdandholdings, within which
the natural beauty, wildlife, and cultural heritagethe area is protected by
statutory legislation, as administered and encadaby the Lake District
National Park Authority (Lake District National RaAuthority 2008). As a
result of conservation grants, and a visitor presasf approximately 12 million
people each year, tourism and conservation now gdsepthe economic
mainstay of the Lake District (OA North 2007).

2.3.45 Although remote, Buttermere was affected by theaothf the Second World
War. Not only were restrictions, such as ratioramgl blackouts, enforced in the
area but the valley was also used for training @ges and for the establishment
of local defences, which were manned by the Homar&{Richardson and
Evans 1996, 74). A small shed-like structure wasduss a guard post at Hause
Point and machine gun emplacements, built with lIsags, were installed at
Lanthwaite Green and Hause Point, following thenstfication of concerns that
sea planes might land on Crummock Watbidj. A small rectangular platform
(NTSMR 29632), comprising concrete-filled sandbagllsvthat surround an
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earth-filled interior, survives on the western ghaof Loweswater. Local
understanding suggests that this supported a tadievas strung across the lake
SO as to prevent sea planes from landing (M Astless comm). There is no
corresponding structure visible on the oppositereshalthough this may have
been removed or a tree may have been used as laor ggmnt at that side of the
lake. Local people also recall that a pier and mere built at the northern end
of Buttermere lake, close to Sour Milk Gill, in erdto allow amphibious
vehicles to access the water during testing onitrgi exercisesop cit, 75).
These ramps were apparently substantial structinaswere built with slate
from Honister Quarryibid). The ramps were dismantled and the slate was
casually reclaimed and reused in the local aregoicrete slipway (NTSMR
29472) is present at the northern end of the lakdch has been suggested
locally to represent one of the amphibious vehialaps (M Astley pers comm),
although it does not fit with the description okttharge slate structures. It is
possible that the concrete ramp formed a small compt of an overall group of
structures, or a foundation level around which #iate levels were built.
Alternatively, this may be an unconnected featurat thas become falsely
associated with the wartime activity.

2.3.46 The only slate mine to remain active in Buttermisréhat at Honister (NTSMR
24421). This mine continued in use until 1987:hent closed for ten years and
was reopened in 1997 (Richardson 1998, 27). The mow provides a visitor
attraction, in addition to extracting and procegsitate.

2.3.47 Locally, primary education in the Buttermere aresswndertaken until the mid-
twentieth century. Due to decreasing numbers ofilpughe school in
Loweswater closed on the 22nd of December 1948tadchool in Buttermere
village closed in 1939. The school in Buttermerage re-opened three years
later, in 1942, and continued in use until 1950emwkieclining numbers caused
the school to be closed for the final time. Theosthbuilding is now used as the
Buttermere village hall.
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3. MONUMENTAL LANDSCAPES

3.1
3.1.1

3.2
3.2.1

3.2.2

INTRODUCTION

Attempting to group site-types from differgrdriods and with different forms
under a single heading can be problematic, asitiidies that disparate sites
may have had similar functions or have resultedhfeimilar cultural processes.
The term ‘monumental landscapes’ is used here fier ® sites, and their
landscape setting, which do not appear to have bmmated within domestic
habitation sites or to have performed primarily gical roles in subsistence
practices. These sites were not all necessarilipetakely created as lasting
monuments, and may have been the result of phyaatalities that were more
important than these enduring artefactual residresddition, although these
sites appear to represent elements of monumeni@dapes, this does not mean
that they were necessarily distant from areas a@ujpation and subsistence.
Indeed, any divisions between sacred, or symbaitid, profane spaces may have
existed largely as intellectual understanding$yamathan entirely separate pieces
of land being used for completely different funoBoA single piece of land may,
therefore, have supported several layers of difteréout interconnected,
landscape function. A general awareness of maniyasiing sites within an area
may have existed, with certain sites, or groupssitéds, being brought more
sharply into focus depending on the specific atiéigibeing practised at a given
time.

Rock ART

Three groupings of rock art are known from Buttereneall of which consist
exclusively of cup and ring marks. One of thesaugso(NTSMR 29136; Plate 4;
Fig 5) lies to the north-east of Mill Beck, to thest of Buttermere village, and
comprises a tight cluster of 14 cups and two rilogsted on an outcropping
surface that has been partially subsumed by thewding turf. A second site
(NTSMR 29669; Plate 3) lies approximately 180mhe horth-east of NTSMR
29136, and includes two sets of six cup marks, @uwhich are arranged in a
line. A third group of cup marks is located to therth-west of Crummock
Water, to the east of Low Park (NTSMR 29137; PR{teThis group includes
numerous individual markings, some of which formeB of cup marks, and
appear to respect the ridge of the host outcraplisit of engraving.

Dating such sites is problematic, due to a genelgnce on comparisons of
similar styles of rock art, which are rarely asateil with datable structures or
deposits. Even the designation of the markingsdsi$s problematic, as it is not
possible to determine if the motifs, such as cupd @ngs, were intended to
provide direct representational images, but insteagl have been the result of a
physical exercise that was considered more impbttaan the observable by-
product of that action (Edmonds and Seaborne 2001). Comparative
typographic dating suggests that cup and ring marky have emerged at a
similar time to more complex motifs assigned to tdeolithic, and often
associated with passage tombs, and may have cedtimuuse throughout the
Bronze Age ipid; Parker Pearson 1993, 74-5).

For the use of The National Trust © OA North: February 2009



40

Buttermere, Cumbria: Historic Landscape Survey:wiaé 1

3.2.3

3.24

3.2.5

The reasons for the execution of these carvings,tla@ir subsequent meanings
to contemporary and subsequent communities, can beotexplained with
certainty. It has been suggested that such sitglstmepresent territorial markers,
landmarks along routes of passage, or signify holes between different types
of topography (Edmonds and Seaborne 2001, 113gebhdin contrast to the
current significance of the sites, which is ineodbly dominated by the presence
of these petroglyphs, it is possible that thesatsan the landscape had already
been considered significant, prior to the producbbthe art. The significance of
these places may subsequently have motivated $ecalactivities, some of
which resulted in markings on the stones, therefdieving the significance of
such places to become archaeologically identifiéBtadley 2000, 79).

The explanation for the creation of the groups @b @nd ring marks, within
Buttermere, may, therefore, be related to the 8agmce of their siting within
the broader landscape. The panels to the west tiertwere village (NTSMR
29136; NTSMR 29669) lie at the western limits ot sloping land that
becomes increasingly steep to the east, wheredlhe below Whiteless Pike
begin. The westernmost of these two groups (NTSNR3B) lies 8m to the
north-east of Mill Beck, with the second group atd 180m to the north-east,
overlooking the beck. This beck is the largest wataurse in the vicinity of
Buttermere village and this section provides aksteatural division between the
upland grazing to the east and the uncharacteailstievel improved fields lying
to the west, between Buttermere lake and CrummoekeWV Although modern
land uses contribute to the contrast between thle field systems to the east,
and rough grazing and heather moorland to the wésMill Beck, these
differences are the direct result of the opposmwpgraphies of the area. The
group at the northern end of the study area (NTSMR37) lies less than 50m to
the south of Park Beck, which constitutes the Istrggater course between
Crummock Water and Loweswater, at a point that anoee marks the limit of
gently sloping land leading to the steep slopeslelbreak, to the south, and the
extremely level improved fields to the north.

All of these groups of rock art lie to the sidetloé water courses where the land
is gently sloping, on the margins of the steepsfadind are physically divided
from the level valley-bottoms by the watercoursBse massive and immobile
nature of the outcropping bedrock, upon which teiags have been executed,
suggests that this is not a distribution that heenlinfluenced by the destruction
of additional sites through field clearance. We migherefore, suggest that the
presence of the rock art in Buttermere enable udantify some parts of the
landscape that were significant in the past antl tthese were marginal places
representing the transition between different zafesubsistence or agriculture,
such as the division between farming in the valbegtom and hunting in the
fells, or between areas of winter and summer ggadimdeed, the latter division
is conspicuous in the current agricultural pradticethe vicinity of both sets of
rock art. The art in the vicinity of Buttermerelage also lies very close to the
principal access route into the upland fells tigapiovided by the Mill Beck
valley, which has been exploited throughout theohisal periods for pastoral
movement. If this interpretation is correct, thedgarction of the rock art might be
related to movement between the two zones, sudhaatg for, or returning
from, seasonal transhumance sites or hunting trips.
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In such contexts, the production of the rock arghmirelate to renewing
connections with land that was visited intermithgntand be the result of
successive episodes of activity, by different pepphther than pre-planned
compositions of motifs (Edmonds and Seaborne 2Q0#-16). With this in
mind it is worth noting that, although much of thacrop has been destroyed by
qguarrying, the group of cup marks to the north-ealstCrummock water
(NTSMR 29137) appears to respect the ridge of tlegepting outcrop, with all
of the motifs being located on the south-facing stdwards the sloping land that
extends up to the Mellbreak fells.

BURNT M OUNDS

Although known from widespread locations in Britaand Ireland, only one
example of a burnt mound (NTSMR 29489; Plate 14 %) is known from
Buttermere, with approximately 20 such sites hawegn identified throughout
Cumbria (Hodgson and Brennand 2006, 44). This mdesdo the west of Crag
House, just to the north of Buttermere villagas ikidney-shaped, measures 13m
long, 10m wide, and 1m high, and partially surraiadinear depression that is
5m long and 2m wide. The site lies close to a cirstream channel and the
location provides extensive views over Buttermakeland the surrounding fells
to the south-east, although the view to the nortti west is obscured by the
outcropping crags and woodland of Long How. Theme @ndulations in the
surrounding area, some of which could be associaitdthe burnt mound; one
of these lies just to the north-east of the mound eonsists of a sub-ovoid
mound measuring 4m long by 3m wide and 0.4m high.

The mound appeared to contain fire-cracked stohe&hns a common feature of
burnt mounds, and depressions, similar to the akhwollow at this site, have
often been revealed as troughs or lined pits fahgwexcavation (Barfield and
Hodder 1987, 370; Darvill 1987, 116; Heawood andckéuby 2002). It is
generally accepted that the piles of cracked stoasslt from the heating of
water, by dropping fire-heated stones into watkeefi troughs (Heawood and
Huckerby 2002, 29; Waddell 1998, 177). Following tlooling of the stones, the
cracked debris would be removed from the trouglispaled around the edges of
the area. The resident farmer, Mr Temple, said hleahad encountered charcoal
(NTSMR 29490) when cleaning out an adjacent ditati, avhilst it is possible
that this could relate to a charcoal pitstead stdnic date, the burning could
have been associated with fireplaces used to hwag.s

There has been much debate over the function dh sites, with differing
interpretations including cooking sites, fullinges, or places where temporary
structures may have been erected as steam roome(@and Hodder 1987,
370-1; Parker Pearson 1993, 104; Heawood and Hugk02, 47; Waddell
1998, 177). Such practices may have been assochaitd ritualistic or
ceremonial activities (Barfield and Hodder 19873-3%) and the consumption of
food at burnt mounds may have been related tolsitohdisposal, as part of
broader practices that may have included the depowf metalwork and other
items (Hodgson and Brennand 2006, 44). Little azohagical evidence exists,
however, to conclusively demonstrate that food wasked at these sites and
animal bones have been conspicuously absent fremmtijority of excavated
examples (Heawood and Huckerby 2002, 47; Waddé&i8,1977). Burnt mounds
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are generally accepted as being of Middle- to |Bxtenze Age date, with the
majority of sites dating to 1600-1000 BC (Ehrenb28§0, 41), although one
example from Garlands hospital in Carlisle produiocarbon dates spanning
the Early to Middle Bronze Age (Neighbour and J@m2005).

It has been suggested (Ehrenberg 1990, 49-55)thkatlistribution of burnt
mounds might be closely related to the locatiorsettlement foci during the
Bronze Age. If, however, the presence of burnt ndsummight indicate
contemporary settlement in the general surroundneg, it does not necessarily
follow that the mounds were actually located withabitation sites.

A map showing the relative distributions of burntounds and Grade 1
agricultural land in Shropshireg cit 48) shows that the sites consistently lie
close to, but towards the edges of, prime agricailtdand. This general
distribution suggests that many sites were locatednarginal land that may
have marked the transition between differing typielsind use. This pattern finds
parallels in Buttermere where the burnt mound (N'RSRP489) is located close
to High House Crag, at the transition point betwées flat cultivable lands
between Buttermere lake and Crummock Water andtdep slopes of the fells
and crags. The presence of only one such site tteiBuere, however, means
that we can not yet suggest any reliable distrdmat trends for this area. Burnt
mounds continue to be enigmatic and it has beeamewnded that further
research should seek to attempt to explore th&tioaship to settlement sites,
and that intrusive and non-intrusive methods shbgldised to investigate their
distribution, the nature of activities practised tae sites, and their dates
(Hodgson and Brennand 2007, 46).

FUNERARY CAIRNS

Earthen mounds, known as tumuli or round barrowsglbeen demonstrated by
excavation to be funerary monuments, often asstiatith the single-grave
tradition of the Early to Mid Bronze Age, althougbme also became the focus
for secondary cremation burials (Hodgson and Bredna006, 41). These
monuments are numerous in the southern countiesmti-west England, such
as Cheshire and Wirrabl cit 43—4), although in Cumbria the most frequent
form of burial mound appears to have been the stam®& (Quartermaine and
Leech forthcoming). Two possible earthen barrowsewalentified within
Castlerigg stone circle, but it has recently beeggssted that these circular
earthworks may have been associated with post-weddiernamental tree
planting schemes or the product of unrecorded rephirs undertaken by the
National Trust after a large fire was built duriagolstice celebration in the late
1980s (J Lund pers comm). It is almost certain thathigher numbers of cairns,
in contrast to tumuli, reflects the ready availipilof loose stone, and is
therefore a local variant of the funerary moundlestyather than being a
culturally distinct class of monument. Indeed, tee cairns from Cumbria that
have been dated suggest construction during thely EBronze Age
(Quartermaine and Leech forthcoming), in commorhilie large proportion of
cairns from south-west Scotlanibi¢l) and the earlier barrows from Cheshire
(Hodgson and Brennand 2006, 43—-4). We must alsawzge that where stone
and earth have been used together to constructaspthrere may be differences
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in categorisation depending upon the criteria usgdlifferent surveyors when
recording such monuments.

Two possible round barrows were recorded in Butégemduring the current
survey (NTSMR 29633, Plate 1; NTSMR 29634, Plat&ig;5), both of which
lie at the eastern edge of Loweswater. Two cailNESMMR 29097 and NTSMR
29098) are located less than 1km to the south-efashese round barrows,
occupying typically prominent positions at the suinabove Carling Knott. The
two round barrows are situated on low-lying growhakse to the lake shore, in
contrast to the elevated positions favoured for ghimg of funerary mounds
(Quartermaine and Leech forthcoming). This settirogild, however, still have
provided a commanding aspect over the lake andéelaeby locale, prior to the
plantation of woodland, and the mounds would hasenbvisible from various
points around the lakeside. Both mounds were swiidoand measure 11m long
by 7m wide and 1m high. Although stone was visilithin eroded areas of the
mounds, they appeared to have consisted predonynarit grass- and
vegetation-covered earth. The southernmost of énetws (NTSMR 29634) had
a very mature oak tree growing on top that dematedrthat the mound was not
the result of any recent landscaping modificatioffse mounds are anomalous
within the local landscape, with no landforms, sashdrumlins, being present
within the gently sloping hillside; it would appeé#nerefore, that the mounds are
not of natural origin. Although it is not possilite give an unequivocal date or
function for the sites on the present evidencepdyaphic comparisons suggests
that they are likely to be funerary monuments dptmthe Early to Mid Bronze
Age.

Elsewhere in Britain, such as the East Anglian Ferdorth York Moors, where

numerous round barrows occur in widely distributgups, it has been

suggested that these burial mounds may also haee as territorial markers

within open pastoral land, prior to the formalisatiof field systems with banks,
ditches, and walls (Pryor 2006, 84-5). Without #@tdveunderstanding of the
original numbers of round barrows that may havestex within the local area,

and a subsequent detailed distribution analysis, fiiot possible to demonstrate
that the mounds at Loweswater represented subiatinals markers within the

landscape.

In addition to barrows, the survey revealed a groiufive stone cairns (NTSMR
29379) that may relate to funerary activity, ratii@an being products of stone
clearance. This group of cairns is located on Laaite Green, to the south of an
enclosed settlement (NTSMR 20389) of possible gtehic or Romano-British
date. There are numerous clearance cairns on Laitthwsreen, which are
spatially associated with the enclosed settlemieowyever, it is probable that
these cairns represent earlier phases of cleaatingty during the Bronze Age
(Lund 1999, 19). Most of the clearance cairns is #rea were low and often
irregular in shape, and appeared to have suffemed éxtensive stone removal.
The group of five cairns that might suggest funem@ativity (NTSMR 29379)
differed from the surrounding clearance cairnshirtform and distribution. All
of the cairns were clustered in a single areadbatipied a slightly raised point
with extensive views over the northern end of Butiere lake and the
surrounding fells; this vista was not availablethe numerous cairns located
further north on Lanthwaite Green. The cairns messbetween 3m and 7m in
diameter and were generally larger, higher, andemegular in form than the
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other cairns in the vicinity. These cairns wera atistance from the settlement
and did not appear to have resulted in the clearahan extensive piece of land,
but occupied a confined and isolated area.

In the absence of excavation, attempting to diffeag¢e between funerary cairns
and clearance cairns is difficult, particularlysagcessive phases of land use can
modify the form of earlier cairns, and stone braugg by later ploughing can be
used to increase the size of earlier cairns (Quadame and Leech forthcoming).
In Cumbria, putative funerary cairns have been doumvariable contexts, with
examples that appeared to have been distinct fromownding agricultural
activity, and sites that were incorporated witheld systems. At Burnmoor and
Stockdale Moor the monuments lay within extensiveaa of agricultural
clearance, but within the immediate locality of th&ial monuments, there were
apparentordons sanitairesor encircling zones where clearance cairns were not
presentipid). It would appear that the differing functionstbé cairns may have
been recognised without the need for entire postiohthe landscape to have
been devoted to segregated activities (J Quarteena@rs comm), alternatively
all the small cairns around the funerary cairnsen@bbed to provide stone for
the big ones.

Given the potential for the close proximity, anthgarity in form, of clearance

and funerary cairns, it is necessary to considenesoecurring criteria before
tentatively attempting to differentiate between tHhdfering site-types. A

topographic location offering expansive vistas, gresence of a surrounding
kerb, some degree of isolation, a prominent andlaegorm, and relationships
with other monuments associated with ritual agtivéuch as ring cairns and
stone circles, have all been suggested as critarihe identification of funerary
cairns (Quartermaine and Leech forthcoming). Manthese criteria are fulfilled

by the group at Lanthwaite Green, with expansivave, regular forms and a
distinctive grouping from nearby clearance activéy being identifiable. The

cairns at Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389) do noteappto have been
associated with other monument types and they weteof the kerbed-cairn
type. While the cairns might represent funeraryivéagf this can not be

confirmed without the benefit of excavation.

In addition to this group of cairns, a summit caimmeasuring 17.5m long by
12.5m wide and 1m high, is situated at the top cdsBioor (NTSMR 20393,
Plate 18). Two further summit cairns are situatadtlee summit to the south-
west of Carling Knott (NTSMR 29097 and NTSMR 29098Yhile these

monuments were evidently ancient and of potenitiaak importance, they were
not necessarily sepulchral monuments.

MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

With the exception of lake-sediment analyses, thasauments comprise the
key evidence for activity and possible occupatiathiw Buttermere during the
Bronze Age, and also provide the only specificcathrs of Bronze Age activity.
As such, they are extremely important and sertb@abasis for analyses, such as
predictive modelling, that could indicate potentiakcations of sub-surface
remains associated with settlement locations dhémmonuments (eg OA North
forthcoming). Some of the sites may also possedseriahthat can be used to
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provide scientific dating, in addition to furthewlwral and environmental data,
and, therefore, have the potential to refine owtewstanding of the prehistoric
occupation of Buttermere. As such, the preservabiothese sites is extremely
important.

Rock Art: the rock art that lies adjacent to Mill Beck (NTSNR136) is within
the line of a footpath and is, therefore, subjeabrigoing erosion (Plate 4); it is
likely that there are further motifs on this patiet have become obscured by
encroaching turf. The footpath should be rediretbeavoid this site and the new
course of the path should be subject to archaezdbgivaluation to ensure that
further examples of rock art will not be damagedudyre footpath erosion. The
current landuse in the vicinity of the rock artatfies to the south-east of Crag
House (NTSMR 29669), does not appear to pose amedriate threats to the
site. Any proposals for changes in land use, @nsification of stock holdings
in this field, should consider the potential forpact on these sites. Any intrusive
works in the vicinity of the site should considae tpossibility of further, sub-
surface, motifs, or associated material, and shbeldreceded by archaeological
evaluation.

Burnt Mound: the burnt mound (NTSMR 29489), and the undulationghe
immediate vicinity, should be protected from anyrusive works and the
earthworks should be monitored to ensure that sewokion does not begin to
pose a threat to the site. The potential for sufasa remains associated with the
mound should be considered in the event of any svamkthe vicinity of the
mound and any such works should be preceded byaemtdbgical evaluation.
Charcoal (NTSMR 29490) has been encountered dulilch cleaning adjacent
to the site and fireplaces or associated featumddcbe present in the
surrounding area. The burnt mound and its immediateoundings should be
subject to topographic survey.

Funerary Cairns: the tumuli within Holme Wood (NTSMR 29633, NTSMR
29634) should be protected from any forestry warkshe locale. One of the
sites (NTSMR 29633) lies close to the locationaxfant felling and the removal
of timber by heavy machinery and such works cowdresent considerable
threats to these sites. No such works should bertaicen in the locale of the
sites without archaeological consultation. Thessigdould not be subject to
storage of timber or other materials that might coibs the extent of the
monuments and lead to accidental damage by veloclesmchinery. The current
footpath runs over part of the south-eastern tum(NITSMR 29634) and has
caused clearly evident erosion to part of the mo(Pldte 2). The footpath
should be clearly consolidated at a slight distalmcéhe mound to discourage
cycle or pedestrian traffic over the site.

Additional shrub or arboreal vegetation should Eealraged from colonising

any of the tumuli or cairn sites and the removastohe from the areas close to
these sites, for maintenance of paths or wallsulshbe discouraged. Intrusive
works should not be undertaken in the vicinitylod sites without archaeological
consultation or supervision. Ideally, all cairn®ogll be subject to topographic
survey.
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4. THE DEVELOPMENT OF ENCLOSURE

4.1
41.1

4.2
42.1

4.2.2

4.2.3

INTRODUCTION

The development of the field systems withirt®unere was investigated by a
cartographic and documentary research. Documemtagarch examined the
extent of the boundaries as shown on the histamographic sources, as well as
considering information derived from historic docmts. The cartographic
sources were predominantly of eighteenth, ninetgemmd twentieth century
origin. A programme of analysis was then undertaiceprovisionally establish
phasing of the boundaries prior to the earliesibgaaphic source.

THE MEDIEVAL PERIOD

Ring Garth: one of the earliest forms of large-scale encloswae the ring garth,
which, during the medieval period, commonly markkd boundary between
farmland and wastes, or free chase (Winchester,168%1). The ring garth
surrounded agricultural lands and demarcated awéasginter grazing, which
might be open to use by community stock, rathen thg individuals ipid).
During the summer months, when grazing could oarurthe fells, the land
within the ring garth was used for crop growth awmould then be returned to
communal grazing use in the winter.

The presence of a ring garth may have been presemthin the name of
Gatesgarth Farm, at the southern end of the Budternvalley (Fig 12).
Differing etymological interpretations suggest tliais could mean either ‘the
enclosure by the road’ or ‘the pass of the goatsmitronget al 1950, 356). If
this does relate to an enclosure, then it is likelyrave corresponded with the
flat meadowlands between Buttermere lake and Waladgottom, which it is
suggested may have comprised the lowland elemettieoimedieval vaccary
estate of Gatesgarth (Winchester 2003, 114). Thhssestern extent of this
estate corresponded with the boundary between Dwislls and the barony of
Copeland (Plate 12). A large walled enclosure trbrth of the vaccary also
appears to have been established during the mégeviad, and is likely to
have demarcated the park or wood of Gaschard, whiahpart of the vaccary
holdings (Winchester 1987, 142; PRO(L) SC6/824/F-14nlike some land
holdings defined by ring garths, the vaccary eswteGatesgarth initially
comprised a demesne holding (Winchester 2003, MHigh meant that it was
under private manorial ownership, and was not suligethe communal status
of other such enclosed areas.

It has been suggested that the extent of enclosioservable on early post-
medieval plans and maps could largely corresportid the degree of enclosure
that had been established in the area by 1300 (Wster 1978, 146; 210). If
this is correct, then enclosed lands may have drttalong part of the southern
side of Buttermere lake during the medieval periddch of the area now called
Burtness Wood may have been enclosed at this tasesuggested by a
reconstruction of the enclosure extents as they hsase appeared in 1578
when the Percy Survey was undertakiand( Fig 12; Plate 19). A plan of this
area from 1812, however, did not depict the enecsi Old Burtness, which
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lay to the south of Sourmilk Gill and was shownammestate plan produced after
the purchase of land by John Marshall in 1815-18s Tay, however, have

been the result of a selected omission relatecpéeiic land ownership. The

precise extent of this enclosure during the medipeaod may, therefore, be

difficult to ascertain. By 1310, the Gatesgarthtpaeshad been let to farm and
the private management of these lands by the halfithe estate had ceased
(Winchester 2003, 116; Winchester 1987, 142; PR@®199/7/3). Depending

upon the number of tenements utilising the holdangystem of communal open
field agriculture may have been established inatea at this time, but this is
unlikely to have resulted in any significant mociiion of the boundaries.

The chronological development of some of the emtdodands around
Buttermere lake can be explored by an assessmetiteopayment of a due
known as ‘walking silver’, which was associatedhnihe right to full cloth in
the lord’s fulling mill (Winchester 1987, 140). Theercy Survey of 1578
recorded the payment of this due, which represeritexl post-medieval
continuation of a medieval system of taxatidoid; CRO(C), D/Lec/301). In
1256 an agreement was made that any extensiorecértblosed lands around
Buttermere village into the free chase could ordyumdertaken by the Earl of
Aumale, to whom subsequent settlement taxes waoelldue, whilst Buttermere
village was held by the Lucy family. The paymentwafking silver to the reeve
of Buttermere, associated with the land of the Hayl Wood House, Sorekill
Bank, Spout House, Bowderbeck, and Gatesgarthnirast to that paid to the
reeve of Braithwaite by the inhabitants of Buttereneillage, suggests that the
village had formerly been part of the Lucy's shaf¢he forest known as the
manor of Braithwaite, and had existed before 12B{Y).contrast the fellside
farms reverted to the reeve of Buttermere followihg partitioning of the
honour of Cockermouth, after the death of AliceRiemilly in 1215. This would
indicate that the farms had been established beti@&5 and the survey of
1256 (Winchester 1987, 140).

The Percy Survey suggests that during the medsabd Buttermere village
consisted of a nucleus of settlement that utiltbedcommunal open fields of the
Buttermere delta flats, with fellside pasture beiegploited beyond these
enclosed lands. The fringes of the fells were ommlby the farms of Wood
House, Sorekill Bank, Spout House, and Bowderbexld the vaccary at
Gatesgarthdp cit, 140-1). The fellside farms were associated withlased
land, much of which was wooded during the post-enali period and, at
present, continues to include pockets of woodl8ite remains of these post-
medieval wooded areas suggest that parts may hese deared to allow for
arable cultivation and winter pasture, with mangggy areas that were less
suitable for agriculture, being left as woodlantieTextent of the post-medieval
head-dyke, the boundary between farmland and wastgrojected for 1578
(ibid), may preserve the lines of two ring garths, oh&lich was associated
with Bowderbeck and a second with the farms at Widodse, Sorescale Bank,
and Spout House (Plate 20).

In addition to the large enclosed areas that saded agricultural areas during
the medieval period, there may also have been smaticlosures used to sub-
divide land within or beyond the ring garths, oati@ykes, such as stock pounds
or hay meadows to be protected from summer graAAngexample of such an
enclosure (NTSMR 29282) may be evident at Ranner¢f@hs 10 and 12), to
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the south-east of a deserted medieval settlemehSMNR 24355). This sub-
ovoid enclosure is approximately 300m long and 1%Gisee and occupies the
furthest extent of the Rannerdale dalehead. Sueasawvere favoured for stock
rearing, as they provided access to grazing feills well-watered hay meadows
on the lower ground (Winchester 1987, 42). The ¢paphy of the enclosure
interior features several streams, including tleetsided gully of Rowantree
Beck, and would have been totally unsuitable fdtivation, but may have been
used as a hay meadow for winter feed or in assogiatith stock movement
between winter and summer pastures. This enclosasnot featured on any
historic maps, and does not appear to have beemdest in the Percy Survey
(Winchester 1978, 338), and is, therefore, likeljnaive gone out of use by the
post-medieval period. The enclosure lies to thé eBsand appears to pre-date
the enclosure of High Rannerdale, which appeatsat@ represented enclosed
pasture in the post-medieval period. It is possitilat the improved land
surrounding the current farm at High Rannerdaleresgnts the original
communal open field enclosure associated with tedieval settlement and the
sub-ovoid enclosure (NTSMR 29282) was probably @ased with this phase of
activity (Fig 10). The enclosure of High Rannerdalay have been established
following the division of the land into seven halds by 1547, and apparently
superseded the sub-ovoid enclosure (NTSMR 29282).

A similar enclosure (NTSMR 25057) is located to tigeth of the farm at Peel
Place (NTSMR 28808) (Fig 35), which may have beenupied during the
medieval period with the enclosure representingkstbanagement at the fringes
of the open field, close to the fellside pastufgig @). Alternatively, this could
have been associated with possible medieval actiwithe east of Low Hollins,
where a building platform (NTSMR 29513) is located. small enclosure
(NTSMR 23020) is also immediately adjacent to duef at Peel Place (NTSMR
28808) and might represent a medieval sub-divisithin the open field
system.

A deer park was originally established in Loweswatgithin the manor of
Balnes(Section 8.3.9 in the early part of the thirteenth century amas later
extended (Fig 13), or a second separate park wablisbed, by Thomas de
Lucy in the later thirteenth century (Winchestei789341). The extent of the
enclosure in this area is likely to have corresgohdith the current enclosed
lands to the south of Park Beck and the area towbst of this park, as
represented by the post-medieval head dyke, idylitee have been enclosed
during the late thirteenth and early fourteenthtaees op cit, 210). This would
have established the current extents of Loweswadsr,a result of the
establishment of the manor Balnesin 1230 Gection 8.3.9 which would have
expanded the areas of lowland enclosure at thénerortend of the Buttermere
valley, and hence reduced the limits of the foodsCopeland (Winchester 1987,
20). By 1300, the extent of enclosure in this aresy have corresponded with
the line of the post-medieval head dyke (Winchek8ai8, 210).

PosT-MEDIEVAL BOUNDARY DEVELOPMENT

Although the gradual sub-division of open fieldsweed during the early post-
medieval period, the distinctions between the sealstand uses of enclosed
areas, for either winter pasture or summer arabimihg, endured and enclosed
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4.3.2

4.3.3

4.3.4

arable areas would have been opened for commuaaingr during the winter
(Winchester 1987, 60—1). During the fifteenth andegnth centuries, however,
the ‘open’ (communal grazing) and ‘closed’ (privat®p growth) field system
met with opposition as individuals attempted t@iretenclosed fields during the
winter for their private usakid). Although much of the valley floor between the
lakes of Buttermere and Crummock Water remainecraopen field called
Nether or Lower Field, during the sixteenth centumth every holding in the
village retaining shares, the holdings periphesahe village consisted of closes
with more restricted accessibilitygg cit 140-1). The lakeside enclosure of
Hassenesse and Grennesse at the northern shongtefniBere lake (Fig 35 in
Volume 2, for example, was held exclusively by Bowderbeaokl the tenants at
Gatesgarth in 15780(d).

Rather than the continued expansion into uplandsaréuring the earlier post-
medieval period the most marked modifications te ténclosure within
Buttermere resulted from the sub-division of themields. The deer park at
Loweswater had been sub-divided by 1437 into temésnewhich may be
represented by the current hamlets of Highparklawipark (Winchester 1978,
210) and Gatesgarth had been let to farm by 13lidqheéster 2003, 116). By
the sixteenth century, Gatesgarth had been subetivinto three holdingsb{d)
and the land associated with the deserted medmatiement at Rannerdale
(NTSMR 29282) had been divided into seven portiond 547. The fertile land
of the Buttermere delta flats was sub-divided itktwee fields during the
sixteenth century, with most of this land beingrsdaby all of the holdings in
Buttermere village and smaller areas being sulifgechore exclusive rights of
use (Winchester 1987, 140-1). By the time of thedpction of various estate
plans during the late eighteenth century, and tbedswater, Brackenthwaite,
and Buttermere tithe maps of 1844-5, the low-lyaggicultural land in the
survey area had, to a large extent, been subjetietdigh degree of field sub-
division that characterises the current farmland.

In addition to the sub-division of previously erssa land during the post-
medieval period, there were also occurrences oe#pansion of enclosure into
the margins of the upland forest. In 1568 parthef fellside to the north-east of
Buttermere village, known as Blakerigg, or Bleakg&i was enclosed
(Winchester 1987, 52). Holme Wood, at the northteresend of the survey
area, was formerly a piece of fellside known as #tolme’ and was the subject
of successive attempts at enclosure by Lords oMbgeor during the mid and
late sixteenth century, and which were subjectamall opposition ibid). As
discussed above, the extent of bounded enclosatembuld be observable on
the tithe maps of 1844-5, had probably been estaddi by as early as 1578
(Winchester 1978, 338; Fig 16). Indeed, the extd@nénclosure differed little
between the production of the tithe maps and tts¢ &dition Ordnance Survey
mapping of 1861-3.

During the first half of the nineteenth century hr®cess of legally enclosing
land was simplified, with the introduction of theeral Enclosure Acts of 1801,
1836, 1840, and 1845 (Whyte 2003, 17). With thesAat 1836 onwards,
parliamentary enclosure was, however, clearly biagewards wealthy
landowners. The pressure to enclose land had dihedi by the end of the
nineteenth century and the establishment of newosaes was gradually
replaced by the more efficient management of theameing commonsil§id).
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4.3.5 The only areas where enclosure appears to have@egafter the production of
the first edition Ordnance Survey mapping of 1863 within the high fells
around Melbreak, Loweswater Fell, Hen Comb, andibgrell, all of which
comprised the commons of Loweswater. The large géierenclosures in these
areas represent the establishment of land units weae typical of the late
nineteenth century (Rollinson 1989, 95-6) and éelyl to have represented
enclosure as an indication of land ownership, ratth@n land use. These
enclosures parcelled the remaining fells into labdecks, with no apparent
consideration of changes in the local topographytitisation of natural features,
such as becks, to define boundaries. The estal#ishai such boundaries often
meant the construction of walls on slopes or cthgswere difficult to negotiate
and some of the enclosures that were establishige twest of Crummock Water
and Buttermere lake in 1865 utilised iron fencinmggtead of stone walling in
order to aid the ease of constructidhid). None of these boundaries were
depicted cartographically until the production bétsecond edition Ordnance
Survey map of 1900. The fells in the parishes @cRenthwaite and Buttermere
were not subject to parliamentary enclosure andareed as unenclosed
common land (A Winchester pers comm).
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5. AGRICULTURAL SITES

5.1
5.1.1

5.2
5.2.1

5.2.2

INTRODUCTION

Evidence from historical sources and from aectogical surveys of the

landscape attests to the use of both arable andrabagriculture in Buttermere.

Agricultural activity is demonstrable in the arel@mh as early as the late
prehistoric or Romano-British periods, throughdg historical periods, and into
the twenty-first century. The preponderance of ng¢ain Buttermere means that
much of the area is better suited to pastoral #rable agriculture, as a result of
climatic and topographic restrictions.

PASTORAL AGRICULTURE

Prehistoric and Romano-British Periodsthe earliest direct evidence for
pastoral agriculture in Buttermere is associatett whe enclosed settlement at
Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389). The land to thet edsthe settlement
enclosure features numerous clearance cairns ame dtanks that suggest
improvement of the land and the creation of smkltspand enclosures (Lund
1999, 16). In the absence of archaeological exmavahe dating of such sites is
problematic, typological comparisons would sugdkat the fields were in use
during the Bronze Age, Late Iron Age, or Romanaishi periods ¢p cit, 19).
The stone banks are likely to reflect the clearavicetone in lines around the
edges of farmed plots, but this is not necessailyindication of cultivation
(Quartermaine and Leech forthcoming), as the pimay have been segregated
off as meadow land. The primary clearance of stdieeming randomly
distributed cairns, is typically associated withe thmprovement of land
immediately following forest clearance and wouldvédaenabled a pastoral
economy (Walker 1965b; Quartermaine and Leech dorthing), and certainly
much of the unimproved land in the Lanthwaite dras proven to be successful
as pasture. One curvilinear bank (NTSMR 25128) appdo form a large
enclosure that is annexed to the settlement eneloand could have been
utilised as a stock pound. By holding stock witkeimclosures on farmed land,
manuring would allow nutrients to return to thelde (bid) and the enclosure
walls could be formed with stone that needed telbared from the area; this,
though, profits meadow land as well as arable land.

The suggestion of farming practices dating to theolkhic or Bronze Age
periods may also be posited for Buttermere on thsisbof circumstantial
evidence. The presence of barrows, cairns, a lmonind, and rock artSection
3) demonstrates activity in the area during thisadréimespan that would have
been undertaken by people utilising agriculturddssstence strategies. It is not
possible to demonstrate definitevely the use ohsagricultural practices in the
local area at this time, although the presencedci art might indicate periodic
or seasonal movement in the Buttermere valley @s®soc with pastoral
transhumance or territories differentially assadawith hunting or agriculture
(Section 3.2.b
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5.2.3

5.24

5.2.5

5.2.6

In addition to the enclosed settlement at Lantrev@treen (NTSMR 20389),
there is a second site (NTSMR 29273), close to bile, that may represent
settlement and agricultural activity during the d.éton Age or Romano-British
periods. This site has been subject to re-use @ rttedieval period and,
therefore, it is difficult to assign associatednedmts of it to specific phases of
use with confidence, in the absence of excavalfibere is an enclosure annexed
to the eastern side of the site (NTSMR 29281), asitthe northern line of this
enclosure is defined by Squat Beck, it may havenbeesuitable for stock
holding.

Other settlements that are likely to date to then IAge or Romano-British
periods are present at High Nook Farm (NTSMR 275&Bmbling Knott
(NTSMR 20381), and a possible promontory fort (NTS20464) located in the
area known as Loweswater Pe&e(¢tion 2.2.2496 on the north-western shore
of Crummock Water. Although there has been litdeovery of plant and animal
remains from Iron Age sites in the north-west ofjiand, the limited evidence
available suggests that arable agriculture wasmapaaied by cattle and pig
rearing (Hodgson and Brennand 2006, 55), and thercence of sheep bones on
sites of Roman-British date in the region (Phil@a06, 69) suggests that sheep
may also have played a role in local subsistenaetioes. The organisation of
field systems in Cumbria, that are likely to datetlhe Iron Age or Romano-
British periods, are suggestive of mixed farmingaqpices, with large stock
pounds co-existing with smaller arable plaip €it, 77).

Early Medieval Periodthere is little evidence for farming in the areaidg the
early medieval period beyond the endurance of pharees suggestive of forest
clearancetbwaite and seasonal pastoral dwelling sitesa{e3. The use of the
element thwaiteg however, continued as a colloquialism into théteknth
century (Winchester 1987, 41) and many of the noogeroccurrences of this
place-name at the northern end of the survey arghtmelate to medieval
clearances. It has been suggested that the han38eakes was established during
the thirteenth or fourteenth centuries (Winche$886, 2), although it is possible
that a seasonal dwelling site existed at the site po the medieval period, with
the practice of transhumant pastoralism being msipte for thescalesplace-
name. The deposition of lake sediments at Crumnweetler (Sheret al 2008)
indicates that there was a steady but not subatantirease of deposition during
much of the early medieval period, but there waslramatic increase in
deposition from AD 900, which would suggest tha¢réh was a substantial
episode of clearance and corresponding agricultacality during the Norse
period.

Medieval Period:stock husbandry in Buttermere during the mediewaiog is
well attested from documentary sources, with theldishment of a vaccary, or
cattle farm, at Gatesgarth in the thirteenth cenf\vinchester 2003, 112). In
1260, this was a demesne holding, in the posses$itsabella de Fortibus, and
sustained up to 60 cows and their calves, in amdith maintaining meadows for
the production of hay for winter feedbid). During the 1270s, there was a
reduction in the scale of cattle farming on the Kssmouth estate and the
remaining cattle stocks that had been dispersedugimout the estate were
consolidated and divided between the vaccariesi#byd and Gatesgarth in
1280-1 ¢p cit, 113). By 1310 the Gatesgarth pasture had beew lietrm and
the demesne status of the holding was relinquigbeait, 116).
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5.2.7 Sheep pastures were utilised on the fells to tisé @aad north of the survey area
during the medieval periodog cit 112), although the lack of records of
individual farmers’ possessions, prior to the ptebeecords of the sixteenth
century, makes it difficult to gauge accurately Huale of different agricultural
practices in the area. It has been suggested, lwthat the extent of many
head dykes recorded on post-medieval plans and may reflect the scale of
enclosure that had already been imposed upon tiusdape by the thirteenth
century (Winchester 1978, 146). If this principteapplied to the plan of land
tenure in Buttermere in 1578, produced by Winche@ip cit 338), we might
suggest that many large tracts had been encloseadgdine medieval period.
Very few examples of ridge and furrow of likely nieehl date were recorded
during the current survey and, although we mustsicem the impact of the
differential survival of such features as a restildiffering subsequent land uses,
it is likely that many of these enclosed areas wesed primarily for winter
pasture, and that the cultivated fields were atgsed in this way. The presence
of a shieling (NTSMR 20386) of possible medievatedat Warnscale Bottom
suggests the use of transhumance agriculture thaghtmpre-date the
establishment of the vaccary at Gatesgarth. A sksbreling (NTSMR 25060)
was discovered during the topographic survey of éhelosed settlement at
Lanthwaite Green, as were three (NTSMR 29165) hallthat might represent a
shieling group, to the south of Liza Beck, closéanthwaite Green.

5.2.8 A sub-ovoid enclosure (NTSMR 29282, Plate 21) thipears to date to the
medieval period, to the east of High Rannerdaie sn area favoured for stock
rearing, as they provided access to grazing feills well-watered hay meadows
on the lower ground (Winchester 1987, 42). It plpaelates to the movement
of stock between winter and summer pastures, piagdthe completion of the
enclosure of High Rannerdale or the enclosureraf far hay meadowsSgction
4.2.9.

5.2.9 The Loweswater tithe map of 1839 showed part off¢hiside lying to the west
of the Buttermere delta and the southern end ofm@rack Water to have been
an area of stinted pasture called Buttermere Sddies. suggests that the area
was being used as pasture, with a limit on the rarnabd animals allowed to
graze in the area, known as a stint, at leastrg &athe mid-nineteenth century.
It is, however, possible that the use of this pashad already been established
by the thirteenth or fourteenth centuries, when Henlet at Scales was
established (Winchester 1986, 2), and that the ewetli settlement was
associated with pastoral agriculture in this area.

5.2.10 Post-Medieval Period:the post-medieval use of Buttermere for pastoral
agriculture is abundantly evident in the numberssbéepfolds, washfolds,
bields/sheep shelters, and stock pounds withinstheey area (Figs 14-16).
Within Buttermere there are 54 sheep shelters, B&efolds (including
washfolds), a pinfold (NTSMR 27579), a shepherdislter (NTSMR 29507),
three animal feeding platforms, 16 enclosures, énatlikely to have functioned
as stock pounds, and a bothy (NTSMR 26226) that heaawe functioned as a
shepherd’s hut, but which might have had sevemalpastoral functions (J Lund
pers comm).

5.2.11 The sheep shelters, known in the Cumbrian vernacligdect as bields, tended
to comprise single stretches of drystone wallingasuring between 2.5m and
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9m long. Some of the shelters were free-standingtstres, and some utilised,
and incorporated, natural outcrops, crags, anchfaatt boulders. The shelters
demonstrate a very specific distribution within uwevey area, with 45 out of 54
being located in the north-eastern part of theeyarea, to the north of Gasgale
Gill. This is a very confined area of upland felidathe density of sheep shelters
(Plate 22) presumably reflects the long-establistheasity of settlement in the
lowlands to the west. The fells around Buttermeitlage are also close to a
dense cluster of settlement that would have utilibe fells for grazing, yet there
are very few shelters in this area, despite thesqmee of numerous stock
management sites, such as sheepfolds, and the dagjesure on Bleak Rigg.
The reason for this skewed distribution is likeby e a response to specific
environmental factors. The fells in the northernt ph the area are not afforded
natural shelter by the nearby hills to the extéat those in the southern part of
the valley are. The land to the north and westha&f tluster of shelters is
generally open and exposed hence there is heategneed for stock shelters.

5.2.12 The sheepfolds and washfolds occur as single- antiphe-celled structures and

5.3
5.3.1

in a variety of shapes, including sub-rectangwdah-circular, and L-shaped. The
washfolds were all located adjacent to current watgses, in order to enable
the sheep to be rinsed as they crossed the stréamisfold is present to the
north of Loweswater, which would have been used psund for the holding of
livestock that had strayed, or been put to pastmdand that the owner of the
livestock did not have the right to graze. The onmeuld then be liable to pay a
fine for ‘overleap’ in order to reclaim the anin{&/inchester 2000, 116). A field
in the vicinity of Lower Gatesgarth was named amfttd Close’ on the
Buttermere tithe map of 1844, although this lay drel the area of the field
survey and the presence of any related remainsbiabeen established. The
bothy (NTSMR 26226), which may have originally beeshepherd’s hut, might
suggest pastoral agriculture within Holme Woodrtferly called The Holme). A
sheep shelter (NTSMR 29649) and a sheepfold (NTS26852) now also sit
incongruously within the woodland. Three possibleeling sites (NTSMR
20386, 25060 and 29165) suggest transhumanceuligrec and could date to
the medieval or post-medieval periods. The postievadl processing of wool
into cloth, by matting or felting, is attested by suggested sites of fulling mills
within Buttermere (NTSMR 29126, 29127, 29128, 29129101, and 29687,
Davis-Shiel 1991), although the presence of théses Bas not been confirmed
by site visits.

ARABLE AGRICULTURE

Prehistoric and Romano-British Periodsthere is little definitive evidence of
prehistoric arable agriculture in Buttermere. Alighb there are indications of
clearance cairns in the vicinity of the enclosetlament (NTSMR 20389) at
Lanthwaite Green, for example, these could, andemgpically did, relate to
pastoral activity. The best indicator of arablerfarg are lynchets and none have
been confirmed in relation to prehistoric settletselthough we know that
during the Iron Age in the north-west of Englaneédd wheat, emmer, spelt,
barley, oats, and possibly rye were being growerehs little evidence for such
plant remains in Cumbria (Hodgson and Brennand 2885 The continued use
of the sites at Dale How (NTSMR 29273), High Noaki (NTSMR 27581),
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5.3.2

5.3.3

5.3.4

5.3.5

and the promontory fort at Crummock Water (NTSMRI@9) means that any
evidence of early cultivation, such as lynchets,ynave been masked or
destroyed by later agriculture. In addition to tkaclosed settlements in
Buttermere, there is also an unenclosed group @drahce cairns (NTSMR
29757, NTSMR 29759, NTSMR 29760, NTSMR 29761, NTSMR764,
NTSMR 29765, NTSMR 29775), which lies to the imnaei south of the
medieval settlement at Scale Beck. A second figlstesn (NTSMR 29785),
represented by clearance cairns and banks, ispaésent to the west of this
medieval settlement. Although this clearance mighte been associated with
the medieval activity at the site, it is possililattthese sites might represent an
earlier phase of use during the prehistoric periods

Medieval Period:medieval cultivation occurred within Buttermeref lie lack
of records of individual farmers’ possessions, ptmthe probate records of the
sixteenth century, means that the scale of sudivatibn is difficult to assess.
Seven examples of broad ridge and furrow cultivatearthworks have been
recognised within the survey area (NTSMR 2968622929419, 29462, 29503,
29709, and 29675), most of which are located tonthrigh of Crummock Water.
Although the width of such earthworks can not giveefinitive date for ridge
and furrow, it is likely that these wider examplegre a product of oxen
ploughing which was more prevalent in the medi@eaiod.

Some of the broad ridge and furrow sites lie clts@ther areas of probable
medieval activity, such as sites NTSMR 29419 and629 which lie to the west
of the putative medieval site of Loweswater Pel@ NIR 20464), and within an
area that had been divided into tenements by 1Waidchester 1987, 47-8). In
this area, there are also five groups of clear@matms (NTSMR 29411, 29406,
29412, 29415, and 29463) that might potentially ehdpeen associated with
medieval cultivation practices. One site (NTSMR 2BJin this area appears to
have been directly associated with medieval agtidhd comprises a stone bank
of large boulders. It was probably a product ofacddce activity and was
associated with the improvement of this area fdtivation, being on marginal
land immediately downslope of a site of broad ricged furrow (NTSMR
29419). The boulders appear to have been brougthtet@dge of the field and
then allowed to roll down the steep slope towalds water-logged area at the
base (Plate 23); the size of these stones demtassttzat they must have been
removed prior to the production of the early cution ridges.

Broad ridge and furrow (NTSMR 29462) is also présenthe locale of the
possible medieval farmstead (NTSMR 27580) to thghreast of High Nook
Farm. This has been tentatively suggested by Wsieh€1986, 4) to represent
the remains of ‘High Iredale’, which was deserted L690. There are also three
sites of clearance cairns in this area (NTSMR 2920808, and 29230).

Two sites of broad ridge and furrow (NTSMR 29728 29709) lie in the broad
vicinity of building platform NTSMR 29513 (Plate R4near to Low Hollins,
which might represent the remains of a medievah&ead. Groups of clearance
cairns (NTSMR 29269 and 29539) have been idedtdidjacent to the deserted
medieval settlement at Rannerdale, to the nortbadé How (NTSMR 24355),
although broad ridge and furrow has not been ifledtin this area. The cairns
all lie close to the line of the current field walat encloses the Rannerdale
farmland and might reflect that the field wall wiag formalisation of an earlier
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5.3.6

5.3.7

5.3.8

5.3.9

boundary line represented by the slightly erral@aance cairns. Alternatively,

the boundary in this area might have been estadiss a result of activity

associated with the abandoned medieval settlermdnth lies outside, and to

the east of, the Rannerdale field boundary. Theee several small strip

enclosures associated with the medieval settlemehis area (Plate 15) and the
cairns could have resulted from the clearance eddlplots.

There is also evidence for an extensive field sgtdTSMR 29785), consisting
of numerous clearance cairns and banks, to theofi¢isé medieval settlement at
Scale Beck (NTSMR 20380). Although such remainsrateriously difficult to
date, they might be associated with the medieveilesgent, which has been
suggested to date to the thirteenth or fourteeatitucies (Winchester 1986, 2).

Post-Medieval Periodprobate records show that oats, barley, wheat,rged
were cultivated in Cumbria from at least the sirtbecentury (Winchester 1987,
60-1). Although, as the post-medieval period preggd, technological advances
and increased motivation, particularly during tharlye nineteenth century,
encouraged the cultivation of more upland areasmadjyinal lands (Rollinson
1989, 94); as a consequence, arable agricultureriexged phases of growth and
decline. Cultivation increased in response to ike m price and demand for
grain during the Napoleonic Wars, and subsequeatidisreased following the
period of peace that began in 1815 (Whyte 2003726~

Within Buttermere, numerous sites associated wiétla agriculture from this
periods have been identified (Figs 15 and 16). @heme 80 occurrences of
narrow ridge and furrow, 36 sites associated wéldfclearance, and one group
of mounds (NTSMR 23021) that may have been usembsstoops, in order to
raise the harvested crops above ground level. MdAnthe sites of ridge and
furrow are very faint and difficult to discern aitds possible that many more of
the hundreds of enclosed fields within the surveyaawere also subject to
cultivation during the post-medieval period; howev&ibsequent pastoral use,
soil accumulation, and vegetation growth has lithitee identification of what
may have been fairly subtle earthworks.

In total, 13 sites comprise, or include, agricwdturarns and it is likely that many
of these will have served multiple functions asatex with stock shelter and hay
storage. The growth of crops in the area in the-pwslieval period is also
suggested by the former presence of several miligch would have processed
cereals. A click mill, which was driven by a honetal water wheel, (NTSMR
24349) survived at Mill Beck, close to Buttermerdlage, until 1735 and
Brackenthwaite Corn Mill (NTSMR 29101 and 29726)swimcated in the
northern part of the survey area. Davis-Shiel (J98ds suggested that a mill
operated at Gatesgarth (NTSMR 29121), althoughnbt clear whether this was
associated with cereals or fulling. Place-namesh sas ‘Miller's Tenement’,
which was the name given to Lanthwaite Cottagehenthird edition Ordnance
Survey third map of 1898, also attest to the pevag of mills in the area. A pair
of mill stones, discovered buried at Wood Houses kkely to have been
associated with the nearby click mill (NTSMR 24348lhough it is possible
that they constitute the only known evidence fonith powered by a horse-gin in
this area.
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5.4
5.4.1

5.4.2

5.4.3

5.4.4

MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

With a total of 418 agricultural sites, out of @aioof 893 sites within the survey

area, the agricultural sites comprise the largesmatic grouping of sites of

archaeological interest within Buttermere. Thide®s the continuous status of
agriculture as the primary method of subsistenakemonomy in the local area

over at least the last two thousand years. Agucelttherefore, represents a key
element of the former economy and local culturaitage, and reconstructing

the development of the agricultural landscape sem$al in understanding that of
Buttermere as a whole.

Buildings: any buildings of archaeological interest should Hepaired or
consolidated to prevent decay and collapse. Anynteaance works should be
informed by an understanding of the potential fdr-surface remains, within the
vicinity of the building and subject to approprieechaeological consultation
and supervision. The potential for successive phaseoccupation over long
periods should inform the decision of archaeoldgmdigation strategies. The
growth of additional vegetation that might damage s$tructural integrity of the
sites should be discouraged and anyone removimge Stom the areas close to
ruinous sites, for maintenance of paths or walsufd be advised not to disturb
them. Stock erosion of ruinous sites should be tooed. The historical
character of buildings should be considered whemter@ance or modification is
undertaken.

Sheep Shelters, Shepherds’ Shelters, Folds, Enctesy Walls, Pinfolds,
Beeboles, and Smootsiny such structures of archaeological interestilshbe
repaired using appropriate material or consolidabegrevent further decay and
collapse. The growth of additional vegetation timaght damage the structural
integrity of the sites should be discouraged angae removing stone from the
areas close to these sites, for maintenance ob pmthwvalls, should be advised
not to disturb them. Levels of stock erosion shdaddnonitored.

Ridge and Furrow, Lynchets, Clearance Cairns and &, Corn Stoops, and
Ponds: any sites that exist as earthworks are potentiallperable to intrusive
farming practices, such as ploughing and heavykséoosion. Broad ridge and
furrow, which could indicate medieval cultivatiorshould be subject to
topographic survey prior to any such changes i lase, and fieldwalking
surveys should be employed following cultivationetstablish the presence and
density of pottery sherd distributions. All of tbhéher site-types should also be
subject to topographic survey if they are likelwdisturbed by changes in land
use. Some of these sites, such as corn stoopsoaad,pnight also be associated
with sub-surface features or finds and may reqgaueéitional archaeological
works. Any clearance cairns of potential prehistan medieval date should be
subject to topographic survey and if the disturlearn¢ any such cairns is
unavoidable, they should be subject to archaeabgixcavation in an attempt to
identify dating evidence. The potential for subface remains associated with
prior settlement of the area within current opehd should be considered when
any intrusive works are undertaken.
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6. INDUSTRIAL SITES

6.1
6.1.1

6.2
6.2.1

6.2.2

INTRODUCTION

Although many areas of the Lake District, includiBgttermere, are typified by
a widespread perception of comprising unspoilt r@tlandscapes, industrial
activity has historically significantly altered ttendscape and in the survey area
extends at least as far back as the bloomeridseamiedieval period. Indeed, the
minerals inherent in the geological deposits int&uere, such as copper, iron,
lead, building stone, and slate have been explaitedmercially throughout the
historical periods and slate continues to be etdth@and processed at the
Honister Quarry (Figs 17 and 18). Although agriatdtis covered irfsection 5
processing industries associated with arable aistop production were also
present in Buttermere. Peat is also likely to hasen exploited locally.

QUARRYING

The most conspicuous quarrying activity in Butterenevas undertaken at
Honister (NTSMR 24418), and Dodds Mealton (NTSMR29) slate quarries,
with further slate quarrying occurring at the B@taigg (NTSMR 24414),
Saynside (NTSMR 29451), Green Crag (NTSMR 24426}téd8mere (NTSMR
24412), Lanthwaite wood (NTSMR 29333) and Cold GNTSMR 29254)
guarries. It has been suggested that Honister slaie have been exploited for
roofing materials as early as the Romano-Britishioge although the first
historical reference for quarrying at the site tedao the grant of a 21-year lease
to John Walker in 1728 (Cameron 1993, 12). The npmiat Saynside, Dodds
Mealton (Plate 25), and Bolt Craigg all appear &reéhbeen contemporary with
this activity, and it has been suggested by DatiglS1991) that they were
operating in 1730, although none have continuagsanfor as long as the sites at
Honister. The quarry at Honister remained activiél 1987, when it closed for
ten years (Richardson 1998, 27); the quarry sulesgtyure-opened in 1997 and
continues to extract and process slate, in addittofunctioning as a visitor
attraction.

There are 19 small hollows, pits, and worked fatesughout the study area,
many of which appear to have been the result oéstaction of stone for use in
local walls and buildings. Such sites have beentified at Turnerhow (NTSMR
24427), Loweswater village (NTSMR 25141), Lanthwajteen (NTSMR 25063
and 29382), Newlands Hause (NTSMR 29146 and 291GHyll Wood
(NTSMR 29291), Ladyside Pike (NTSMR 29305), PalaveiNTSMR 29350),
Lanthwaite Wood (NTSMR 29334), Thrushbank (NTSMR628), Potter Gill
(NTSMR 29697), to the west of Oakbank (NTSMR 296@®)se to Lanthwaite
Green farmhouse (NTSMR 29385), the Loweswater pedenontory (NTSMR
29395), north of Wood House (NTSMR 29504), and narow Hollins
(NTSMR 29704). It is notoriously difficult to dasuch sites, in the absence of
associated archaeological or historical eviden@avéver, the proximity of some
sites, such as the hollows to the north of Wood4¢o{NTSMR 29504) and at
the examples Ladyside Pike (NTSMR 29305), to latells might allow us to
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assign broad post-medieval date ranges on the bhaissociation, although the
earlier use, or subsequent re-use, of such sitaddshlways be considered.

In addition to sites associated with the extractainstone for building and
roofing slates, 14 sites in Buttermere appear i@ halated to the extraction of
stone hardcore and gravel, much of which is likelyhave been used for the
construction and maintenance of roads and trackad$tde pits account for 12
of the sites and occur at Pike Rigg (NTSMR 292%M)se to Wood House
(NTSMR 24415), Holme Wood (NTSMR 29666), Buttermétause (NTSMR
24416), near to Woodhouse Islands (NTSMR 2926428265), near to Hause
point (NTSMR 29367), east of Fletcher Fields (NTSM&372), north-east of
The Hope (NTSMR 29424), to the south of High SwdesiFarm (NTSMR
29454), and within Holme Wood (NTSMR 29639 and 2964 is likely that all
of these sites date to the post-medieval period.

MINING

Medieval Period:there is no documentary evidence recording theaetxtm of
iron ore in Buttermere during the medieval peribdt it is known that iron ore
was being processed in bloomery sites in the Coeltbey by 1305, when such
sites were recorded &s3rgiae ferri andforgiae silvestregWinchester 1987, 49,
104). The presence of ironstone in the local asesttested by the mining of the
ore in the nineteenth century at Scale Force (NTSMRB29) and by the place-
name of Iron Stone on the fells to the west of Gnaok Water and north of
Low Ling Crag. Both of these areas lie close to sites of medieval iron
industry at Scales (NTSMR 20380) and the likelihamidsuch local sources
being exploited during the medieval period is Veigh.

There is limited evidence for copper mining in Butbere, with the presence of
post-medieval trial mines (NTSMR 23036 and 29163 watness Woods and at
the Honister pass (NTSMR 24422). One of the trimsBurtness Woods

(NTSMR 23036) was apparently in use in 1569-70,induthe Elizabethan

period (Adams 1988, 115), and it is likely that fp@ential of Buttermere as a
source of copper had been recognised during thaeeweddperiod. The post-

medieval workings in the area do not, however, appe have been extensive
and although it was known in the medieval perioat tihhere were local copper
sources, these may not have been abundant enoubhve motivated any

concerted attempts at exploitation at this timds lalso possible that the post-
medieval trials at the eastern side of Burtness 8§¢bTSMR 29163) and at the
Honister pass (NTSMR 24422) may have masked orralest evidence of

earlier workings of a smaller scale, as occurretthatElizabethan copper trial in
Burtness Woods (NTSMR 23036).

Post—Medieval Periodthere are numerous trial mines throughout Butteemer
that demonstrate the exploitation of lead, irongd aopper during the post-
medieval period. Between 1822 and 1825, the miningopper resumed at the
adits at the western side of Burtness Wood (NTSM3®3B), which had
previously been worked in 1569-70i¢). Another trial mine at Burtness Wood
(NTSMR 29163) and a third site, at the Honisterspd@¢éTSMR 24422), were
also established in the post-medieval period, afjhothe exact dates of use of
these sites is not evident. The accounts of theiltlision of finance of the
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Company of Mines Royal show that copper mines ve@erating in Buttermere
from at least 1568 (Donald 1994, 243), although phecise location of these
workings is unclear. No such workings, however,rexevident in the region, on
the part of the Company of Mines Royal, betweendla6d 1568 dp cit, 165).
The nominal expenditure on the Buttermere mines\dut568 demonstrates that
the workings in this area comprised only a very lsrpart of the overall
operations of the Company of Mines Royal. Indeedhat year, more than twice
as much money was spent on wine than on the minBsattermere.

Lead mines were established at Whiteoak (NTSMR @%1%Big 19), Mosedale
and Loweswater (NTSMR 24425) during the nineteestfitury. The remains of
the lead mine at Whiteoak comprise the grassearihellows and banks of 14
trial levels, one of which was associated with th&ble remains of an adit
(NTSMR 29177), located on the steep fellside towlest of Whiteoak Beck. A
single shaft (NTSMR 29184, Plate 26) lies to thets@f the main concentration
of trial levels and has been partially backfilléds now heavily overgrown, with
two birch trees growing within the site. In additito several working platforms
that are located on top of the spoil heaps adjatenhbe trial levels, there is
evidence for the local processing of lead ore at lavge terraced areas at the
bottom of the slope, close to Whiteoak Beck. Thesterm terrace (NTSMR
29189) features a retaining wall that provides etment for the terrace on
which are the remains of up to three demolishettlimgis, which survive as sub-
rectangular patches of gravel and occasional bladkguarried stone. The
remains of a wheel pit (NTSMR 29190) are situatecio adjacent lower terrace,
to the east, although this has been backfilled iambw discernible only as an
area of gravel with traces of head and tail raeadihg to and from the beck. The
remains of a wall (NTSMR 29186) run along the easteide of the main
accumulation of trial levels and this appears teeh@een built in order to
prevent stone tumbling down the steep slope irggotiocessing area. Lengths of
narrow terraced trackway are visible (NTSMR 2918&hich would have
provided access between the trials and the proggssea for the transport of ore
by cart or pack horse. A wider track (NTSMR 2922#3s also observed,
running northwards from the processing area towkligh Nook Farm, which is
an obvious route for the transport of processed fiean the mine.

The mines at Whiteoak were operational between E&41891 and extracted
lead ore from a poorly mineralised vein with a hesest to south-east
alignment (Adams 1988, 113-4) (Fig 19). The minagiits were first leased by
Messrs Steel, Robinson, and Waugh, in 1864, ane Wweld for a year in 1887
by a locally prolific mine operator named Henry o@e. The Loweswater Lead
Company was formed, specifically to work the minaAthiteoak, and began a
lease on the 30th of April 1888. One of the direstof this company was John
Sawrey, who had been one of the founders of thdeBunere Green Slate
Company. This venture failed, however, and the amgpwvent into liquidation
in 1891; some of the mining equipment was soldd82land the rest was taken
to Threlkeld Mine ipid).

The Loweswater mines comprise several trial leyefs cit, 111-12) (Fig 20),
the two shafts of Old Wheel Shaft and Flat Rod §hak Loweswater Mine
(NTSMR 24425), and the small-scale workings at &ull Bridge Mine
(NTSMR 24430). The mines were in use between 181D 1856, and the last
major phase of work was completed in 1841. The lswater mines exploited a
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vein that had been discovered during drainage wod816 and had a generally
north-west to south-east alignment, running betw&éhinny Ridding and
Scalehill Bridge ipid). Two shafts were used to access the mines andeihe
was first exploited by Messrs Joseph Skelton arelt&k Wood. The mine was
subsequently worked by Messrs Mellor, Pratchettiedpand Clemence between
1839 and 1841, and was then closed because insuaffiguantities of lead ore
were being extractedbid). The mines were subject to inundation and were
drained by a pump powered by a watermill that wasvedd by a leat from
Crabtreebeck (NTSMR 29689). Lead trial mines ase alvident in the environs
of Beckside (NTSMR 24410), High Liza Bridge (NTSMH423), Rannerdale
(NTSMR 24428), and Blackbeck (NTSMR 24411).

Iron-stone was the object of prospection in theaavé Scale Force (NTSMR
24429), although it appears that these workingseneeveloped beyond trial
levels and there is little evidence of activityeafi873 (bid). The leases for the
iron veins between Floutern Tarn and Crummock Wateduding the Scale
Force vein, were in the possession of The Loweswht:n and Lead Ore
Company between 1863 and 1877, after which they wgeren up to allow the
company to focus their attentions on their workinggskdale ¢p cit, 114-5). A
second site that may represent the extractionoof gtone is suggested by the
cartographic references to an area as ‘lron SIMESMR 29113) at the western
side of Crummock Water on the first and secondi@diOrdnance Survey
mapping. This area appears to correspond withahrtrine reported to lie on the
eastern side of Melbrealog cit 115). Post-medieval trial mines, of uncertain
purpose and date, are also evident at Tindle MMEAEGEKMR 29352 and 29353),
Long Crag (NTSMR 29293), Low Wax Knott (NTSMR 2442&ascale Gill
(NTSMR 24414), and Lanthwaite Wood (NTSMR 29328329 and 29339).

IRON PROCESSING SITES

Although there are few sites within Buttermere tth@monstrate the extraction of
local iron ores, the processing of iron is evidani4 bloomery sites, which are
dispersed throughout the area. Such sites ocdhetavest of Crummock Water,
at Scales (NTSMR 20380), to the east of CrummocKkewan the locale of
Cinderdale Common (NTSMR 24354, 26856, 26857, 2689946 and 29549),
to the north of Crummock Water, in Lanthwaite Wodir'SMR 28891) and
Oakbank (NTSMR 29691), at the southern end of CrookmVater (NTSMR
29502), in the Loweswater area, near to High NoakrF(NTSMR 27596) and
High Park (NTSMR 29672), and to the east of Butemenlake, at Crag Wood
(NTSMR 29122) and Beck Bank (NTSMR 29120).

The remains of these bloomery sites are generadiple as little more than

grass-covered undulations, with accumulations af €ind charcoal sometimes
being visible where erosion has allowed sub-surfaaterial to become exposed.
The sites result from the smelting of hematite e in small bowl-shaped
furnaces, in order to produce blooms of metallami{Marshall and Davis-Shiel
1969, 30-1). These furnaces were fed oxygen by -bpedated bellows and
reached temperatures of between 1100° C and 1200hiCh was hot enough to
reduce the iron ore, but also resulted in discandasdte slag being tapped off
from the furnace that had an approximate 40% ir@mtent {bid). Bloomeries
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are often found in close proximity to water, whielould have been useful for
washing the ore, cooling and tempering tools, amdidpng clay for the hearth-
pit (Marshall and Davis-Shiel 1969, 31). This asstien with water is
conspicuous within Buttermere, where the sitesadiréocated close to streams,
and many are within the vicinity of standing wasarch as Crummock Water.

There are numerous charcoal pitsteads within Butteg, with broadly similar
patterns of distribution to the bloomeries. In diddi to pitsteads, smaller sites,
comprising patches of charcoal and probably aswmtiawith charcoal
production, have also been identified within theldisystems to the west of
Cinderdale common (OA North 2002, 24-5). Some @s¢hmay have been
contemporary with the bloomeries and, thereforeehmovided a local source of
charcoal to fuel the ironworking. Although manytbé bloomeries and pitsteads
may not have been contemporary, the distributionpitéteads provides an
indication of the previous extent of woodlands witithe valley, and in
Buttermere there is an evident correlation betwbenavailability of woodland,
as a source of fuel, and the distribution of th@ohbieries. Given estimates that
the working of an average bloomery for a year wdwste required the support
of around 30 acres of woodland for fuel (Marshall ®avis-Shiel 1977, 30), the
importance of the proximity of these sites to wab@eeas is clear. Indeed, the
conspicuous absence of woodland in the immediatinity of Cinderdale
common might be a direct result of the bloomerystdy in this area.

Geophysical surveys of several of the sites in shely area (Engineering
Archaeological Services Ltd 1999; 2001) have bewtetrtaken, and one site was
recorded during an archaeological watching briek (@orth 2002, 24), although
a lack of full excavation means that the preciseslaf the bloomeries can not
be established with certainty. The working of irores using bloomeries has
been demonstrated to have occurred in Cumbria ¢gimut the eleventh to
sixteenth centuries (Bowden 2000, 6) and, therefarmedieval origin for the
sites is probable. In Borrowdale, the Blackmoss Blobmery was dated by
radiocarbon analysis to cal AD 1450-1650 and tiherotomparable sites within
the Lake District National Park, that have beenertiically dated, have
produced a range of dates between cal AD 1170 anéllz 1650 (Beta Analytic
Inc 2002; 2003). The prohibition of bloomeries 564, due to their impact on
woodlands, demonstrated that they continued inims€umbria into the later
sixteenth century, and may have endured in sones &g late as the eighteenth
century (Marshall and Davis-Shiel 1969, 32). Altgbuthis early form of
smelting did continue into the post-medieval peribdhas been suggested that,
by the eighteenth century, this method would haneegded further processing
of the bloom at a nearby forgep( cit, 33), although none are known from within
the study area.

Bloomeries within the Loweswater area and the Coukéley were recorded as
early as 1305, withforgiae ferri and woodland bloomeries, naméargiae
silvestres being mentioned in documentary sources (Winchd€i87, 49; 104).

It is possible that théorgiae ferriwas a reference to the known bloomery sites at
Scales (NTSMR 20380), which was clearly part ofeattensive complex, or
those suggested in the locale of Watergate FarnSWR 27596) and Highpark
(NTSMR 29672). Theforgiae silvestresmay have related to some of the
numerous sites that occupied the land to the daStwonmock Water, many of
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which cluster around the tellingly named Cinderd@@mmon, and Beck, and
Scinderdale Fields, which was shown on the Bratkeaite tithe map of 1844.

One site that appears to have represented the menwdi a bloomery was
identified during a watching brief at the easteidesof Crummock Water (OA
North 2002, 24). This site consisted of a pit contey metal residues of an iron
slag-like nature and was partially excavated assalt of disturbance by a
pipeline; the site was not, however, able to bealppdated. Geophysical survey
was undertaken at three locations on or near taéZdale common in 1999
(Engineering Archaeological Services Ltd 1999). Séhesurveys identified
several dipole signals, representative of the mpeseof a magnetic force
associated with both positive and negative poldse mMature of these dipoles
suggested that at least four furnaces may have pesent in this area, in
addition to a linear feature suggestive of inteheating that may represent an
ironworking feature, such as an ore roasting trepphcit, 1-2; NTSMR 26856;
NTSMR 26857 and 26859). It is possible that sevetfaér bloomery sites might
have been present in this area, but their locdtas been masked, in terms of
geophysical recognition, by extensive spreadsay sk destroyed by ploughing
(ibid). Three further, probable bloomery, sites wereniified by geophysical
survey in an enclosed field to the west of Cindierd@ommon in 2001
(Engineering Archaeological Services Ltd 2001, 2).

PEAT CUTTING

Common rights for turbary, or peat cutting, as @arse of fuel are documented in
Cumbria from the medieval period (Winchester 1983+5), and areas of peat
growth are evident within the survey area. Althoughis clear that the
exploitation of peat continued throughout the pustdieval period (Bott 1992;
West 1793), there is little observable evidence fogat cutting within
Buttermere. The accumulation of peat is abundantexample, in the Whiteoak
and Black Crag areas, to the south of Loweswatet,a Buttermere Moss, to
the east of Buttermere Lake, but the sunken stoften indicative of the
harvesting of peat have not been identified witBuitermere, though this could
reflect that the surfaces of peatlands often recaougte clearly and only the
more recent peat cutting scars are evident on thdace (OA North
forthcoming). Often the only indicators of peat raextion are the well-
constructed trackways that lead out from peatlandces, such as those evident
at Great Langdalel(id). In Buttermere the exploitation of this resouoam be
inferred by the presence of trackways forming d&tve zig-zag patterns that
run up the steep fellsides. These tracks were enidfar wooden sledges, which
were used to transport the peat and were pulledhdyges; accounts of this
practice were recorded in Cumbria in 1793 (West3)#hd in Borrowdale in
1821 (Bott 1992).

A probable sledge route (NTSMR 29148) has beeisedilas a footpath on the
fellside to the east of Buttermere village, whicloyides access to High
Snockrigg and the plateau of Buttermere Moss. Aoiseéqeat sledge route is
evident on the fellside to the north of Black Cragd to the south-east of High
Nook Farm; it is currently used as a footpath amavipes access to the high
plateau lying to the north of Gavel Fell. This waay also appears to have
formed part of a packhorse route (Davis-Shiel 19@hjch would have provided
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an upland fell route between Loweswater and Kir#tlafhe form of these zig-
zag tracks, and the fact that they provided actespland plateaux where peat
has accumulated, suggests that they are likelyatee Hheen utilised for the
transport of harvested peat. The probability ofttaek at High Snockrigg being
associated with peat cutting is supported by treglnefield name of ‘Peathouse
Field, which was recorded on the Buttermere tith@nof 1844, within the
enclosure to the east of Bowderbeck.

MILLS

Excluding the processing areas associated twahWhiteoak and Loweswater
lead mines, which utilised water wheels, all of th#is within Buttermere were
associated with the processing of agricultural potsl The post-medieval
processing of wool into cloth is suggested by sisgible sites of fulling mills
within Buttermere (NTSMR 29126, 29127, 29128, 29129101, and 29687),
although the function of all of these sites asirigllmills has not yet been
confirmed and any remains associated with the siée® not been investigated
by site visits. The presence of a mill has alsmbmeggested (Davis-Shiel 1991)
at Gatesgarth (NTSMR 29121), although the precetera of this site is not
clear. Fulling mills had been established in Cumbay the thirteenth century
and represented the mechanisation of the processatifng or felting wool,
which had previously been undertaken by manuallglkimg’ the wool in a
solution of fullers earth (Marshall and Davis-Shi&69, 19), which is fine-
grained, absorbent, earthy material. In the absehac®cumentary evidence or
archaeological excavation, it is difficult to clbselate such sites, and in some
cases confirm their function.

The growth of cereal crops in Buttermere in thetymosdieval period provided a
demand, and opportunity, for cereal mills. The sitea mill (NTSMR 24349),
known as Milldale (Davis-Shiel 1991) that survivetl Mill Beck, close to
Buttermere village, until 1735 is attested by doeutary sources and surviving
structural evidence, as is the site of Brackenttev@orn Mill (NTSMR 29101
and 29726). It has been suggested (Size 1936}Haanill at Mill Beck was a
clickmill, or horizontal mill, which would have Uised water power to turn a
vertical shaft with horizontal paddles. The sitaapresented by the negligible
remains of worn circular grooves on stones witlia beck (NTSMR 24349),
although these do not offer definite evidence tonstruct the exact nature of
the mill. It been suggested (Davis-Shiel 1991) tinat site operated as a corn
mill. It is also possible that the mill suggesteg Davis-Shiel (pbid) to have
operated at Gatesgarth (NTSMR 29121), might haven bassociated with
cereals. There are place-names within Buttermexestiiggest the prevalence of
local milling activity, such as Lanthwaite cottagéhich was shown as ‘Miller’s
Tenement’ on the Ordnance Survey third edition &ap898. Miller place and
Mill Beck, to the west of Dodd, are both likelyave related to Brackenthwaite
Corn Mill, which lay just to the south, and Mill Ble to the east of Buttermere
village, was associated with the local click mi{NTSMR 24349). A pair of
buried mill stones was discovered within the graied Wood House, one of
which was recovered and now serves a decorativeifumat the western side of
the house. It is possible that these stones wegaally associated with the click
mill (NTSMR 24349) at Mill Beck and were brought ©rag House as
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decorative curios following the dismantling of thiee in 1735. As there is not a
water source of sufficient size to have poweredntilestones in the vicinity of
Wood House, it is highly unlikely that they origied from a mill within the
grounds of the estate. It is possible, howevet, ghhorse-gin could have been
used to power the mill, but no accompanying stmgsurelating to such an
industry are evident in the environs of Wood Houseorn mill in Loweswater
has been suggested by local occupants to haveldesed near Mill Hill, to the
south-west of Kirkgate Farm (J Lund pers comm).

MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

Numerous industrial sites are known from Butternmaad, as most of these sites
have not been subject to any intensive archaeabgitudy, our knowledge
relating to the dates and length of use of manthein is slight. These sites have
played a major role in shaping the current landsadhe valley, from the effect
of denuding the local woodlands, and then follovegdwoodland management
that may have sustained such wooded areas, to stablishment and
consolidation of trackways to provide access tosites. The industries provided
supplementary incomes to the local area and geteratealth for local
landowners. This may potentially have influencectirthiand management
strategies, their ability to retain the agricultugatates, and to construct some of
the characteristic stone houses of the area. Aotiybr understanding of the
development of Buttermere must, therefore, be méat by an understanding of
the progression of the non-agricultural industries.

Quarries: roadside quarries or gravel pits are unlikely tovide additional
information beyond their locations. Slate and stergraction quarries and pits
should be subject to topographic survey prior tpiatrusive disturbance.

Mines: any proposed disturbance of mines should be peecég topographic
survey and archaeological excavation. It is posdibht those mines that were in
use during the post-medieval period may have pusWobeen used during the
early medieval and medieval periods, or during ldier prehistoric periods.
Evidence for earlier workings can be destroyed ddysequent mining, but there
exists the potential for the discovery of datadtefacts from sites that have yet
to be identified as early extractive sites.

Iron Processing Sitesiron processing may have occurred during thedéirth
and fourteenth centuries at the medieval settlerae®cales (NTSMR 20380),
where slag has been recovered, and numerous blgosies are known
throughout Buttermere. None of these sites has blesely dated and their use
could span the medieval and post-medieval peridg.proposed disturbance of
these sites should be preceded by archaeologicehvation that enables
scientific dating. Where suitable, geophysical syrghould be undertaken in
areas where possible bloomery sites have beenfiddriy the presence of slag,
in order to establish the extents of the sitestaadocation of the core of activity
within areas of metalworking debris that can becavidely scattered. The sites
should be monitored for erosive threats, partidylas a result of water erosion
from adjacent streams and lakes.

Peat Cutting: only the sledging tracks associated with peatirgythave been
identified within the survey area, reflecting thecdlised recovery of peat
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surfaces. Environmental coring at Buttermere Mass$ Whiteoak Moss might
identify truncated peat horizons indicative of poexs peat harvesting. Such
coring should form part of a wider environmentavastigation designed to
analyse the local palynological record.

Mills: the presence of several mills in Buttermere issé¢td by documentary
evidence. Brackenthwaite Corn Mill (NTSMR 29101 af@€726) and the
Buttermere click mill (NTSMR 24349) are, howevehetonly sites where
documentary and archaeological evidence has edtabli their nature and
location with any degree of certainty. All of thées should be treated as
potential sources of valuable archaeological dathpgoposed intrusive works at
the sites should be preceded by topographic suraeg archaeological
evaluation, as appropriate
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7. COMMUNICATION SITES

7.1
7.1.1

7.2
7.2.1

71.2.2

7.2.3

INTRODUCTION

Communication routes within Buttermere, in aoon with most of the Lakeland
valleys, were restricted to overland roads anck&awith no railways operating
in this area. Pack-horse routes allowed access tbheefells into neighbouring
valleys and other trackways were established facifip functions, such as
providing access to sites of woodland industry bativeen dispersed elements
of mining works. Walled lanes facilitated accessthie grazing fells through
enclosed land and peat tracks allowed access tmdigeat resources. There is
little evidence for water-borne transport in thearalthough parts of the River
Cocker may have been navigable at the northerroktige survey area.

PREHISTORIC ROUTES

The presence of sites of prehistoric origin in Buttere, such as a burnt mound
(NTSMR 29489), panels of rock art (NTSMR 29136, @d@nd 29137), and
funerary cairns (NTSMR 20389, 20393, 29097, 2909833, and 29634), in
addition to settlement sites that could date to Brenze or Iron Ages
(Lanthwaite Green, NTSMR 20389; Rannerdale, NTSMRB55; High Nook
Farm, NTSMR 27581; Lambling Knott, NTSMR 20381; afd possible
promontory fort to the east of High Park, NTSMR @84 demonstrates that
people moved through this landscape from at leastdy as the Bronze Age.

In the absence of constructed trackways that caoldsely dated, such as the
wooden trackway known as Kate’s Pad in Lancashit@d{son and Brennand
2006, 49), it is difficult to demonstrate confidgnthe routes of prehistoric
movement through the valley and many of the histtnails that have clearly
been defined by the local topography may have earlgins. Within the
landscape it is not uncommon to find linear aligniseof funerary monuments,
such as that extending across Askham Fell (Quasieen and Leech
forthcoming), but these may relate to either roatgsvor territorial boundaries or
even both. It has been suggested that some examplexk art might have
functioned as waymarkers during the Neolithic amdn2e Age @p cit, 45). The
panels close to Buttermere village (NTSMR 29136 28669) lie near the
‘beginning’ of the upland passage provided by th# Beck valley, which has
been used to access pastoral land from at leasiattiye post-medieval period, as
demonstrated by the enclosure of Blakerigg in 1888chester 1987, 52). It is
possible to infer the existence of establishedllogateways within the valley,
associated with movement between different zonesaond use, during the
Neolithic or Bronze Age, but until the locationss#ttlements, or other land-use
foci, contemporary with the rock art, can be essaleld, these suggestions must
remain tentative.

In addition to localised routeways within Buttermethere must have been
longer prehistoric tracks or trails allowing moverhein and out of the

Buttermere and Loweswater valleys. Once again,oagh logic dictates the
presence of such routes their identification reles circumstantial evidence.
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71.2.4

7.3
7.3.1

71.3.2

Three enclosed settlements are known in the Buttermaalley, at Lanthwaite
Green (NTSMR 20389), Rannerdale (NTSMR 24355), aadhbling Knott
(NTSMR 20381). All of these sites lie close to thain road that runs north /
south through the bottom of the valley, and whioHofvs the River Cocker
northwards towards Cockermouth. This route wasrigléa use by the medieval
period, as the chapels at Buttermere village andnBalale (NTSMR 29105;
Millward and Robinson, 1974, 171), and the vacaratesgarth (Winchester
2003, 109), all lie along the same line, and it basn described as a medieval
corpse road (Richardson and Evans 1996, 5-6). Teatroute northwards
provided the easiest exit from the valley is supgbby the suggestion that, prior
to 1175, even the inhabitants of neighbouring Bedale would have used this
route to reach Brigham for funerals, rather thavehing through Borrowdale
towards Keswick (Hindle 1998, 60). It is clear,éfere, that the eastern side of
the Buttermere valley bottom was used as a maiterouand out of the valley
long before the establishment of the current medalbad and it is likely that this
use extends back at least as far as the establslohéhe enclosed settlements
during the later prehistoric or Romano-British pds.

The routeway in and out of Loweswater follows aunat topographic line, and
may have been use for a considerable period. T rmight have followed
that of a suggested medieval corpse road, whicleappto have led north-
westwards from Loweswater, along the western sideeolake Section 2.3.13
Richardson and Evans 1996, 5-6). Later routes Hmnoerdale, via Floutern
Tarn, or towards Cockermouth, via Brackenthwaitayralso have been in use
during these earlier periods. The promontory at éswmater Pele is also
associated with a partially causewayed access (MEEMR 29407), which was
formed by the modification and extension of a r@tspur across a waterlogged
area and might be associated with some of theestdctivity at the site.

HiIsSTORIC ROUTES

Roman roads:the earliest evidence for a constructed road inwie@ity of
Buttermere is a section of the Roman road thatbetween Old Penrith and
Lorton. This road utilised the Whinlatter pass aad through High Lorton, at
the northern end of the valley (Hindle 1998, 27-30)is road appears to have
forked at High Lorton, with one branch running weastds towards Moresby and
a second following the route of the current B528&&rds Cockermouthid).

It is possible that the stretch of this road betwelgh Lorton and Cockermouth
represented the consolidation of part of an eatrask.

Early Medieval and Medieval Routegarly historic routes in Buttermere may
be inferred from the presence of chapels and settiés, and from place-name
evidence. A chapel in Loweswater was in the possess the priory of St Bees
from some time between 1154 and 1181, when it wasirmed by Archbishop
Roger of York (Wilson 1915, 56). This chapel posseésan independent
endowment before being annexed to the priory oB&ts (Wilson 1915, 23),
which demonstrates that it pre-dated the periodvaiership by the priory. The
date of the foundation of the earliest chapel isahlear, although the presence of
old Norse place-names with ecclesiastic assocstiench as Kirkgate and
Kirkhead, might suggest an early medieval founaatiath an associated road.
The earliest historical records for such a roadtecto a medieval route between
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7.3.3

7.3.4

7.3.3

the priory of St Bees and Loweswater chapel thatticoed north-eastwards
towards Brackenthwaite. The presence of the streéttveen Loweswater and
Brackenthwaite in the medieval period is confirnigdthe Register of St Bees,
which records that the road had become blocked8%,Jwhen Thomas de Lucy
established a second deer park in Loweswater (Wsteh 1978, 341; Wilson
1915). The route between the chapel and St Bedi&ely to have run past
Kirkgate Farm, which originates from the old Nok#éja gatameaning church
road(Armstronget al 1950, 474, 481). This road would have run pagries of
sub-rectangular earthworks, which were depicted eastle on Hodskinson and
Donalds map of 1774 (Plate 27), and would then Hialewed Mosedale Beck
before turning west into Ennerdale, following thmute preserved by a later
mountain pass (Hindle 1998, 127). Although the @laame evidence suggests
that this route might have been in use during thdyemedieval period, the
earliest confirmed use of this road is from the ieal documentary records.

The road between Waterend and Loweswater was ddpart Hodskinson and
Donald’s map of 1774 and could represent an eadyer Although there are no
known examples of early medieval sculpture witthe survey area, this road
passes a farm known as ‘High Cross’, and is pakytsignificant as crosses
were often used to mark major territorial bound=a the intersection with a
road or routeway in the medieval period.

Medieval routes known as corpse roads existed g¢fmout Cumbria during the

medieval period and were used to transport the ttetite nearest burial ground,
which could be at a considerable distarme ¢it, 58). A corpse road is known to
have run between Buttermere village and Brigham, horton, and may also

have been utilised by the occupants of Borrowdaley would have accessed
Buttermere village via the Honister Pasp Cit, 60). This road is likely to have
followed a similar route to the current main ro&5289) that runs along the
valley bottom. This route would also have allowedoate in and out of the

valley for the inhabitants of the medieval farmstie environs of Rannerdale
and Buttermere village, and for the vaccary at &gmeh, which also preserves
the Old Norse place-name elemegatd, meaning road.

A second corpse road has been suggested to haveetween Loweswater and
St Bees (Richardson and Evans 1996, 5-6) and dtivengresent survey several
local people said that it ran along the westere siiLoweswater lake, towards
Waterend and the road to Lamplugh. It has also baggested that the road ran
via a crossing on the site of the current Maggirisige (bid). Precisely which
of the observable trackways to the west of Loweswatight correspond with
such a route is not, however, clear. One of thaggested locally is the track to
the south-east of Holme Wood, which runs alongahter upslope edge of the
woods. This did not, however, appear on the fiditien Ordnance Survey map
of 1861-3 and, as it was present on the seconobeaditap of 1900, is likely to
be of late nineteenth-century date. It is possibi a route utilising Maggie’s
Bridge ran south-westwards and forded Park Beckrbefollowing the High
Nook farm track to the south-west, joining a digsuseack (NTSMR 27597)
through the farmland to the west of High Nook Famna then joining with one
of the lower trackways (NTSMR 29638) through HolWwod. If a road ran
between Loweswater chapel and the priory at St Bees Mosedale and
Ennerdale, during the medieval period then it féialilt to understand the need
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7.3.5

7.3.6

7.3.7

7.3.8

for a corpse road that would have taken a lesstdioeite by heading north-west
into the Loweswater valley.

It is possible that some of the pack horse routesraads that were present in
the area during the post-medieval period, and wihilkbwed access through
upland areas into neighbouring valleys, may havgir@ated in earlier periods,
although this can not be demonstrated with anyatdst Such routes ran
between Gatesgarth and Wasdale Head, Buttermdagesziand Newlands, and
Brathwaite and Buttermere (Hindle 1998, 127). Atpusdieval packhorse route
between Ennerdale and Buttermere, via Floutern,Tiadikely to have followed
part of a medieval route between St Bees priorylaovdeswater.

In addition to the main routes that allowed passhgaugh, and between, valleys
in the medieval period, localised tracks will, bgcessity, have existed, which
will have enabled access to summer pastures ofellsefrom the farmsteads in
the valley bottoms ap cit 41-2). Some of these tracks may have been
established during the early medieval period, @asstiumance agriculture at this
time has been suggested by place-names, such kes,Sehich is derived from
the Old Norseskali meaning a shieling, and Rannerdale, which is dérivem
the OId Norsehrafn-erg-halsmeaning ‘raven shieling pass’(Armstroeq al,
1952, 356; 490). Some localised routes associatddimdustrial areas, such as
the tracks close to charcoal production sites atgLélow wood (NTSMR
29491), Lanthwaite Wood (NTSMR 29330) and Holme \W¢a9638, 29640,
NTSMR 29642, 29643, 29644, 29646, 29647, and 29&4R) the track close to
bloomery and charcoal production sites at Fletéhelds (NTSMR 29556), may
date to the medieval period, although in the absesfcclose dates associated
with the industrial sites this remains speculative.

Although some of the early historic routes in thheaacan be confirmed by
historical references, and some can be inferredhbynecessity of movement
between inhabited places, or between areas ofridiffdand-use, the precise
nature and line of these trackways is unknown. kénthe Roman roads, these
routes are not likely to have been engineered raagsrt of a planned network,
but rights of way that would have developed intsible tracks as a result of the
erosion caused by regular use (Hindle 1998, 4TH®se would then have been
formalised in subsequent periods, obscuring or wémgothe evidence for its

former existence.

Post-Medieval Routesin addition to the consolidation of some of the mai
routes through Buttermere, by the construction ddtatked roads, and the
continued use of agricultural tracks in the areanerous tracks and roads were
established in association with industrial activitythe area. Some of the inter-
valley packhorse routes that were in use duringptb&t-medieval period may,
however, have been established during earlier geamd have received renewed
use as industrial activity intensified. Such routes between Gatesgarth and
Wasdale Head, Buttermere village and Newlands,hBraite and Buttermere,
and Ennerdale and Buttermere village (Hindle 19987) and may have been
used for the transport of agricultural producenjroopper, lead, and slate. Two
different routes have been identified as packhdrseks running between
Buttermere village and Braithwaite. One of theséoweed the northern side of
Mill Beck from Buttermere village and passed belGvwag Hill before running
northwards to meet the track to the north of Cdiedzeck that ran between
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Force Crag and Braithwaite (Davis-Shiel 1991). $keond route followed the
northern side of Liza Beck, before joining the Clalle Beck track (Hindle 1998,
127).

7.3.9 The packhorse routes between Ennerdale and Buttenikage, and Buttermere
village and Newlands (NTSMR 29258), formed partadbnger route between
Whitehaven and Penrith, which was used during tighteenth century for
transporting tobacco for use in snuff manufactoge dit, 144-5). The packhorse
routes are not, however, likely to have been usedusively by any single
industry and the Ennerdale to Newlands snuff rofde example, ran close to
several industrial sites including a manganese jangnc and barytes mine, a
woollen mill, the Milldale corn mill (NTSMR 24349)a site of uncertain
function (NTSMR 29257) and iron mines (Davis-Shi€R1), all of which are
likely to have utilised the track. All of these féifing uses are not, however,
likely to have been contemporary.

7.3.10 Limited stretches of localised trackways were dsthbd to serve particular
industrial areas, for example constructed trackse Hzeen identified leading to
Dodds Mealton slate quarry (NTSMR 29427), and ie tcinity of charcoal
production sites at Long How wood (NTSMR 29491),ntbavaite Wood
(NTSMR 29330) and Holme Wood (NTSMR 29638, 29640642, 29643,
29644, and 29646-8), at Whiteoak Mine (NTSMR 29222187, and 29194),
and close to bloomery and charcoal production sitddetcher Fields (NTSMR
29556). Trackways specifically associated with ttesport of peat appear to
have been identified between Buttermere village digh Snockrigg (NTSMR
29148) and to the north of Black Crag, which lieshe south-east of High Nook
Farm.

7.3.11 Turnpikes: during the mid-eighteenth century groups of peviadividuals with
vested interests in improving communication systamsrder to facilitate travel
and trade, established numerous turnpike trus@uimbria (Hindle 1998, 150).
Turnpike roads were established in northern Cumbeiaveen 1739 and 1767,
that included routes between Cockermouth and Wgtkim Cockermouth and
Keswick, Cockermouth and Penrith, Cockermouth anihdéfmere, and
Cockermouth and Carlisle via Dalstoop(cit 151-2). These roads did not
penetrate the interior of the western Lake Disttictt did allow greater ease of
travel to Cockermouth and Windermere, from whicte tButtermere and
Loweswater valleys could have been accessed. Marlyeocurrent secondary
roads and farm tracks in the area are likely toehasen in use from at least the
seventeenth century, as demonstrated by the distaibof some houses of this
date. The track that runs between Low House andleMiPlace, in
Brackenthwaite, for example, is fronted by High liadl (NTSMR 29792) and
Low Hollins (NTSMR 29793), which are houses of sixteenth and sevethiteen
century date, respectively; however, part of thask has become disused and
survives only as an earthwork (NTSMR 29699).

7.3.12 Although the local valley routes were not maintdine the same standard as the
turnpike roads, some of the valley-bottom routed ampland tracks around
Buttermere appear to have been consolidated aslledetads by the late
eighteenth century. These included the main roading between Cockermouth
and Buttermere village, the upland road betweenwkds and Buttermere
village, via Newlands Hause, and the Honister Pabkg;h were depicted on the
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map by Crosthwaite (1800) and on the map originaibduced in 1778 by West
(1821). The Buttermere village to Cockermouth raad the Honister Pass were
shown with dashed lines on a map by Smith of 1’ Pat¢ 28), which suggests
that they were trackways at this time. The roadwbeh Loweswater and

Waterend may also have been metalled by the |gtaemnth century, as it was
depicted on a map of 1774 by Hodskinson and DofRldte 27). The roads

between Buttermere village and Scales and thoseeket Brackenthwaite and
Loweswater, and Loweswater and Mosedale were apatd on the map by
Crosthwaite (1800). The old road across the HoniBtess was not, however,
passable by vehicles at this time and in the lateteenth century was replaced
by a new road, which followed the line of the omigji road at the western end,
but diverged from it at the eastern end (Hindle8,989-40). By the 1860s, a
regular coach service was operating between Kesamtk Buttermere village,

via the Honister Pass (OA North 2007), althoughneae late as 1919 the road
was described as being unsuitable for motoristadldi 1998, 189). The route of
the main road through the valley bottom, runningween Gatesgarth and
Brackenthwaite, appears to have changed little fifvah depicted on the maps of
the late eighteenth and early twentieth centurye $éction of road adjacent to
Wood House, however, was shown on the second ediirdnance Survey map
of 1900 to have run over a low rise to the nortsted the current route. This
stretch of road is now preserved as a rough tragkwaéth the current road

following a more level route that skirts around Haese of the rise.

7.3.13 The condition of roads in the wider Cumbrian netwdeclined between 1870

and 1890 as the turnpike trusts declined and ir6 18 English Lake District
Association was founded in 1876, partly in respoteséhe need for improved
roads in the areap cit, 145). In addition to an increase in motor tramspothe
region from 1894, the use of the bicycle from thid 4880s also encouraged an
increase in the use of the roads in the Lake Bis@ithough their poor condition
received harsh criticism from travel writers inteetearly twentieth centuryp
cit, 187-8). The application of tarmac began in thdydaentieth century and
most of the roads in Cumbria had been tarmacetdy 940sibid).

7.3.13 Railways: during the mid-nineteenth century, a rail networkveloped that

circumnavigated the Lake District, with additiormbnches running inwards to
form an incomplete radial pattern (Millward and Raon 1974, 243). Such
branches were established between Workington asaikk, via Braithwaite, in
1847 and between Penrith and Keswick in 18BRI)Y. These routes would have
allowed rail access to the Whinlatter Pass, whighsrto Lorton, and to the
Newlands Pass, which runs to Buttermere village additional branch was also
proposed that would have run from Braithwaite tdt®&umere village, through
the Newlands valleyil§id). The key motivation for the construction of mawfy
these lines was the transport of mineral expottispagh use of the railways by
visitors to the Lake District often followed swiftl The additional line to
Buttermere village was, however, opposed by CanawrRley, Vicar of
Crosthwaite, as a scheme that would benefit theidtemslate operations to the
detriment of people who sought rest and quietudthénLake District @p cit,
246-7). The use of such railways by tourists wae apposed in the nineteenth
century, with figures such as John Ruskin sugggshat they would lead to the
deterioration of the moral character of local peoghd the presence of drunken
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visitors in the areailfid). The link between Braithwaite and Buttermereagt
was never constructed.

7.4 MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

7.4.1 The communication routes within Buttermere are lyikéo have gradually
developed from a core of trackways that had origassearly as the later
prehistoric periods. Many of these routes have baeely dictated by the local
topography and are, therefore, likely to have otfld continued use and repeated
re-use. The location of the access routes hasurm, influenced, and been
influenced by, the setting of settlements withirttBumere.

7.4.2 Main Routes:the main route between Buttermere village and Quookath is
likely to date to the later prehistoric period @ndchave been in almost continual
use ever since. Any intrusive maintenance of thagly or of the roads of putative
medieval origin, should be accompanied by an awdbgeal watching brief or
evaluation, in an attempt to provide evidence efdhrlier origins of the road.

7.4.3 Secondary Routesany intrusive works that might disturb disuseddris farm
tracks or industrial access tracks, or destroyhistracks that have remained in
modern use, should be preceded by topographicadgur
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8. SETTLEMENT CHRONOLOGY

8.1
8.1.1

8.2
8.2.1

8.2.2

| NTRODUCTION

There is a long history of settlement withintBrmere, with occupation in the
area being likely from as early as the Bronze Agd aith intermittent or
continuous occupation occurring from the Iron AgeRmmano-British periods
until the present day. To an extent, the topographythe Buttermere and
Loweswater valleys has dictated where settlemeotddcbe established and,
therefore, these areas have been used and reusedexiended periods. The
current pattern of settlement reflects the prebietdocation of preferential land
for settlement in the area, with the flat landstie valley bottoms being
dominated by dispersed farms and enclosed fieltesys (Plate 29). The only
real exception to this dispersed settlement paitethe nucleated settlement of
Buttermere village. These optimal agricultural arage also likely to have been
targeted for earlier settlement but this has pabntbeen over shadowed or
overlain by the later occupation in the survey area

PREHISTORIC AND ROMANO -BRITISH SETTLEMENT

The earliest form of settlement in Buttermere ested by the presence of
monuments of probable Bronze Age date, and compmigeoup of five possible
funerary cairns (NTSMR 29379), a round cairn (NTS6393), two possible
round barrows (NTSMR 8281 and 8282), a burnt moMiiSMR 29489), and
two panels of rock art (NTSMR 29669 and 29137) h#dt panel of rock art is
situated just outside the survey area, at Low Parkossible funerary cairn
(NTSMR 29103) is present at Whiteoak Moss, and taund cairns (NTSMR
29097 and 29098) are situated to the south-weSkading Knott. None of these
sites provides direct evidence of habitation witthia area but may be indicators
of local activity.

Four of the sites of potential Bronze-Age date utBrmere comprise hilltop
cairns (NTSMR 20393, 29103, 29097 and 29098), whaVe clearly been sited
to exploit prominent positions in the landscape adild not have been within
areas of local occupation. The rock art sites (NRSR9669, 29137 and 29103)
and the burnt mound (NTSMR 29489) appear to havaumed transitional
zones between lowland and upland areas and masefahe represent the
margins of settled land in the area. The possioterfary cairns (NTSMR 29379)
that are situated close to the valley bottom, onthaaite Common, and the two
possible round barrows (NTSMR 29633 and 29634jh¢owest of Loweswater,
may have been placed in order to take advantagext#nsive vistas and
increased visibility, although their lowland diswtion might indicate that these
sites were not as far removed from areas of cormesny occupation as the
hilltop cairns. The cairns at Lanthwaite Commoncliese to extensive clearance
cairn fields in the vicinity of the enclosed seatilent at Lanthwaite Green
(NTSMR 20389), and it is possible that this cleamactivity might date as early
as the Bronze Age (Lund 1999, 19), although thdosed settlement is likely to
date to the Late Iron Age or Romano-British peri{fsction 2.2.8 however, in
the absence of excavation this can not be confirmed
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8.2.3

8.24

8.2.5

8.2.6

Four further settlement sites of potential Iron Adggte might also have been
used during the Bronze Age: Rannerdale (NTSMR 248%&e 9), High Nook
Farm (NTSMR 27581, Plate 7), Lambling Knott (NTSMB381, Plate 9), and a
possible promontory fort to the east of High P&MR $MR 20464, Plates 9 and
10). In the absence of excavation, the dates afipaion at these sites remain
speculative, but indications of agricultural adiyvand by implication settlement
activity) in Buttermere during the Bronze Age, ioyided by the results of
sediment analyses from Crummock Water. These ddamabeghat the rate of
sedimentation in the lake increased from 2000 B@awds, suggestive of local
soil destabilisation as a result of forest cleaeaff8henet al 2008, 138-9). In
addition, increases in mineral accumulation in e between 2000 BC and
1000 BC suggest a period of deeper erostud) which would indicate a period
of more intensive agricultural activity in the amathis time.

The four enclosed settlement sites within Butteen@TSMR 20309, 24355,
27581 and 20381) and the promontory fort (NTSMRG2)4t the north-western
end of Crummock Water are all extremely difficudt date in the absence of
archaeological excavation, although it is probdbé all of these sites may have
been occupied to some extent during the Iron Agefjons 2.2.12-2.2.PSites
of similar type in Cumbria have previously beengssd to the Romano-British
period on the basis of poorly dated excavated lgdggah and out of the region,
where the only artefactual material recovered reenlfrom the Roman period
(Higham 1986, 117; Hoaen and Loney 2004, 42; Cghood 1908).
Subsequent environmental analyses have now dermatattthat episodes of
forest clearance occurred throughout Cumbria dutiregLate Iron Age (Wells
2003, 67—72), demonstrating human activity in treaat this time. This pattern
is supported in Buttermere by recent analyses dimsnts from Crummock
Water, which suggest that woodland continued tolbared from 2000 BC until
the present day (Sheet al 2008, 138-9). Mineral accumulations decreased
between 800 BC and 400 BC, which might suggestcedse in agricultural
activity at this time. Increases in mineral accuaiohs were evident, however,
at 400 BC and 250 BC, suggesting that there mag Ih&en increased activity
during the Late Iron Agelfid).

It has also been demonstrated that Iron Age agt@itsome sites has been
followed by later phases of occupation that havenbeesponsible for the
deposition of Romano-British pottery (Philpott 20084; Hoaen and Loney
2004, 49-50; Johnson 2004). It is possible, theeefehat Cumbrian sites
previously assigned to the Romano-British periody mhave featured earlier
phases of use that have been masked by the abenaflater material culture.

In the absence of excavation it is, therefore, issgule to assess the extent of
occupation in Buttermere during the Bronze Agen lAgge, and Romano-British
periods, based on our current understanding ofitieeputative settlement sites
in the area. It is also possible that further coraple settlement sites existed in
the area that have not yet been identified. Furtmanclosed settlements, for
example, might survive only as sub-surface reméesites may also have been
destroyed, or obscured, by later development iratka. The site at Rannerdale
(NTSMR 24355), for example, had been recorded adeserted medieval
settlement, prior to the current survey. Althoudie tmedieval phase of
settlement is not disputed, this appears to hamstitoted the re-use of an earlier
enclosed settlement. It is conspicuous that thiosed settlements at Lanthwaite
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8.2.7

8.3
8.3.1

8.3.2

Green (NTSMR 20389), Rannerdale (NTSMR 24355), aadcbling Knott
(NTSMR 20381) all lie within areas that appear épresented more marginal
settlement in later periods, in comparison to tighdér quality agricultural lands
of Loweswater, Brackenthwaite, and the Buttermelgadiats. This distribution
could be the result of the survival of settlememains in areas that were subject
to lower levels of continuous field improvement amdere habitation foci have
shifted slightly so that the nearest current fardts not overlie the early
farmsteads. Although there has been intensive firftovement at the enclosed
site at High Nook Farm (NTSMR 27581), which hag Méry slight visible
remains of the enclosure, the medieval and postewaldoccupation at the site
has shifted gradually further from the early famast so that the site has not
been damaged by later construction.

In addition to the enclosed settlements, therelds an unenclosed group of
clearance cairns (NTSMR 29757, NTSMR 29759, NTSMRGD, NTSMR
29761, NTSMR 29764, NTSMR 29765, NTSMR 29775), & bplatform
(NTSMR 29762), and a second field system (NTSMR 8%897that might
represent prehistoric settlement in Buttermere. groep of sites is located in the
vicinity of Scale Beck, close to a medieval setgan(NTSMR 20380) that has
been suggested to date to the thirteenth or fauttiezenturies (Winchester 1986,
2). It seems likely that this area developed assalt of seasonal occupation at a
shieling during the early medieval period and waent established as a
settlement associated with iron processing in tediaval period. It is, however,
possible that these ambiguous sites could date wadier phase of use during
the prehistoric period.

HISTORIC SETTLEMENT

Early Medieval Settlementithe earliestevidence for historic settlement in
Buttermere, with the exception of possible Romamitidh occupation at the
enclosed settlements, comes from place-name ewedéscdiscussed iBection
2.2.27 Scandinavian and Anglo-Saxon place-names can hiee résult of
linguistic continuity in the medieval and post-n@gil periods and should not be
assumed to provide unequivocal evidence of thebksitanent of settlements
during the early medieval period. For example, @& English wordful means
dirty and occurs in many place-names as ‘foul’. ldger, the word foul retains
the same meaning in the modern period and migatetbre, continue to feature
in newly established place-names.

Although British place-names are not evident witlBattermere, except in
relation to the River CockeBéction 7.1.5 we can not assume that there was not
any survival of British populations in the areadéed, the large baronial
territories, such as Copeland, and their tenutiaicture, which were inherited
by the Anglo-Saxon, Norse, and Anglo-Norman oveldohave been suggested
to represent earlier British institutions (Wincleest 1986, 90). The
palaeoenvironmental record from lake sediments f@mmmock Water have
identified a gradual increase in local soil erosfoom the Roman period and
throughout the early medieval period, which is Ijk&o reflect clearance and
cultivation in the area (Sheet al 2008, 138-9), with a significant increase in
deep and intensive erosion from AD 900id). This would appear to suggest a
degree of continuity from the Roman period, follaley a dramatic increase in
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8.3.3

8.3.4

8.3.5

population as a result of Norse settlemebidj. This post-Roman continuity
could be reflected at settlement sites yet to kemtifled, but perhaps more
probably could reflect continuity of the enclosettlements. The proximity of
the enclosed settlements at Rannerdale (NTSMR 243&3nthwaite Green
(NTSMR 20389 and 23020), and High Nook Farm (NTSMNR581) to
successive farmsteads of possible medieval dataddition to post-medieval
farms, gives an impression of prolonged continatysettiement. This might,
however, attest to the continued suitability ofsthareas for agriculture during
periods of discontinuous occupation.

There are several place-names at the northern feBdtermere that feature the
Old Norse elementhwaite meaning a clearing (Armstrorg al, 1950, 494).
These include Brackenthwaite, Thackthwaite, Litedite, Gillerthwaite, and
Lanthwaite, and it is possible that some of them®es may provide evidence of
settlement in the area during the early medievebgde Lanthwaite includes the
Old English elemenang, meaning long, and Thackthwaite includleac which

is Old Norse for thatchofp cit 412; 482). These associated elements both
support the possibility of early medieval settleienthe area, associated with
Anglo-Saxon and Scandinavian settlers, during theésiod. Brackenthwaite,
however, includes the Middle Englidiraken meaning brackenop cit, 462),
suggesting that the name was applied as a resaititiofty during the subsequent
medieval period. Brackenthwaite appears to be tilg one of the ‘thwaite’
place-names to feature an element with a demomgtraledieval, or later,
derivation. Several other place-names in the nantpart of the area also suggest
early medieval settlement. The occurrence of naamesnd Loweswater village
featuring the element ‘kirk’ derive from the Old idekirkja (op cit, 481) and
may attest to a local chapel pre-dating the metligtvacture in this area. There
are also instances of the element ‘how’, which mesive from the Old English
hoh or the Old Norsdaugr, meaning projecting ridge or hill respectivebp(cit,
477-8).

These places all cluster on the level and highitualgricultural land at the

northern end of Buttermere (Plate 28), which fornpedt of the lowland sub-

division of the medieval barony of Egremont, with@opeland. During the

medieval period, this general area preserved elssm&ntenurial organisation,

such as the presence of freehold settlements payintage and seawake, that
have been suggested to have originated prior to Nleeman Conquest

(Winchester 1987, 18-21). The survival of thesénaic systems suggests that
there was a great deal of continuity of local pagoh and tenurial structure
between the early medieval and medieval perioddhénarea and supports the
supposition that this cluster of ‘thwaite’ namesghti represent a genuine
nucleus of early medieval settlement. Some of fleitlement might represent
incoming Norse settlers clearing previously marggiaad at the edges of the
ancient cornage- and seawake-paying freeholds antk snay represent the
direct continuity of settlements with origins inetbAnglo-Saxon, or earlier,

periods.

None of the settlements in Derwentfells paid theiemt dues of cornage or
seawake and any medieval freeholds in Derwentfellse the result of
subinfeudation from the twelfth and thirteenth cemts Ep cit 20). This process
consisted of holdings within larger estates, suchadings within the honour of
Cockermouth, being sub-leased to tenants, or \&asEaé differences in tenurial
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8.3.6

8.3.7

structure between medieval estates, such as thel&@wp and Cockermouth
lowlands and the adjacent forest of Derwentfellgigest that some of these later
estate boundaries originated as coherent pre-Csehdprad units that possessed
contrasting levels and systems of manorial conffble baronial estate of the
honour of Cockermouth has been suggested to havesented a pre-Conquest
territory (Op cit 19) and the differences between the medieval rignu
obligations in the lowland and upland areas of @ekermouth and Copeland
baronies, might suggest that, in the centuriesr podhe Norman Conquest, the
lowlands were the most extensively settled areag. cBntrast, the areas
designated as medieval forest may have been subjexds settlement during the
early medieval period, which might explain the nesdi inheritance of these
areas as large private estates, with little evidasfcancient freeholds. Only two
‘thwaite’ place-names in the locale lie outsidetlod lowland area of medieval
Copeland. One of these is Brackenthwaite, whichttayhe east of the River
Cocker within the private manorial forest of Dentfells, in the honour of
Cockermouth, and has an etymology that suggestsdienal origin and is
known to have been subinfeudated in the medievabgegop cit, 20). The
second is Lanthwaite, which lies close to the wesgelge of Derwentfells, near
to the Copeland lowlands, and might represent dntheo few early medieval
settlements in this area.

The upland areas and valley bottoms feature maagephames of apparent early
medieval derivation that support the suggestiort tha contrasting land uses
between the medieval upland forests and the lowlathinated prior to the
Norman Conquest. There are occurrences of the jplaicee element ‘scales’ in
Buttermere, such as Scales and Warnscale, thatedeom the Old Norsekali,
meaning a temporary shieling associated with the of summer pastures
(Armstronget al, 1950, 490). The nanfRavenerhalsvas used in 1170 to refer to
Buttermere Hause and derives from the Old Norseagghhrafn erg hals
meaning raven shieling pass, which also attestsége of the pass prior to the
medieval period. This early name also appears\e baen incorporated into the
name of the adjacent Rannerdale. The central elerakrerg is of lIrish
derivation, which supports the recognition of Hib@iNorse populations in the
region (RM Newman 2006, 91-3). These place-namggesi that the uplands
were being used for pasture and were subject twosahoccupation during the
early medieval period, given that there is littlage-name evidence for more
permanent settlement at this time. Gatesgarth arads@arth are both derived
from the OId Norseyarthr, meaning an enclosure (Armstroagal 1950, 356;
474). Gatesgarth suggests that there was an erelomar to the road and
Grassgarth is indicative of a grass enclosapecit, 151), such as a hay meadow,
both of which suggest sustained activity in theaafidhese terms could, however,
represent the survival of linguistic elements tvate applied to features of the
landscape during the medieval period.

Medieval Settlementthe northern and western parts of Buttermere féhin
the lowland territory of the Barony of Egremont,thim the Copeland estate,
which comprised an area of mainly freehold setti@isieand the eastern parts lay
within the manorial forest of Derwentfells (Plat)1 During the medieval
period, the extent of agricultural enclosure exgahdithin the area, and it has
been suggested that by 1300 much of the enclossdi d@picted on post-
medieval maps and plans may have been establishettl{ester 1978, 146,
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8.3.8

210). This increased demand for agricultural landgests a corresponding
increase of settlement density during this period & has been suggested that
Loweswater village may have been established in0128 an area that was
formerly part of the forest of Copeland. Loweswasdikely to have represented
one of a series of subinfeudations that occurredhen area during the late
thirteenth and early fourteenth centuries (Winobred086, 2), when additional
farmsteads were established along the marginseofelts, beyond the lowland
areas where more ancient freeholds were clustaigdchester 1987, 20). In
addition to the establishment of freehold settletsietiemesne farms, which were
controlled by the manorial lord, were also estélglds such as the vaccary at
Gatesgarth.This cattle farm occupied the Buttermere dalehead ®&as
established in the thirteenth century (Winchest@®3 109). As an area of
private enclosure, the establishment of the vacedfgctively prevented the
expansion of settlement into a large part of thkeyaWinchester 1987, 42;
PRO(L), SC11/730, m.lv; PRO(L), SC6/824/7-14). Aligh occupation may
have intensified during the medieval period, thidgra of settlement appears to
have consisted mainly of dispersed farmsteadsgR@}. It has been suggested,
however, that there may have been a nucleus ofawaidsettlement on the delta
flats between Crummock Water and Buttermere laké2§)0 (Winchester 1987,
140). The former medieval settlement at Scales (WR0380) also represents
a small nucleated settlement, and appears to hase bpecifically associated
with industrial iron processing. The presence ofiega of stinted pasture in the
nineteenth century adjacent to the settlement, egsctbd on the Loweswater
tithe map of 1839, might, however, suggest a paktanction for the settlement
at Scales. The occurrence of an extensive fieldesys(NTSMR 29785)
comprising numerous clearance cairns and bankiietavest of the settlement,
might suggest that there was also agriculturalvegtibeing undertaken in
association with this site during the medieval qeri

The remains of several agricultural settlementsmefdieval date are visible
within Buttermere. The remains of a deserted faeawst are present at
Rannerdale (NTSMR 24355, Plate 15) and the medielvapel of the Blessed
Mary Magdalene (NTSMR 29105) is thought to haveodtmearby. This
settlement re-used the area occupied by an eaghetosed settlement of
probable Iron Age or Romano-British date and isresented by several
plattorms and enclosures. A second farmstead ofilples medieval date
(NTSMR 20518) lies adjacent to an enclosed settiéna¢ High Nook Farm
(NTSMR 27581). There may also have been a medmegursor to the farm at
Peel Place (NTSMR 23020). The remains of a buildatform (NTSMR

29478) to the south of Wilkinsyke farm might remness settlement of the
Buttermere delta flats during the medieval perittdis also possible that
medieval phases are represented at the desertetstéamds of Stockbridge
(NTSMR 29457) and a site east of Low Hollins (NTSM8513, Plate 24). The
remains of a structure (NTSMR 29514) to the eastBetk House could
represent a building associated with medieval catap near to Low Hollins or
Peel Place, or might represent an additional ferast It is known that a
medieval vaccary was present at Gatesgarth andhbanedieval deer park at
Loweswater had been divided into tenements by 1¥8inchester 1987, 51),
which might be represented by the farms of HighkRard Low Park and the
farmstead remains at Loweswater Pele (NTSMR 20464).
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8.3.9 In addition to the post-medieval farmstead remainsas been suggested that a
medieval pele tower, known as Loweswater Pele (NRSM464; SM 27660),
may once have stood on the promontory to the eastigh Park (Plate 10),
although there is little known archaeological ewicke to support this assertion
(Section 2.2.246 1t is possible that a sub-rectangular earthwiorthe south of
Loweswater, on the road towards Mosedale, may hepeesented the original
site of Loweswater Pele, as this was depictedcaste on a map by Hodskinson
and Donald of 1774 (Plate 27). The possibility ahanor house on the land to
the east of High Park is, however, suggested byhie®rical record of the
‘manor ofBalnes, which refers to the curved headland of Bownésd tefines
the promontory at Loweswater Pele (A Winchestes gemm). This manor was
established as a result of the partition of theobgrof Copeland in 1230, and
was apportioned to Alan de Multon and his wife Alide Lucy. Manors were
often named in accordance with the location of @issociated manor house,
which suggests that the promontory may have reptedethe administrative
centre of the estate, although the nature anditwcat any corresponding manor
house is not knowril{id).

8.3.10 The Loweswater Pele area was documented as beihinwhe grounds of a
demesne deer park (Winchester 1976, 341), whichoniggally established in
the early part of the thirteenth century and wasrlaxtended, or a second
separate park established, by Thomas de Lucy ilateethirteenth century. This
park would have been attached to the manorial eaftthe manor oBalnes(A
Winchester pers comm). There is no clear evideoctht site of a hunting lodge
within the part of the park that falls within tharcent survey area, although the
division of the park to create tenements, which hacturred by 1437
(Winchester 1987, 51), might have caused such Hlibgito have become
masked by later farm buildings. It is possible thla¢ post-medieval farm
buildings at Loweswater Pele, High Park, or LowkRaight also have disguised
evidence of the buildings associated with the medieenements. One of these
holdings was described as being called ‘a quartethe lords park’ in 1437
(ibid), although it is not clear whether this means thatpark had been divided
into four tenements by this time.

8.3.11 There are likely to have been specific phases dutie medieval period when
the population in Buttermere did not inexorably rease, and perhaps even
periods of local population decline, such as durthg late thirteenth and
fourteenth centuries when war and disease conttbtd social stress in the
region (Winchester 1987, 45). The overall view ettlement in Buttermere
throughout the medieval period, however, gives ampression of gradual
expansion between the twelfth and sixteenth cesguiin addition to the sub-
division of Loweswater deer park into tenements 187, the vaccary at
Gatesgarth had also been sub-divided into threentents by the sixteenth
century. The deserted settlement at Rannerdale NNRT24355) had been
divided into seven equal shares by 15d@ ¢it, 48) and it has been suggested
that by the sixteenth century Buttermere villagasisted of a cluster of farms,
with dispersed farmsteads occupying the adjacdisides op cit, 138) (Plate
29). This apparent population increase, and suisidiv of land to accommodate
increasing numbers of farms, not only attests éoititensification of population
density in the area, but also to gradual changdeemature of local land use.
The former demesne holdings of Gatesgarth and Lwetes deer park were
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both let to tenants, demonstrating that from a$tld310, when Gatesgarth was
first let to farm, large portions of the local maiab estates, that were viable for
agriculture, were no longer being managed as maneconcerns. It is also
possible that the chapels at Loweswater and Raaleevecere owned by St Bees
Priory as part of larger land holdings that mayéhmcluded farms in the area. St
BeesPriory was dissolved in 1539 and, if the priory loaehed the settlement at
Rannerdale in addition to the chapel of the Blesskaty Magdalene that is
reputed to have stood there, this might explain Wieysettlement had been sub-
divided by 1547. The lack of any traces of the ehagbove ground might
suggest that the confiscated chapel had been ctatyptiestroyed and that John
Alenson, who owned Rannerdale prior to the subsdwi of the property, may
have acquired the holding following the disposalhaf estate by the crown, after
1539. A holding in the possession of the chapsuggested by the field name of
‘Chapel Field’, which was recorded on the Brackerite tithe map of 1844.

8.3.12 In addition to the farmsteads scattered througliBuitermere in the medieval

period, there would also have been settlementearvitieys by workers engaged
in local industry. Although the settlement at SsaldTSMR 20380) may have
originated as an earlier transhumance site, ameldadystem (NTSMR 29785) to
the west might represent medieval agricultureag been suggested that many of
the visible remains relate to a period of occupatiad iron working during the
medieval period (Winchester 1986, 2). Numerous aber pitsteads, potash
kilns, fulling mills, and bloomeries are known thghout the area, although it is
difficult to closely date such sites. It is likellyat many of these sites represent
medieval activity and there was probably relatetlesaent in the local area. No
structures indicative of occupation sites were antered during the survey,
with the exception of those at Scales, althougls@®a or temporary structures,
similar to the charcoal burners’ huts observedmduthe post-medieval period
(Bowden 2000, 25-8) would have left little traceoad ground. The transitory
nature of woodland industries, which required wogkin different woods each
year as a result of coppice rotations, meant thatight not be practicable for
workers to travel to work each dagp(cit, 25). This meant that woodsmen may
have had to live in the woods at times, particylathen making charcoal, which
required constant supervision, and they may haea @ned by their families
during the summer months when supplementary basicecbesom making could
be undertakerop cit 23-6). The seasonal occupation of shielingssgoaation
with summer pastures, is likely to have continuedrdy the medieval period and
the structure at Warnscale bottom (NTSMR 20386) thedscoops at Liza Beck
(NTSMR 29165) might represent such transhumandeitgct

8.3.13 Post-Medieval Settlementhe general pattern of settlement within Buttermere

appears to have retained a similar character dutiegmedieval period and
throughout the post-medieval period. This pattesmprises a low degree of
nucleated settlement in Buttermere village (Pl&g With dispersed farmsteads
scattered throughout the Buttermere and Loweswaddleys. Although the
presence of a village hall at Loweswater suggéstsa cluster of houses might
be found here, the village actually comprises atraénpoint within the
administrative parish of Loweswater, with the churand the Kirkstile Inn
forming a local focal point, rather than repressmtian agglomeration of
settlement. Similarly, the settlement of Brackerdhe relates to a general area
of farmland that borders the fells of Whitesidehea than a centralised cluster of
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settlement. Although the general pattern of setleindoes not appear to have
undergone any radical changes between the medandhllate post-medieval

periods, farmsteads will have been abandoned dretoestablished throughout
this period and individual landholdings will havepanded and contracted
according to changes in the social and economicatés.

8.3.14 The seventeenth century represented a time of @ndgpn Cumbria for the
yeoman class of farmers, who were freehold landessv(Winchester 2000, 17).
High livestock prices and opportunities to investindustrial ventures, such as
lead mining, and the security provided by customanure, in contrast to lease-
hold tenancies, enabled wealthy farming dynastieket/elop and encouraged the
building of stone farmhouses between the mid-seesth to mid-eighteenth
centuries ipid). There are numerous mines, mine trials, and @sarin
Buttermere, in addition to evidence of charcoadpiction and bloomeries. None
of these sites has been demonstrated to date tsetrenteenth or eighteenth
centuries, although many of the sites have not belesely dated. The
occurrence of numerous stone houses of this dat@nwihe area, however,
attests to the relative wealth of the period, waeths a result of industry or
agriculture. Houses that appear to date to thenseseth century or early
eighteenth century are present at Miresyke FarnS(R 29789), Crabtreebeck
(NTSMR 29791), Watergate Farm (NTSMR 26225), Highokl Farm (NTSMR
26222), Low Hollins House (NTSMR 29793), Picket HENTSMR 29794),
Lanthwaite Cottage (NTSMR 26446), Wood House (NTSKB627), Crag
House (NTSMR 26362), Wilkinsyke Farm (NTSMR 2062&8nd Bowderbeck
(NTSMR 29788). It is also possible that four comxete of farm buildings that
have now been demolished might also have featunedgs of use datable to the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. These démdligarm ranges were
located at Peel Place (NTSMR 23020), StockbridgeTSMR 29457),
Loweswater Pele (NTSMR 20464), and to the southWilkinsyke Farm
(NTSMR 29478).

8.3.15 High Nook Farm (NTSMR 20518) also demonstratesinaetl occupation from
the seventeenth centuries until the present day mtermittent modifications
occurring between the seventeenth and nineteentturges. Watergate Farm
(NTSMR 26225) was modified at various times betwtenlate seventeenth, or
early eighteenth, centuries and the twentieth ecgntas were Crag House
(NTSMR 26362), Lanthwaite Cottage (NTSMR 26446)d allilkinsyke Farm
(NTSMR 26600). As well as the continued occupatbmlder properties, farm
buildings were also established in Buttermere dutime nineteenth century, such
as Rannerdale (NTSMR 20583) and Cornhow (NTSMR 2p6lhe nineteenth
century farmhouse at Rannerdale, however, replanesghrlier building that was
attested by historical documentation from at leastearly as the eighteenth
century (Martinc 1980). In addition to farm buildings, several inngre
established in Buttermere during the post-medipeaiod that are likely to have
provided permanent accommodation for the ownerd, @ssibly some of the
employees, of these businesses. By 1860, two intienwButtermere village
were recorded as being very popular during the semmonths (Whellan 1860,
311). These inns would have been the Fish Hotelthed/ictoria Hotel, which
later became the Bridge Hotel. A painting by Witi&sreen, from 1790, appears
to show the Fish Hotel prior to the constructiontbé Victoria Hotel. The
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Kirkstile Inn and an inn at Scalehill were estdidid in Loweswater and
Brackenthwaite, respectively.

8.3.16 As well as the buildings within Buttermere that yaded places of long-term
occupation, and gave an impression of permanentieetstructure of settlement
in the area, there were also temporary occupantiseofalleys and people who
moved around the valleys at intervals. The prowvismf shelter for these
temporary or mobile occupants means that there mae been places of
ephemeral occupation in the area and, therefortinghfoci of habitation that
existed beyond the obvious pattern of primary eettdnt. The numerous
industries, such as slate quarrying, lead miningg @harcoal and potash
production would have resulted in fluctuating levef settlement within the area
and, as discussed Bection 7.1.12this may have resulted in the provision of
temporary structures that have left few traces alibe modern ground surface.
Such dwellings are well known in relation to woadlaindustries (Bowden
2000, 23-8) and it is possible that areas of odiupalose to working sites
were also established for workers associated witerdocal industries. The Low
Wax Knott trial mine (NTSMR 24424), for example, svavorked during the
nineteenth century by two men who are said to hleen living a rough
existence in a hut near the site (Adams 1988, 118 .likely, therefore, that as
woodlands came into rotational use, and as new snared quarries were
established and decommissioned, pockets of tempdrabitation would have
developed, expanded, and contracted. A bothy (NTSMR26), suggested to
have originally been used as a shepherd’s hut,bwdison the western shore of
Loweswater during the nineteenth century, demotstgathat seasonal
occupation associated with pastoral agriculture nteve continued in
Buttermere throughout the post-medieval period.

8.3.17 Although there was the establishment of new faraggeand farm buildings
during the mid-seventeenth to mid-eighteenth centtirere were also many
farms that were abandoned during the post-medigeiod, reflecting
population decreases in many Lake District comnmesiduring the seventeenth
and eighteenth centuries (Rollinson 1989, 91). Tdusto a general decrease in
the number of individual farms in the region ancbaresponding rise in the size
of the remaining holdings, which absorbed the uopmd land ipid).
Farmsteads deserted during the post-medieval pari@dittermere are likely to
be represented by the remains at Rannerdale (NT3A885), High Nook Farm
(NTSMR 27580), Peel Place (NTSMR 23020), Stocki@§TSMR 29457), a
site east of Low Hollins (NTSMR 29513), LoweswaRzle (NTSMR 20464),
and that to the south of Wilkinsyke Farm (NTSMR 28)% These abandonments
occurred over an extended period; the site immelgiatorth-east of High Nook
Farm (High Iredale ?) was desertedcii690, Stockbridge between 1793 and
1840, Peel Place between 1844 and 1861, the fatovagswater Pele in 1900,
and the site east of Low Hollins and the farm n&@dkinsyke Farm at unknown
dates (Winchester 1986, 4). Of relevance is arteestap of High Nook Farm
from 1787 (Donald 1787; Plate 8) that showed thatthis date the earlier
settlement at High Iredale had been replaced byhuwldings with associated
buildings, although these holdings were also suleseity abandoned and few
physical remains are evident. This means thatglescause can not be attributed
to the desertions and, as one or more of them iclerneith a period of increased
building in the area, a universal affliction cart be held responsible for these
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abandonments. The change in agricultural econorfigwimg the end of the

Napoleonic Wars in 1815, when grain prices fellrpha might, however, be

associated with some of the nineteenth-century ddranent. The mid-

nineteenth century certainly saw a decrease inlpbpn in the Buttermere and
Loweswater valleys (Whellan 1860, 311, 367), whigight have been directly
associated with the desertion of some of thesegptieg. It is possible that some
farms, that had been occupied during the mediewndl early post-medieval

periods, might have been subsequently overlainnaasked by the construction
of later buildings, either as a result of the ren$ean abandoned plot or the
deliberate demolition of an older building to allder a new structure to be
erected.

8.3.18 Several buildings within the area were establislbedmodified during the

8.4
8.4.1

eighteenth, nineteenth and twentieth centuries. 3Midouse (NTSMR 20627)

features modifications datable to the seventeeesitjhteenth, nineteenth, and
twentieth centuries. In addition to the farmhouskjch had developed into a
large country house by the end of the nineteenttucg, and a bank barn of mid-
nineteenth-century date, there is also a smalbgett(Plate 30) that has been
suggested to have accommodated servants in thdeairie century. This

demonstrates the level of wealth that was possdssedme of the inhabitants of
the local area during the nineteenth century asd glves an insight into the
nature of accommodation of some of the working peapthe area who did not

own land.

CURRENT SETTLEMENTS

The dispersed nature of the settlement in Buttegrtteat appears to have been a
feature of the area throughout the historical mehas continued into the modern
period, with Buttermere village representing théyareal example of nucleation
within the survey area (Plate 29). As such, théleseent history of the area
appears to have been one of the gradual shiftingpefiocation of farmsteads,
with the abandonment of some and the occasionablegiment of new farms,
rather than the development of increasingly urlexh@reas that act as obvious
social or habitation centres. A spatial analysithefjuxtaposition of modern and
historic buildings in the area, that remain stagdiimerefore, adds little to any
interpretation of the general development of thitlesaent pattern in the area.
The extent of modern enclosure had already begeliaestablished by 1578
(Winchester 1978, 338) and these buildings generajresent different phases
of repeated cycles of farm sub-division and subsegjueconsolidation within
these long-established boundaries of encloseddignial land. The suggestion
that local post-medieval farm holdings expandedltsorb obsolete farms is,
however, corroborated by the nature of some ofctimeent farms. Rannerdale
Farm (NTSMR 20583), for example, is currently inspession of the far-
removed holdings of Peel Place (NTSMR 23020), andkiMgyke Farm
(NTSMR 20628) holds the lands and bank barn preljoassociated with
Bowderbeck (NTSMR 26604). The most obvious diffeeebetween the nature
of settlement prior to the twentieth century, anadern properties in the area, is
that many of the later houses, which are new cocstns or have been
converted from former barns, sit within confinechdaholdings, consisting of
private garden spaces, rather than being assowidiie@xtensive field systems.
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8.5 LOWESWATER

8.5.1 MiresykeFarm (NTSMR 29789 and 29790}his farm comprises a house with
an adjoining barn and an adjacent detached bamh®bse appears to date to at
least as early as the late seventeenth centurly, imtérnal inscriptions of 1691
on a fitted panneled cupboard and what appearsat 1710’ on a worn lintel
associated with the passage between the houselpilireg barn. Modifications
are evident in styles suggestive of the early eghth, nineteenth and twentieth
centuries. The detached barn is of early eighteestftury date with later
additions.

8.5.2 Crabtreebeck (NTSMR 29791jhe house has a datestone of 1660 and features
nineteenth and twentieth century alterations tipgkear to include the adjoining
stables.

8.5.3 High Nook Farm (NTSMR 20518):the plan and structure of the building
suggest that the core of the range comprising tiggnal farmhouse and barn
date to the mid- to late-seventeenth century (BYleand Whittaker 1986). Most
of the internal and external detail, however, appéa date to the late eighteenth
century, suggesting extensive modifications at tiise. A bank barn to the
north-east of the farmhouse datext©320-30 and the range of outbuildings to
the north date to the mid and late nineteenth cgnlodifications and additions
to the buildingsalso occurred during the twentieth centubyd).

8.5.4 Watergate Farm (NTSMR 20519}the main house may represent the rebuilding
of a late seventeenth or early eighteenth centtmyctsire with gable entry
(Whittaker 1986). Documentary records, however, alestrate that at least as
early as 1619 there were two farm holdings at Vgaittey, including the current
Watergate Farm (Martin 1980). A date of 1735 above the kitchen door isl{ik
to relate to the addition of the kitchen, pantryndastaircase. Further
modifications to the main house are likely to haceurred in the late eighteenth
and early nineteenth century. The cottage alsoappe represent the nineteenth
century modification of a seventeenth or eightearghtury building. The barn
adjacent to the main house is of early- to mid4gighth century date, with
nineteenth and twentieth century modifications, aatbuilding complex, to the
north-east of the farmhouse, includes eighteenthnameteenth century elements
(Whittaker 1986).

8.6 BRACKENTHWAITE

8.6.1 High Hollins House (NTSMR 29792)this house appears to date to the late
sixteenth or early seventeenth centuries and mag baen built by the Fisher
family.

8.6.2 Low Hollins House (NTSMR 29793)this house dates to the late seventeenth

century and features a datestone inscribed 1687 ¢he door. Some
modifications appear to date to the eighteenthtaedtieth centuries.

8.6.3 Picket How (NTSMR 29794)this house dates to the late seventeenth century
and contains some features datable to the eiglhteentury.
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8.6.4

8.7
8.7.1

8.7.2

8.7.3

8.7.4

8.7.5

8.7.6

8.7.7

Cornhow Cottage (NTSMR 20614)his small house appears to have been built
in the seventeenth century, with additions in theeteenth and twentieth
centuries (Green and Whittaker 1985a).

BUTTERMERE

Lanthwaite Cottage (NTSMR 20581}his farmhouse dates to the seventeenth
century with a parlour and barn added in the etulynid eighteenth century
(Green and Whittaker 1985b). Further modificatibmshe house occurred in the
late eighteenth to early nineteenth century andhen late nineteenth century
(ibid).

Rannerdale Cottage (NTSMR 29541)his cottage represents the modern
renovation and conversion of a single stone baim am L-shaped house. The
barn was shown on the first edition Ordnance sumaypping of 1861-3 and
appears to have been associated with the farmatdannerdale.

Rannerdale Farm (NTSMR 20583}he farmhouse range and cottage date to the
early to mid nineteenth century, with late nineteeaind early twentieth century
modifications (National Trust nd). These buildingspear to have replaced an
earlier structure that was recorded as belonginphm Watson in the eighteenth
century (Watsonc 1980). Outbuildings dating to the mid- to lateetgenth
century are present to the rear of the cottageabidrom the farm range, but
part of the farm holdings, are a nineteenth cenhogt house on the eastern
shore of Crummock Water and a twentieth centuryséobox, at Peel Place
(National Trust nd).

Wood House (NTSMR 20627}his house developed from a two-celled, two-
storey structure of seventeenth century date wighalde entrance. A cross-wing
and agricultural building were added to the houser po the nineteenth century
and further alterations were made in the late pig@h or early twentieth
centuries giving the structure the current appearar a large country house. A
detached bank barn and a cottage for servants adaled in the nineteenth
century.

Cragg Farm (NTSMR 20553)eight buildings comprise the farm ranges at Crag
House (Green and Whittaker 1985c). The farmhoudéeatvestern end of the
range appears to date to the late seventeenthlgregghteenth centuries and the
associated expansions of the house and additidoaro$ and storage rooms date
to the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. A Db&m and a detached wash
house date to the twentieth century and the padbihe house was used as a
post office in the early twentieth centurlgid).

Croft Farmhouse (NTSMR 29787)this farmhouse was constructed in the late
eighteenth or early nineteenth century and wasesulip slight modifications
during the twentieth century. Part of the buildisgiow used as a café.

Wilkinsyke Farm (NTSMR 20628):the farmhouse was constructed in the
seventeenth century and was subsequently extemdedud-divided, suggesting
that the property had been shared between sibbngsarents and children. A
barn, shippon, and dog kennel of uncertain dat faksn part of the farm and a
breeze block shed was added in the 1980s. The wasnshown on the first
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8.7.8

8.8
8.8.1

8.9
8.9.1

edition Ordnance survey mapping of 1861-3 butstiippon and dog kennel do
not appear to have featured on any mapping pritr@édwentieth century.

Bowderbeck (NTSMR 29788 and 26604Mhis late seventeenth century cottage
features a central doorway set within a facadeufesy four symmetrical
mullioned windows and has a stone-built rear outdiouthe north and a
twentieth century clapperboard lean-to at the wastele. Opposite the house is
a well-preserved bank barn orientated down theslbope, which has a rebuilt
porch at the southern side and is now part of thi&igyke farm holding. The
barn was shown on the first edition Ordnance suraapping of 1861-3.

FARM LAYOUT

One characteristic feature of farms in theeLBistrict is their disordered layout.
By the mid-eighteenth century, farmsteads elsewher@®ritain were being
reorganised around central farmyards. In uplandasaréncluding the Lake
District, however, there is little evidence of cmtesnt formal layouts to the
farmsteads (National Trust 2002). The farms andch$avere not necessarily
aligned in accordance with the direction of prangilwinds, but the facades of
houses often faced onto adjacent roads. Theseddisal characteristics are also
a feature of the farms in the neighbouring valledorrowdale (OA North 2007;
National Trust 2002) and can also be observed wituttermere, where a
variety of arrangements of buildings are observalllany of the farms within
Buttermere comprise linear ranges, some of whiare ieeen extended to form
L-shaped blocks, and additional outbuildings andhddave been added within
the yards over extended periods of time to givanapression of gradual and
unplanned structural development, and is appanettial standing farm structures
that are currently in use and also in the plansimfed farmsteads. Examples of
these are High Nook Farm (NTSMR 27580), Peel P{AESMR 23020), and
Stockbridge (NTSMR 29457).

CONCLUSION

The pattern of settlement that is currentlgesbable within the Buttermere and
Loweswater valleys appears to represent the reftitte gradual intensification
of dispersed farming and the continual improvenwnagricultural land in the
area throughout the historic period and possildynfas early as the Bronze Age.
The general pattern and nature of settlement appgednave seen few dramatic
changes, with increases in local population andesses in the quantity of
enclosed land appearing to have represented chamgles scale of occupation
rather than changes in the nature of occupationsabdistence. The settlement
pattern has, to a large extent, been dictated éjottal topography, with the high
quality lands of the Loweswater and Brackenthwaiteas, and the Buttermere
delta flats, representing the most suitable lam&é&tlement and agriculture, and
the surrounding fells providing summer pastures amderal resources. It is
likely that there have been many fluctuations opuation and, therefore,
settlement density within the area according tai$jgesocial and environmental
conditions. In the absence of appropriate data imdt possible to chart many
such discrete episodes, which may have lastedvier @ century, or only a few
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8.9.2

8.9.3

8.9.4

decades. The general impression, however, is thatlével of population
increased gradually from the early historic petindil the post-medieval period.

The earliest settlement evidence in the logslgrovided by the enclosed
settlements at Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389), Ratale (NTSMR 24355),
Lambling Knott (NTSMR 20381), High Nook Farm (NTSME’581), and a
possible promontory fort to the east of High Paxk $MR 20464). The first
three of these sites occupy the gently sloping kinthe base of the fells to the
east of the Buttermere valley and the settlemeitigih Nook Farm lies just to
the north-east of the current farm. The locatioseferal of these sites, and their
proximity to later farmsteads, appears to offeralsed models of settlement
development that might be applied more generallyhto wider landscape. At
Rannerdale (NTSMR 24355), for example, it is pdssib identify an Iron Age
or Romano-British farmstead, possibly associateti wn adjacent enclosure or
stock pound, that was reoccupied during the metipeaod, when additional
enclosures and sub-divisions were established aadhate enclosure at the head
of High Rannerdale appears to have been establifhethg the post-medieval
period, the focus of settlement shifted slightlythe west, where the current
farmstead stands, and the level of local encloandcethe number of sub-divided
fields increased dramatically. Although slight iases and decreases of
population, and expansions and contractions oflese¢int, may have been
associated with these events, the general patesuggestive of small dispersed
farmsteads utilising a mixture of arable and padtagriculture, with gradually
shifting settlement foci within the same topographlly defined area of
agricultural suitability. Very similar patterns gfadually shifting settlement are
apparent at Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389) and Higbk Farm (NTSMR
27581). This does not necessarily mean that ther® sontinuous occupation
throughout the later prehistoric and historic pesio but that when the
reoccupation of land did occur, following periodsdereliction or changes in
land-use, the same general areas were recognisedirag suitable and were
subsequently reused.

The evidence from place-names associated with [plessarly medieval activity
suggests that the flat lands at the northern ertleof/alley might have been the
most densely occupied areas at the time of Nor#tersent, with seasonal
occupation in association with pastoralism occgrrinithin the Buttermere
valley. This Norse settlement may have represetitedencroachment of new
occupation into the fringes of the uplands, whidd hpreviously been less
densely populated. The pattern of contrasting ¢lesese, or manorial forest, and
lowland settlements subsequently recorded duriagrtadieval period suggests a
similar pattern of local occupation at this timethalittle evidence for the growth
of any densely populated nucleated settlementsaratea. The former medieval
settlement at Scales (NTSMR 20380) represents dne¢he only known
nucleated settlements in the area and the evideneeetalworking, in the form
of slag, suggests that this may have been a sitadofstrial iron processing,
rather than a clustered agricultural community.

A similar pattern of dispersed farmsteads appearhdve been dominant
throughout the post-medieval period and althouginetlis abundant evidence for
industries beyond agriculture, such as fisherieagd Imining, iron mining and
working, woodland industries, and slate quarryingthe area, the inevitable
increases in population do not appear to have begyoportionately manifest as
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domestic sites in the archaeological or histonieabrds. This might suggest that,
alongside the more conspicuous permanent settlemémt area, there were also
periods of ephemeral and transient settlement, wimporary camps
accommodating fluctuating numbers of occupants cateal with short-term
industrial enterprises and seasonal tasks. It tessary to consider that the
present landscape interpretations are based umoevidence that is currently
available and it is possible that evidence for dens even nucleated, population
may exist in certain areas as sub-surface remaimaay have been destroyed by
later developments.

8.10 MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

8.10.1 The settlements within the valley are angrakeand highly visible component of
the landscape and any changes that might affech thleould be carefully
considered with respect to the preservation ofctieracter of the local cultural
heritage and the presence of any known or unknavirsarface remains. It is,
therefore, recommended therefore that:

8.10.2 Bronze Age Settlement

1)

The presence of barrows, rock art, a burnt moumd, fainerary

cairns demonstrate the potential for local Bronze Aettlement, the
location of which is currently unknown. The Buttenra delta flats,

the Loweswater lowlands, and the vicinity of thelesed settlement
at Lanthwaite Green are possible locations of sattiement and the
potential for sub-surface remains in these areasldtbe considered
in the event of any proposed intrusive works.

8.10.3 Iron Age and Romano-British Settlement

2)

3)

The enclosed settlements at Lanthwaite Green (NTSMRB89),
Rannerdale (NTSMR 24355), Lambling Knott (NTSMR 038
High Nook Farm (NTSMR 27581), and the possible pyotary fort
at Loweswater Pele (NTSMR 20464) represent poshibteAge and
Romano-British settlement with significant potehtia inform the
archaeological record and should be vigorously quted from
disturbance. No intrusive works, including plantisghemes or any
structural erections, should be undertaken witmpy af these sites.
Shrub and tree colonisation should be discouragedize impact of
stock erosion should be monitored within all of ges. No vehicles
should be allowed to drive onto the sites and stamauld not be
removed from any of them.

A single public right of way should be establishatd Rannerdale
(NTSMR 24355), to prevent braided paths causingresive erosion
(Plate 9), and archaeological excavation shouldcqute the
establishment of this path in order to preservedoprd any remains
likely to be disturbed.

8.10.4 Medieval Settlement

4)

The potential exists for remains of medieval setdat at Rannerdale
(NTSMR 24355), High Nook Farm (NTSMR 27580), Pedhck
(NTSMR 23020), to the south of Wilkinsyke Farm (NMB 29478),
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Stockbridge (NTSMR 29457), to the east of Low HWEI(NTSMR
29513), Loweswater Pele (NTSMR 20464), Scales (NRSMN380),
and Gatesgarth. No intrusive works, including plemtschemes,
should be undertaken at these sites, and any sucksvwshould
follow archaeological consultation and be undemakander
archaeological supervision. Stone should not beovewh from the
sites and shrub and tree colonisation should beodraged. The
impact of stock erosion should be monitored.

5) Sub-surface remains relating to the medieval temésneat
Loweswater Park and structures associated wittdéee park, such
as hunting lodges and a putative pele tower, mighpresent in the
vicinity of Highpark, Lowpark, and Loweswater Peéd any
intrusive activity should be subject to archaeatabsupervision. No
such activity should be undertaken at the Loweswdele
promontory without prior archaeological evaluation.

8.10.5 Post-medieval and General Settlement Recommendation

6) The core settlement areas in the valley, at Lowe=mwa
Brackenthwaite, and Buttermere, should be regardad
archaeologically sensitive and development witliant should be
restricted where possible.

7) If any essential construction or maintenance iesgary, prior notice
should be given to The National Trust archaeologistl regional
curator so that they may assess the potential imppon any
material or structure of archaeological interesd amcommend
appropriate mitigation.

8) Any buildings that are in a ruinous state shouldcbasolidated or
repaired to prevent further erosion and collapse.

9) The possibility of settlement succession over lpegods should be
considered when any intrusive works are undertakérs includes
areas in the near vicinity of current settlemenis laouses, as well as
‘greenfield’ sites, where prior foci of settlemdrdam the Bronze Age
to the medieval period could be represented.
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9. TREES AND WOODLAND

9.1
9.1.1

9.2
9.2.1

9.2.2

INTRODUCTION

There are several small woodlands within Butterntlea¢ represent the remnants
of what would once been an extensively forested.arbere are, however, few
remaining mixed broadleaf woodlands within the aed the numerous conifers
that are present attest to the fact that muchefdbal tree coverage is likely to
have resulted from ornamental or industrial plaotatschemes, rather than
representing the survival of pockets of pristineiant woodland. Within the
survey area there are woodlands at Holme Wood, lmmdhe north of
Loweswater, Folder's Wood, Lanthwaite Wood, Tin@ieag, High Wood, Great
Wood, Long How, Nether How, Scales, Burtness WdGdk Close, and in the
vicinity of Wood House. Out of these woodlands, tHel Wood, Lanthwaite
Wood, Tindle Crag, Long How, Nether How, and Scdkesture the highest
density of broadleaf trees and might represent soiniee longest continuity of
woodland in the local area.

PosT-GLACIAL DEVELOPMENT OF WOODLANDS

Palaeolithic and Mesolithic Periodswoodland is likely to have begun to
develop within Cumbria during the first warm phdskowing the Last Glacial
Maximum. This phase is known as the Windermererstaeial and occurred
betweenc 13,000 and 11,000 years ago (Barton 2005, 123)pduand dwarf
birch, followed by developed birch woodland werdeato develop during this
period {bid) and there was a rapid expansion of birch foregtimvthe sheltered
valleys of Cumbria (Pennington 1970). This pericaswhowever, followed by a
rapid fall in annual temperatures, during the Ladmand stadial, between
11,000 and 10,000 years ago, which would have texssuh the reappearance of
typical open tundra plant species (Barton 2005,).12ZBe present Flandrian
period began around 10,000 years ago, marking ¢genbing of an extended
period of temperate climate in Britaimbid). This would have allowed the
recolonisation of tree species into northern Bmitawith primary birch
colonisations being followed by hazel and pinentloak and elm, with alder
being present after 6000 BC (Pennington 1970). BY05BC, the land below
700m is likely to have consisted of 90% tree cogery such deciduous species
(ibid). At the marginal areas of upland woodland, markgdhe tree line, pine
and birch would have dominateibif). The earliest recognised impact on the
forests of Cumbria as a result of human activitynsists of evidence of
clearances by burning during the Late Mesolithigiqee at ¢ 6000 BC
(Hodgkinsonret al 2000, 107).

Bronze and Iron Agespalynological analyses have not been undertakemwit
Buttermere that might allow us to chart accuratebal changes in the ecology,
such as the rise and decline of specific tree spe@nd of the local forest in
general. Studies of the accumulation of lake sedis@ithin Crummock Water,
however, suggest that it might be possible to chapgneral pattern of woodland
decline beginning at 2000 BC (Sheret al 2008). The increase in sediments
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9.2.3

9.24

9.25

from this period suggests that there was an inereasthe erosion of the
surrounding soils, which is likely to have beeresuit of the destabilising effects
of tree clearance and agriculture during the BroAge (©p cit 138-9). A
general pattern of increased sediment accumulates identified beginning at
2000 BC and continuing until the twentieth centyithin this period, there
appear to have been phases of reduced erosionlsmpl@ases of deep and
intensive erosion, as suggested by the differingléeof minerals present within
the sediment layers. Following the apparent EarlynBe Age clearance activity,
there appears to have been a period of relatilliseion during the Early Iron
Age, between 800-400 BC, followed by further destagon in the Later lron
Age, between 400 BC and AD 100.

Romano-British, Early Medieval and Medieval Periadsa period of
stabilisation appears to have occurred during them&ho-British period,
between AD 100-250, which was followed by appanamewed clearances
(ibid). The contrasts in mineral accumulation that iatbcthese periods of
differential erosion rates are quite slight and mmigherefore, represent fairly
minor changes in the local ecology. A dramatic éase in erosion is, however,
evident after AD 900, suggesting that there waspdaed intensive erosion
associated with periods of Norse settlement andratees in the areabid).
Increased mineral accumulations between 1150 a®@ $8ggest that further
clearances, or the introduction of deep ploughiaghmniques, may have had
dramatic impact on the landscape during the metperiod.

The impression given by the sediment analyses as$ tihe heavily wooded
landscape that had developed locally during thdy ddandrian, post-glacial,
period was gradually reduced throughout the laghigtoric and historic periods,
as a result of human activity. During the medigyaiiod, the uplands to the east
of the area was within the manorial forest, or fobase, of Derwentfells, and
part of the western side of the study area, invibaity of Loweswater, may
have been within the forest of Copeland (Winche&887, 19-20; 83—4). This
does not mean, however, that these areas were dobdé were utilised as
extensive manorial hunting grounds, and for thal#sthment of demesne farm
holdings, such as the Gatesgarth vaccary. The tfonesre also utilised as
grazing lands and were subject to the gradual estpanof enclosure by
ecclesiastic and lay lords, and by piecemeal asgaly peasants (Winchester
1978, 210). This meant that by 1300, the limitshe# land defined as upland
forest might have been reduced as far as the fitlgegpost-medieval head-dyke
(ibid). Indeed, many of the local place-names contam d¢lementthwaite
suggestive of episodes of clearance in associatitim Norse and medieval
settlement.

Although the limits of the upland forest in Butteara had been substantially
reduced by 1300, stands of woodland continued tuwmg the valley bottoms
during the medieval and post-medieval periods. &kistence of such medieval
woodlands is suggested by the bloomeries presdheimrea, as documented in
1305 asforgiae ferri and forgiae silvestregWinchester 1987, 49; 104) and by
the presence of the iron processing site at SCAIESMR 20380). Bloomeries
would have been established close to woodlandthes®e provided sources of
charcoal for fuel. The ternfdrgiae silvestresalso very explicitly records the
existence of woodland in close proximity to suchdustrial sites at this time.
There are numerous sites related to woodland indugthin Buttermere, such
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9.3
9.3.1

9.3.2

9.3.3

as bloomeries, potash kilns, and charcoal pitsiett® might date to the
medieval period, although these have not yet bexely dated. The presence of
these sites in areas that are no longer woodedjiw@nus an indication of the
earlier extents of some woodlands. This is paridul evident in the area
between High Wood and Cinderdale Common, where numebloomeries and
a charcoal pitstead (NTSMR 29557) have been idedtiit is, therefore, likely
that High Wood extended much further to the southing the medieval or
earlier post-medieval periods and was later cleagdagricultural enclosure
expanded. Although there is indirect evidence fu presence of medieval
woodlands in the valley bottoms of Buttermere, wan cnot confidently
reconstruct the precise extent of these areas sumas that they corresponded
exactly with the areas of post-medieval woodlarat there recorded on historic
maps.

PosT-MEDIEVAL WOODLAND DEVELOPMENT

The extent of later post-medieval woodland, frone thineteenth century
onwards, can be ascertained from the examinatiohistbric maps. The first
edition Ordnance Survey mapping of 1861-3 showshmuiiche extent of local
woodland to have been similar to the present dayXE).

Orchards: various estate plans from the early nineteenthucgrand the tithe
maps of Buttermere, Brackenthwaite, and Loweswatbich date to between
1844 and 1845, depicted orchards within the sula@a. These were located
within holdings associated with farms, such as Udause, Beck House, and
Picket How (NTSMR 29794), which were shown on DdimaBrackenthwaite
plan of 1782, and at Crabtreebeck Farm (NTSMR 2R78% depicted on
Donald’s plan of 1787. All of these orchards weyeated at the northern end of
the survey area, within the lowlands to the noftiCaummock Water, and none
appear to have been extensive.

Holme Wood:this wood was depicted as being quite sparselydedon the

first edition mapping of 1861-3 and it may be tiaiodland had not been
encouraged in much of this area prior to the namte century. This would

correspond with the presence of a sheep shelteB{NR 29649) and a sheepfold
(NTSMR 29652), in addition to a possible bothy (WM 26226), within the

woods, which demonstrate that the land had prelyioosen used as pasture.
There are, however, mature trees, such as oakinviltk wood that show that
trees have been growing in Holme Wood without migtion for at least several
hundred years and the Loweswater tithe map of 1888rded the area as a
woodland. There are also charcoal pitstead sitdsmwihe wood, and a thorough
network of trackways has been present from at lassarly as the first edition
mapping. This might suggest that, by the time & fiist edition mapping,

Holme Wood had become partially deforested, follayia long period of

woodland exploitation that had succeeded earlistgpal usage. Alternatively, if

Holme Wood had not been a densely wooded area,pastoral and woodland
industries might have been able to co-exist inatea. It is clear from the current
distribution of mature deciduous trees and conifsrtwees in Holme Wood that
an earlier broadleaf phase is represented in thteero part of the wood and that
the southern part of the wood has been subjecténsive coniferous plantation.
It has also been suggested (M Astley pers comn)pira of the ornamental tree
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planting within Home Wood included a discrete suftdar patch of coniferous
mono-species at the southern end of the wood, whahestablished in order to
create the impression of the head and eye of asphggresumably to reflect the
use of the woods for game shooting.

Loweswater Pinfold, Lanthwaite Woods, and Tindledgr. the triangular wood
to the north-west of the pinfold at Loweswater wias depicted until the second
edition Ordnance Survey map of 1900 and is clearlyesult of plantation.
Lanthwaite Woods and Tindle Crag were depictedhenBrackenthwaite tithe
map of 1844, and the first edition Ordnance Sumweypping of 1861-3, with the
same extents that they currently occupy. Both es¢hwoods had been depicted
on an estate plan of Scale Hill and NetherclosenFair 1824 ((WRO) D/WM
1/36/19), with the same extents, and an estate ohapcale Hill from 1804
((WRO) D/WM/3/9)also showed Lanthwaite Woods wikie tcurrent extents. A
schematic representation of Lanthwaite Woods omap of 1771 (Hodskinson
and Donald 1774; Plate 27) depicted a similarlgdizarea to the current
woodland. Although the woods at Tindle Crag werevah on the first edition
mapping as being sub-divided into Tindle Craght morth, and Back Hows, to
the south, there was little indication of any fuocal distinction between the
holdings. On the estate plan (WRO) D/WM 1/36/18wever, widely spaced
trees, possibly indicative of an orchard or an risieely managed coppice,
occupied the northern holding, whereas the soutl@iding appeared more
densely wooded.

High Wood:the Brackenthwaite tithe map of 1844 showed antixail piece of
woodland to the north-east of High Wood, called 8&/ood’. The first edition
Ordnance Survey mapping of 1861-3 showed High Wmaatinuing slightly
further to the south than its current extent, iraeena called Fletcher Field Wood
on the tithe map. The depiction of two sheepfold&latcher Fields (NTSMR
29553 and 29555) demonstrates that the area sat\edst a partial function as
pasture. The presence of numerous bloomeries ahdraoal pitstead (NTSMR
29557), however, suggests that local woodland plare important role in the
use of this area in the past, although the lackhsolute dates for these sites
means that it is not currently possible to estabkghether they represent
medieval or post-medieval activity. It is likelyaththis area was more densely
wooded during the medieval and post-medieval psradl that it was gradually
cleared for post-medieval pasture.

Burtness Wood:this wood was shown on the first edition Ordnaseevey
mapping of 1861-3 as occupying the whole areartbat named ‘Old Burtness’
and the north-western part of the area that is named Burtness Woods. The
Old Burtness enclosure was recorded as ‘Birkneast&ion’ on the Buttermere
tithe map of 1844 and the enclosure to the soushigas recorded as ‘Birkness
intack’. This pattern is similar to that shown orGatesgarth estate plan (Plate
31) (WRO)DWM 1/36/6) that was made following therghase of the land by
John Marshall in 1815-16 and showed only the Oldtriass area as being
wooded. The Old Burtness enclosure does not, haweypear to have been
established in 1812, when an estate plan was mhteecDuke of Norfolk’s
holdings in the area, suggesting that this may lees a recent plantation when
it was first recorded on the estate map that pastsd1815-16. The Ordnance
Survey iconography suggests that Burtness was @tugy conifers, which is
demonstrative of plantation, whereas Scales wasvishas being a deciduous
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woodland. Although we must be cautious about thbrtieal accuracy of artistic

interpretations, a painting by William Green from90 (Plate 32) showed the
Scales area being wooded, with the Burtness arpaaapg open, as did a
second painting from 1790 by an unknown artist.réhg a painting by Green of

1810 (Plate 33) that depicts this area and suppwtsuggestion of a nineteenth-
century date for the establishment of the Burtrastation. Once more, this

painting showed the deciduous trees occupying teepsslope of Scales, but
does not appear to have shown any trees in OlchBsst This suggests that the
earliest form of Burtness Woods had not been ptaotdil the years between

1812 and the production of the estate map postgld815-16. This later estate
plan clearly pre-dates the first edition Ordnancev8y map, as the additional

enclosure of the current Burtness Woods had notbgein established. The
present extent of the woods had been establishethdéyime of the second

edition Ordnance Survey map of 1900.

Kirk Close, Wood House, Long How, and Nether Hoat the time of the first

edition Ordnance Survey mapping of 1861-3, Kirk S8lovas shown as an
enclosed area with a small patch of scrub, but aithtrees. The area to the
north-east of Buttermere lake, between the shadeHagh Bank, was depicted as
having numerous densely wooded areas on the fagtoe mapping, and

numerous woods in this area were named on the rghdte tithe map of 1844,

although this is currently a much more open envirent. The boundaries of the
woods at Nether How and Long How appear to havengd little since the

production of the first edition mapping, and thettBumere tithe map, although
the wooded areas to the north and west of Wood ¢lappear to have slightly
diminished. The Buttermere tithe map, for exammhpwed an additional

enclosed wood, contiguous with the surviving woadldo the west of Wood

House, both of which were named ‘Fisher Howe Wood'.

The presence of a series of ridges (NTSMR 2949%dther How suggest that
the wood, which is predominantly oak, was subjectdme degree of formal tree
planting as part of a scheme of woodland manageriiéetpresence of pitsteads
at Nether How and Long How, and of a beck called IS&e, to the north of
Long How, supports the suggestion that the woodbenlocal area might have
been subject to management in association with {@oddindustries. Further
evidence of local woodland management was alsoeavidn the first edition
mapping where, in addition to Grassgarth coppic#liddle Coppice’ was also
depicted in the environs of Great Wood. The Butexertithe map of 1844 also
showed an area named ‘Fell Close Coppice’, to thstwf Wood House, and
‘High and Low Coppice’ were named within the enadies to the east of
Bowderbeck, to the south of Buttermere village. haligh woodland
management is likely in these areas, much of thé&y fmave comprised the
management of semi-natural woodlands, rather teanptantations. These areas
were all depicted as being mixed woodlands onitseddition Ordnance Survey
mapping and, with the exception of the plantatimges (NTSMR 29499) at
Nether How, there is little indication of formalgpiting.

The woods at Nether How, Long How, Great Wood, NMeddoppice, and those
to the west of Wood House were all depicted on iatipg by William Green

from 1790. They appear slightly more extensive thlagir present extents,
although this may be reflecting artistic interpteta. Given that these do not
appear to be deliberately established plantatibos,were evidently managed,
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there is the possibility that these were formerissatural woods that were then
coppiced. All of the woodlands occupy steep risdigcks, or craggy outcrops,
which are clearly less suitable for agriculturenthhe surrounding level, or
gently sloping, fields. The original woodlands wibhlave been gradually cleared
for agriculture, with wooded islands remaining we#re land was deemed to be
of poorer quality.

MODERN PERIOD

Many of the woodlands in Buttermere are nowleunthe ownership of The
National Trust, following the acquisitions of land Buttermere throughout the
twentieth century, and by purchase and bequeaim f936. Rather than being
managed as productive resources of raw materf@snanagement strategies are
orientated towards ecological conservation andatioessibility of the woodlands
as places of recreational amenity. Increased aitens also beginning to be
given to the significance of woodlands as sitesutfural heritage in themselves
and places where other sites of cultural heritaye lbeen preserved.

WOODLAND PRACTICES AND | NDUSTRIES

Timber Production: timber is one of the main resources for which liheal
woodlands would have been valued, particularly rptm the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries when stone houses became cmmmraon (Winchester
2000, 17). The requirement for timber, for condiarc and building repairs, in
addition to fuel and fodder, is likely to have pressure on local woodlands.
Small-scale industries, such as wood turning, whishsuggested by the
thirteenth century record of the personal nameum@r to have occurred in the
local area (Winchester 1987, 105), will also havade use of the woodland
resource. This pressure is likely to have beeniquéarly severe during the
medieval period, as there is little evidence foasslc rotational coppicing
systems in Cumbria, which allowed the sustainedoggtion of woodlands,
before the sixteenth century (Bowden 2000, 6). Legensively managed
coppicing is evident, however, in the region fromme tfourteenth century
(Bowden 2000, 6; Winchester 1987, 104).

Coppicing allowed long poles, between 100mm andriBQOn diameter to be
harvested, at regular intervals of between ten @vehty years (Winchester
2000; Rackham 1990), rather than subjecting aeasgustainable clear felling.
This process was used in order to manage the tipimetuction of numerous
broadleaf trees, particularly oak. The tree wastowt height of approximately
300mm above the ground in order to encourage thetbrof young shoots. The
new shoots were vulnerable to stock trampling ararigg and the coppices
were frequently enclosed in order to protect théthere such enclosure was not
possible, pollarding was often used, which was Ilsimdo coppicing but the tree
was cut between 2m and 4.5m above ground levebrdier to keep the new
growth out of the reach of grazing animals. In #ddito producing wood for
construction and fuel, these practices could atedyce winter fodder for cattle,
such as the leaves and bark of elm and ash. Fddderattle could also be
harvested in a less managed way, by simply lopgowhg branches from trees
that were not being managed (Winchester 1987, 103).
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The names of Grassgarth Coppice and Middle Coppieeprded on tithe
mapping to the north of Buttermere village, dematst that coppicing was
being practised in the local area during the postieval period, although this
may have been motivated largely by industrial rezgyaents, rather than by
domestic needs. Indeed it was the demand for cahdioing the fifteenth and
sixteenth centuries that lead to the formal managenand preservation of
Cumbrian woodland resources, rather than theirugiadestruction to expand
agricultural landsdp cit, 100; 105). Although the survival of the coppidage-
name element remains as a signifier of this pradtic Buttermere, there was
little evidence of coppiced or pollarded trees ngrihe current survey. Oak
coppice, observed close to a possible charcoaepds(NTSMR 29123) near
Crab Tree Beck, comprised the only recognised el@wipsuch practices in the
area.

The presence of hags, or boundaries within woodlaodn indicate the former
use of woodland management practices, such asaingpirhere is a beck to the
north of Buttermere village called Hag Sike, whilkks along the northern
boundary of Long How, near to two pitsteads (NTSEER94, NTSMR 29495),
and is likely to have represented a division asgedi with woodland
management. There are also numerous cairns (NTS8R® 29637, 29655,
29656, 29657, 29658 and 29628), a possible bourstane (NTSMR 29663)
and two banked boundaries (NTSMR 29661 and 29658)invHolme Wood
that might be associated with such woodland sulsidiv. Marker cairns would
clearly offer no impediment to stock that might daya developing shoots but
could help to define specific areas in a way thatuly be understood by
woodland workers when, for example, recognisingtrohal divisions in the
woodlands. The presence of drystone walls withimgd.élow might represent
divisions related to former woodland management.

Charcoal Production: the earlier forms of charcoal production in Curabri
during the thirteenth century, relied on the cdltat of dead wood from the
forest floor, prior to the development of coppicifigm around the fourteenth
century (Bowden 2000, 6; Winchester 1987, 104).sTpractice may have
continued to provide one of the primary sourcewadd for charcoal production
until being gradually eclipsed by the introductmimmanaged coppicing from the
fifteenth and sixteenth centuries (Bowden 2000/ chester 1987, 100; 105—
7). The introduction of managed coppicing may alsve influenced the
methods used to produce the charcoal. The easibgnésable charcoal pitsteads
that remain visible as earthworks comprise sulbu@rcplatforms between 5m
and 10m in diameter, which were often terraced iatdillslope (Plate 34).
Where platforms were prepared on level ground, taesy not likely to have
produced enduring above-ground remains. A caretulijt stack of wood was
constructed on the platform, by piling wood arowrdupright stake. The pile
was then lit by placing burning charcoal within gpmace created by the removal
of the stake and bracken, turf, and soil was useesetl the stack to allow the
wood to burn in an oxygen-free environment (Bow@&®0, 23). The name
‘pitstead’, however, derived from an earlier preetof filling a pit with wood,
rather than building a stack. This may have beemoee suitable approach for
making use of the irregular dead wood than a umfetack, which would have
benefited from the use of regularly-sized ‘sharddin or poles (OA North
2007). A basic form of pitstead may be representétin Buttermere in the
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vicinity of several putative bloomery sites, to thast of Crummock Water.
During the excavation of a pipeline, a deposit lvércoal was encountered that
was of a much smaller scale than the typical @tst@atforms (OA North 2002,
24-5) and might have represented a simple pitsésadciated with localised
bloomery activity.

Of the 70 sites associated with woodland industiresButtermere, 54 are
pitsteads, nearly all of which were found withinrremtly wooded areas,
suggesting that some areas, such as Scales, LamhWaod, Long How,
Nether How, and Holme Wood, have been continuoastupied by woodland
since the time that this industry was being pradtis

In the absence of the close dating of these sitesnot possible to say whether
they represent activity from as early as the thinth or fourteenth centuries or as
late as the nineteenth or early twentieth centursesl some might represent
activity spanning several hundred years. It is jpdsghat some of the charcoal
production was associated with the regional denfanduel in the seventeenth
century, due to the growth of the iron smeltingusialy in other parts of Cumbria
(Bowden 2000, 7), however, the correlation betwibenlocation of many of the
pitsteads and bloomeries within Buttermere suggtst charcoal was being
produced to serve local demand. The intensive ike@lproduction and use of
charcoal in association with smaller scale blooetemh Cumbria is attested by
the prohibition of bloomeries in 1564, as a resdlltheir impact on woodlands
(Marshall and Davis-Shiel 1969, 32). Indeed, it bhaen suggested that30
acres of woodland would have been required to gethe necessary fuel for a
bloomery for a single year (Marshall and Davis-Eh&/7, 30). The requirement
for such large quantities of fuel might provide explanation for the lack of
woodland in the vicinity of Cinderdale common antktéher fields, where
several bloomery sites and a pitstead (NTSMR 295%¥e been identified. If
the woodland was not carefully managed in an afsach apparently intensive,
or long-lasting, iron processing then rapid deftatsn could occur.

Some of the pitsteads are in the vicinity of thedreeal settlement at Scales
(NTSMR 20380), which Winchester (1986, 2) has sstgd dates from the
thirteenth or fourteenth centuries, and where inprocessing has been
demonstrated. The presence of bloomeries in the fanen the medieval period
is attested by a documentary reference from 1305w bloomeries in
Loweswater agorgiae ferri and woodland bloomeries, @wrgiae silvestresin
the Cocker valley (Winchester 1987, 49; 104). Or basis it may be possible
that these pitsteads related to the medieval indusictivity from the area;
however, for the most part pitsteads of the mediipgaod were simply pits and
are unlikely to survive as surface features. HaweN is possible to suggest that
a practice of charcoal production initiated in cection with the medieval iron
production continued into the post-medieval pesodhe time after Scales was
abandoned.

Charcoal production required constant supervisasan oxidising atmosphere
could cause the wood to be burnt, rather than éneoval of all moisture to
produce charcoal. This meant that workers needédeian the woods, which, as
a result of rotational coppicing, were not necealsarlose to their homes
(Bowden 2000, 23-6). During the summer, the familed the woodsmen
sometimes joined them and engaged in additionaldiaoal crafts, such as
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besom and basket makingifl). The temporary dwellings associated with these
seasonal and transient occupationbidf leave very little trace in the
archaeological record, however, and no such sdee bheen identified within the
study area. Slightly more robust structures assetiavith bark peeling, which
often feature a stone-built fireplace and chimnelayve been found in
association with charcoal burners’ huts elsewher€umbria, although no such
structures have been identified within the studgaartOak bark was used as a
source of tannins, which were an essential eleineiie leather tanning industry
(Bowden 2000, 24), and it remains a possibilityt tha woodlands in Buttermere
were exploited for this valuable resource.

9.5.10 Potash Production;potash kilns were used to reduce green twigs arkerato

an alkali-rich ash by burning, in order to prodymsassium hydroxide. This
chemical was then used to produce soap, or lyeuderin the bleaching and
fulling of cloth (Jones 1996, 282). Some potashilere built from stone and it
is possible that many of these structures may tatihe later post-medieval
period. Such robust kilns may have been requirecbtdain the large iron pots
that were used at this time, and from which thetgrotash’ originates (Bowden

2000, 25). The potash kilns dating to the sixteeathtury and earlier may have
consisted of little other than pits and rudimentaearthsipid), which makes the

identification of their remains challenging.

9.5.11 The demand for potash production in the local &eaiggested by the presence

9.6
9.6.1

of six possible fulling mill sites, and four exaraplof potash kilns or pits have
been identified within Buttermere. These include darge stone construction
(NTSMR 24351), close to Rannerdale Farm, and tsims (NTSMR 29119,
29124, and 29125) that appear to have been idsshfiforn much slighter traces,
such as the presence of charcoal or burnt stonee d these sites has been
closely dated, but it is likely that the stone kitnof post-seventeenth century
date. The other three sites could date from theiewablor post-medieval periods
but can not be confidently dated based solely upair form. Indeed, any
identification of such slight remains as potashgkipurely from the inspection of
ground-level remains can be suspect.

MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

The woodlands within Buttermere include woods thia likely to represent a
degree of unbroken woodland continuity that haseth$or many hundreds, or
even thousands, of years. These include LanthWdded, High Wood, Tindle

Crag, Long How, Nether How, and Scales. This géngodland continuity

may have included periods of fluctuating densitiédree cover and many of
these areas may also have been manipulated by sraragschemes, motivated
both by economic resource management and ornamanticape development.
Indeed, it seems highly likely that much of Holmeo®d existed as an open
pastoral area during the post-medieval periodpalgh the antiquity of some of
the trees in this area suggests that the tree aoegr not have been entirely
denuded. Although these woodlands have undoubtaeiiyn subject to changes
and management, some of these areas could havedesstently wooded since
the development of the earliest tree cover in Botege during the early
Flandrian periode 10,000 years ago. In addition to the manipulatibrthese

areas, some of the local woodlands were plantempen land within the last two
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hundred years. Burtness Wood appears to have Heateg during the early
nineteenth century and Kirk Close was open fellsidél the late nineteenth
century.

General Recommendationsthere is always a potential for conflict between
archaeological and forestry interests when consigemanagement proposals
for sites in woodland. Many sites of archaeologio#trest will be occupied by
trees, which can cause extensive damage to sudesudnd above ground
remains as a result of root action. In many cabestemoval of such trees would
benefit the preservation of the site, although thight be contrary to current
woodland management strategies. Ideally, wherghimming of trees has been
proposed as part of the ecological managementeofvttodlands, the removal of
specimens that pose a threat to the archaeolagisalurce should be prioritised.
This should, however, be undertaken following aedagical consultation and
under archaeological supervision. Beyond such 8p&emoval of trees, forestry
operations, such as felling and extraction, shawtuid all sites of archaeological
interest and planting should be distant enough feomy such sites to prevent
future damage from root action. Vehicles and maatyirshould not be allowed
to come into contact with any sites of archaeolalgitterest. Sites should not be
used as stacking or storage places for timber ashras this could disguise the
extent and form of the site and lead to accidetdahage by vehicles or forestry
works. The additional growth of vegetation, as sulieof natural regeneration,
should be discouraged.

Charcoal-burning Platforms and Potash Kilnswhere these sites are present
within current woodland, root action and future wt@md management practices
may threaten the integrity of their fabric. Wherarent tree-thinning regimes
allow, the sites should be cleared of vegetatiohe rowth of additional
vegetation should be discouraged. The sites shmitlde used for stockpiling or
storage of timber or other materials and vehicled machinery should keep
clear of these sites. Any physical disturbancehsagdragging felled trees over
the top of such sites, should be avoided.

Hag boundaries:potential boundaries marked by a series of caams$ banks

within Holme Wood could provide information aboutepious systems of
woodland management in the area. These cairns amks Ishould be protected
from intrusive threats and the growth of vegetatmm the cairns should be
discouraged. The drystone walls within Long How &adthwaite woods should
also be preserved. Damage by vegetation shoulddmiened and the growth of
intrusive vegetation should be discouraged.

Trackways:there are numerous trackways within Holme Wood Have been
present from at least as early as the first editimapping of 1861-3. These
trackways are likely to have been associated wittustries based within the
woodland and, although they do not appear to haea lequipped with metalled
surfaces, the line, if not the fabric, of the tmchould be preserved, where
possible. There has been some modern wideninglterdtaon of these routes as
a result of the demands of current machinery anestoy practices. Changes in
the line of these trackways could cause damageutcertly unknown sub-
surface remains associated with charcoal producidnoomeries in the wood,
as well as to sub-surface prehistoric sites, tlesgnce of which is suggested by
the presence of two tumuli of probable Bronze-AgegedNTSMR 29633 and
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29634). As well as the potential for damage toentty unidentified sites, the re-
routing of these tracks could cause the loss ofextirfor known and unknown
sites of woodland industry. Within Holme Wood, iarfcular, the pitsteads are
very clearly located along the edges of the traglewarackways that are likely
to have been associated with sites of woodlandsinguare also present at
Lanthwaite Wood, Long How, and Fletcher Fields.

9.6.6 Woodland Management:the current woodlands in Buttermere represent a
general pattern that has remained largely unchasigee the plantation of Kirk
Close and the south-eastern part of Burtness Woodhe late nineteenth
century. With the exception of these woods, an@Ildf Burtness, which appears
to date to the late eighteenth or early nineteerghturies, many of the
woodlands may have existed as wooded areas ofblarigype for many
hundreds of years. These broadleaf woodlands shimuidaintained as vital and
longstanding elements of the industrial landscapd&uttermere and as enduring
elements of the local natural environment. The mwatal forestry planting
scheme of the pheasant’s eye, at the southernfeddlime Wood, represents a
unique element of the local cultural heritage atthough it comprises a shifting
and ephemeral feature, attempts should be madaitdaim this appearance.
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10. THE LAKES

10.1 [INTRODUCTION

10.1.1 The lakes of Buttermere, Crummock Water, and Lovedsiform a large part of
the overall land holdings of The National Trusthait the study area, yet the
interplay between the lakes and the cultural dereknt of the area is difficult
to assess in comparison to the surrounding lanésdde nature of these bodies
of water means that an archaeological walkover esursan rarely recognise
physical signifiers of human activity within thek&s and map regressions
provide little additional information, other thanet shifting extents of the lakes
in relation to changing water levels. We are, tfegee currently restricted to
documentary sources and sites located on the lamdunding the lakes in order
to try to understand their roles in the past.

10.2 |INDUSTRY AND SUBSISTENCE

10.2.1 The lakes in Buttermere have provided a sourcead fby fishing, and of water,
and it is unlikely that these valuable local resesr will not have been
recognised by the occupants of the valley throughiwel prehistoric and historic
periods. It is, however, very difficult to demorad& such exploitation in the
local area, in the past due, to a paucity of arcluggcal excavation of sites
within the area. For those in the possession o$elssthe lakes also provide
local transport links and provide a means of agogdssh stocks.

10.2.2 Documentary and cartographic sources allow usentify the use of the lake for
fishing from the medieval period. A fish weir, egarth, and fishery were
documented at Buttermere lake during the thirteeetitury and in 1270 there
were men known apiscator recorded in Buttermere (Winchester 1987, 108).
Fishing practices can also be demonstrated to bawenued in the later part of
the medieval period, with documents recording tmesgnce of fisheries at
Buttermere lake and an eel fishery at Crummock Wat&478 {bid).

10.2.3 Fishing continued during the post-medieval periodth the place-name
Fyshegarthbeing recorded in 1570 (Armstroeg al, 354) and the endurance of
the personal name of Fisher in the sixteenth cgnisirsuggestive of the
prominence of this occupation in the preceding waes (Winchester 1987,
108). The field-name of ‘Eelgarth’ endured at a kit at the north-western
end of Buttermere lake, adjacent to the mouth efRliver Dubs, until at least
1844, when it was recorded on the Buttermere titlag. It is not clear if this
corresponds with the location of the eel garth le¢ take recorded in the
thirteenth century.

10.2.4 The level lands lying between the lakes of Butteemand Crummock Water
feature historic field names associated with fighiGreat Fisher Field, Far
Fisher Field, and High Fisher Field were all reeardin this area on the
Buttermere tithe map of 1844, and two woods todast of Woodhouse Islands
were recorded as Fisher Howe Wood.

10.2.5 The presence of landing areas for boats also appgeahave been preserved
within field names to the north of Buttermere lalkdthough whether these
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represented the use of the lake for fishing fors@ibnce, recreation, or
recreational fishing, is unclear. Boatsteads Nd&watsteads Far, and Boat
Parrock, were all recorded on the Buttermere tittag, although no indications
of boathouses or mooring points were evident dutimg current survey. A
boathouse (NTSMR 26458) is present at the norteachof Crummock Water,
and was depicted as early as 1804 on a plan ok $tilll There is also a jetty
(NTSMR 29536) at the eastern shore of Crummock YVateich is of wood and
stone construction and likely to date to the twethticentury. It is, however,
possible that this represents the maintenance adaaler structure. A second
jetty (NTSMR 29796) has been identified at Crummablater, lying to the
north-east of Loweswater Pele. This site lies batogvcurrent water level of the
lake, and the careful and elaborate constructigle sif the structure suggest that
it might have functioned as a landing stage forristsl during the Victorian
period, rather than being used as a jetty for Idisdling boats (J Lund pers
comm). The use of boats in the areas was depidedady as 1800, when
William Green painted Loweswater with two smalln&ker-built sailing boats
and a rowing boat. A landing area for rowing boaits Loweswater may be
represented by a small ‘beach’ (NTSMR 29626) defibg large boulders at the
north-eastern side of the lake.

10.2.6 The lakes may have provided sources of water fdustrial sites, such as
charcoal pitsteads and bloomeries. Water would baes used for washing ore,
cooling and tempering tools, and puddling clay fearth-pits (Marshall and
Davis-Shiel 1969, 31) as well as for cooling chatcstacks. Several bloomery
sites and a charcoal pitstead are known from tls¢esa shore of Crummock
Water and the field name of ‘Ash Dale’, to the wefsNether Close, occurred on
an estate plan of land in Buttermere of 1838 andhimrepresent industrial
activity on this shore of the lake.

10.2.7 Crummock water was utilised as a source of wateWforkington and, between
1890 and 1900, works were undertaken at the nortyed of the lake in order to
facilitate the supply of water (D Denman pers comfilam and fish weir were
constructed at the northern end of the lake, PadkBvas canalised, and a pump
house was built at the north-western side of the [@ Winchester pers comm).
Although all of these modifications occurred beyaheé limits of the current
study area, the water level of the lake rose by@apmately 1m as a result of the
works, which will have affected land within the dyuarea. There do not appear
to have been extensive inundations of the landrafdbe lake shore as a result
of the raising of the water level, although sitexse to the lake edge, such as the
building platform at Loweswater Pele (NTSMR 2940a)d a nearby jetty
(NTSMR 29796), will have been affected.

10.3 RECREATION

10.3.1 In addition to the evidence for boathouses, jettys] landing areas for boats,
there is also evidence for the use of the lakesha Buttermere area for
recreation during the post-medieval period. ThokVast produced a guide book
in 1778 that described six ‘stations commandinge fiprospects’ around
Buttermere (West 1821). These provided viewpoirgsfwhich to participate in
the fashion for the quest for picturesque beautpdle 1998, 79), with the lakes
featuring prominently as features within theseasgstThe draw of the lakes as
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foci for visitors to the area must have played g kade in the initial foundation
of the tourist industry in the local area, and thedern presence of visitors
making specific use of the lakeside footpaths t#tes the continuing attraction
of these bodies.

10.4 DerFeNCE

10.4.1 The lakes have represented features of defencsjbpodrom as early as the
later prehistoric period and into the twentiethtoen The site of Loweswater
Pele (NTSMR 20464) is situated on a small projecpromontory of raised land
at the north-western side of Crummock Water. This Isas been suggested to
represent the remains of a medieval pele tower aittassociated moat at the
western side, cutting the promontory off entirglynh the dry land to the west. It
is, however, likely that the defensive earthworgsgviously equated with a
medieval moat, actually date to the Iron Age pegad represent the ramparts of
a promontory fort. This would have created a highlible monument within
the landscape that would have projected an impmessi strength and power,
whilst defining a defensive position with limitedemues of approach.

10.4.2 During the Second World War, the lakes at Buttearts@came foci of training
and defence. Following fears that Crummock Wateghinbe used as a landing
area for sea planes, a small shed-like structuseusad as a guard post at Hause
Point and machine gun emplacements, built with lIsags, were installed at
Lanthwaite Green and Hause Point (Richardson 1948, It has also been
suggested (M Astley pers comm) that similar coneetnLoweswater prompted
the establishment of a cable strung across the, lakel one supporting
foundation for this may be represented by a recti@ngstructure (NTSMR
29632) built from concrete sandbags at the westiela of the lake. It is possible
that this might have supported a winching mechari@nsuch a cable, with the
other end secured around a tree at the opposéesithe lake.

10.4.3 Local people also recall the construction of a pied ramps at the north-western
side of Buttermere lake, which was used for thérngsr training of amphibious
vehicles during the Second World War (Richardso®8195). These ramps were
built from Honister slate and were subsequentlyndistled and reused in the
local area. A concrete slipway (NTSMR 29472) migkdresent the core of one
of these ramps, or might relate to an unconnedtedeof lake-use.
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11. GENERAL MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

11.1
11.1.1

11.2
11.2.1

11.2.2

11.2.3

11.2.4

11.2.5

INTRODUCTION

Detailed management recommendations havadsgiigeen addressed for each
category of site, within the thematic archaeololgresource sectionsSéctions
3-8. The following management recommendations proadeore general
overview of the management of the archaeologicaburce of Buttermere,
examines sites with statutory designations, andmeeends potential further
archaeological research in light of the resultshaf current landscape survey
and the current research agenda for north-westaBddBrennand 2007).

MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

Archaeological Site Management Prioritieghe priority for the management
of the archaeological resource in Buttermere shfmadds on the sites that have
been subject to statutory legislation as Schedleduments, Listed Buildings,
and additional sites that might qualify for suclsigeations.

Scheduled Monuments:Scheduled Monuments receive statutory protection
from any form of disturbance. Any work that may @aan impact upon a
Scheduled Monument, or the setting or curtilagehef monument, requires
written consent from English Heritage prior to start of work. It is National
Trust policy that submitting an application for 8dnled Monument Consent
should only be undertaken by The National Trusthasmologist.

There are currently seven Scheduled Monumentswitie survey area. These
consist of the settlement near Scale Beck (NTSMRBR8@0 SM 27674), the
enclosed settlements near Lambling Knott (NTSMR&8Q3M 27670) and at
Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389; SM 27659), Loweswd#&tele (NTSMR
20464; SM 27674), two round cairns at Carling KT SMR 29097; SM
27655 and NTSMR 29098; SM 27654), and a round ci@rasmoor summit
(NTSMR 20393; SM 27656).

The key threats to the round cairns (NTSMR 20398 &/656; NTSMR
29097; SM 27655 and NTSMR 29098; SM 27654) ard\like be from natural
erosive processes and from possible stone remoyakdikers in order to
augment marker cairns in the area. There is algmtantial risk of stone
removal for the repair of walls and shelters. Aitls stone removal should be
prevented and gradual erosion should be monitored.

The scheduled area associated with the site of twater Pele (NTSMR
20464; SM 27660) includes the whole promontoryefsdd by, and including,
the earthwork ramparts, to the west, the fencetmethe north, and the
shoreline. All of the land within this area is iaded in the schedule, although
the modern fences are not. The scheduling wasnailgiapplied in relation to
the promontory as the possible site of a pele tomir an associated moat. It
appears likely that the moat represents the raspémn earlier fortification of
possible Iron Age date and the schedule shouldpaated to consider this.
There is also a causewayed trackway (NTSMR 2940fheanorth-western side
of the site that has been formed by the modificatind extension of a natural
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spur of land to allow access across the waterloggesh between the
promontory and the dry land to the west. Thiskslii to have been associated
with some of the earliest use of the site and shdnd included within the
scheduled area. There has been some tree planitinig Whe scheduled area,
including the erection of a protective fence arouhd young trees, which
intrudes upon one of a series of hollows (NTSMR233ecorded during the
current survey. It is recommended that an appboashould be made for
Scheduled Monument Consent to enable the removtieofrees and fencing
and that any such work should be carried out witdhaeological consultation
and supervision in order to minimise any impactsoib-surface remains. No
work should be carried out within the schedulecaanthout archaeological
consultation. There is severe ongoing water-eroBimm the lake to a sunken
platform (NTSMR 29404) at the eastern edge of tlmenntory, which could
be associated with a former pele or medieval laswl-Whis erosion is likely to
be a result of the raising of the water level o thke in the late nineteenth
century. The earthwork ramparts are also subjedatoage from root action as
a result of the growth of vegetation, such as gorse

11.2.6 The enclosed settlements near Lambling Knott (NTSRIR81; SM 27670)
and at Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389; SM 27659)olefellside pasture
and are subject to gradual erosion from naturatgsses, stock activity, and
walkers. The growth of vegetation should be disagad from the sites and the
general levels of erosion should be monitored. @tae numerous clearance
cairns associated with the settlement at Lanthwareen (NTSMR 20389; SM
27659) that are currently outside of the schedaleé and should be brought
under the protection of the scheduling. These saigpresent a field system
which has enhanced value due to the associatidntiétadjacent settlement, in
accordance with the description of group value gmé=d in the Secretary of
State’s criteria for scheduling ancient monumemts,annexe 4 of PPG16
(Department of Environment 1990). These cairns c¢oalate to some of the
earliest use of the site, during the Bronze or hges, and, therefore, represent
evidence of subsistence practices at this timbaeridcal area, which have been
subject to only limited archaeological study.

11.2.7 The settlement near Scale Beck (NTSMR 20380; SM2ybes within an area
of fellside pasture and is, therefore, mainly thkeead by natural erosive
processes. There is bracken at the site, whichk&dylto cause long-term
damage, and trees are growing from a wall (NTSMR7Z9 and a longhouse
(NTSMR 29776). There is also risk of water-erosimym Scale Beck, which
has damaged at least one wall (NTSMR 29777). kecommended that an
application should be made for Scheduled Monumemtsént to allow the
bracken and trees to be cleared from the site.sitheshould also be monitored
for ongoing stock erosion.

11.2.8 Sites Recommended for Statutory Designations: addition to these sites,
there are seven sites that might also qualify ftatusory protection as
Scheduled Monuments, using the Secretary of Stat#fsria for scheduling
ancient monuments, in annexe 4 of PPG 16 (DoE 199@®)ye is an example of
an enclosed settlement (NTSMR 27581) at High NaakrF: which could be of
Iron Age or Romano-British date. There has been irgle excavation of Iron
Age and Romano-British settlements within Cumbmal #his site retains the
potential to provide valuable information about tiegure, date, and longevity
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11.2.9

of rural settlements during these periods. The itmmdof the site appears to be
good, with no modern encumbrances occupying the are

A second enclosed settlement (NTSMR 24355), witlstafiitory protection, is
present, lying to the east of Rannerdale Farm. Siteswas previously recorded
in the NTSMR as a deserted medieval settlement,wioich documentary
evidence exists. The site has not been intruded upo development, and
represents an extremely rare and potentially infdive and diverse site,
coupled with the former chapel of the Blessed Mifggdalene (NTSMR
29105) that is likely to lie within this area, aglivas domestic remains and
field systems. In addition to the medieval phasadiivity, the site appears to
represent the re-use of an earlier enclosed settieof Iron Age or Romano-
British date. As such, it has the potential to jptevinformation related to the
cycles of extended use, and abandonment and reusettlements in the area
and in the wider region from the later prehistgrériod to the post-medieval
period. The early phases of use have the potdntigclude domestic sites, as
well as field systems, and to provide data relat;ngnclosed rural settlements.
The main threat to this site is from footpath evasand it is recommended that
the footpaths in the vicinity should be consolidate form a single access
route, the line of which should first be evaluadéechaeologically.

11.2.10 There are three instances of rock art (NTSMR 2986336 and 29137) within

Buttermere, all of which comprise cup or ring marsa combination of both
motifs. These are extremely rare site-types in Qianbnd one of the few
current indicators of activity during the Bronze éjgor potentially Neolithic,
periods in the area. The distribution of thesessitgght aid an understanding of
these enigmatic monuments and, therefore, the Is#tes collective value as a
group. The condition of the motifs at Mill Beck (SMR 29136) and Crag
House (NTSMR 29669) are very good, although the &itMill Beck is under
threat of erosion by footpath use. Part of the rapt¢hat the rock art at Low
Park (NTSMR 29137) occupies has been quarried aattlyough it is not
possible to know whether any motifs were destroyAd. there are few
indications of Bronze Age activity within Butterneeand the Lake District,
monumental sites, such as panels of rock art, srereely informative. As
sites that are currently poorly understood, the&sprvationn situ, in order to
allow further studies to consider their landscaptirgy, is vital. The main
threat is to the site adjacent to Mill Beck (NTSN2BR136), which is subject to
footpath erosion.

11.2.11 Two round barrows (NTSMR 29633 and 29634) lie & western shore of

Loweswater, and as earthen mounds are an unusesdy@e within Cumbria,
where stone-built cairns are more common. Thess site likely to represent a
lowland equivalent to the hilltop cairns, threewdfich exist within the current
survey areas and have been subject to scheduliR§NIR 20393; SM 27656;
NTSMR 29097; SM 27655 and NTSMR 29098; SM 27654k Tarity of these
sites as a pair of lowland earthen barrows, andr thetential to provide
information relating to Bronze Age funerary praeticand the extent of
occupation at this time, make them archaeologictipificant. The sites are in
extremely good condition and, due to their locatiprovide an accessible site
of rare cultural heritage in an aesthetic settmgisitors to the area. The main
threats to these sites are from footpath erosiegetation growth, and forestry
works.
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11.2.12 Although known from various locations in Britain cardreland, only one
example of a burnt mound (NTSMR 29489) is knownrfrButtermere, with
approximately 20 such sites having been identiftadoughout Cumbria
(Hodgson and Brennand 2006, 44). This site is treexely good condition and
represents one of the few opportunities currentbilable to attempt to define
the extent of activity during the Bronze Age. Thbationship between these
sites and contemporary settlement is poorly undedstand the functions of
these enigmatic monuments are disputed. As suehsite has the potential to
provide informative archaeological data. If there ao changes of land use in
the area, the main threat to the site will be fsiotk erosion.

11.2.13 The final site that might qualify for scheduledtstais a group of cairns to the
south of Lanthwaite Common that might represenefary cairns (NTSMR
20389). As a group that is possibly associated waithearly settlement at
Lanthwaite Green, the cairns represent a poteapgbrtunity to explore the
relationship between settlement, subsistence, amterdry and ritualistic
activity in the area during the prehistoric periddhe cairns also comprise a
discrete grouping that appears to have been spabifiplaced to exploit an
extensive vista to the south and are, thereforelyiito be most fully
understood within their landscape context and @sllactive grouping. Gradual
natural erosion, vegetation growth, and the rema¥attone for use in wall
repair constitute the main threats to these sites.

11.2.14 Listed Buildings: any work that might affect a Listed Buildinggpendix %
would require consultation with the property Curatasted Building Consent
could then be obtained through the Local Planningthérity or English
Heritage, depending upon the grade of the listifige settings of the Listed
Buildings also be subject to statutory protectiamg further advice on this can
be given by the Curator. The statutory protectiatudes the inside and outside
of the building and the associated curtilage.

11.2.15 Other Sites of Archaeological Interestvery effort should be made to afford
an appropriate level of care to all other sitescoltural heritage within the
survey area. The survey area contains a wide g®iect sites that are typical
of an upland Lake District setting, with many beasgociated with agricultural
land management, historic settlement, or indugiwery effort should be made
to maintain the condition of these sites and tainethem as features in the
landscape, irrespective of their legal status. Sites listed on The National
Trust Sites and Monuments Record should be regutadnitored to check for
potential hazards, impacts, or erosion.

11.2.16 Additional archaeological mitigation or research tine form of survey,
evaluation, excavation, or building recording woblkl required in advance of
any activities that might involve the disturbandeacchaeologically sensitive
areas. Sites should not, therefore, be subjechyodasturbance in the absence
of archaeological consultation and supervision.niderials that constitute part
of a site of archaeological interest must be rerdpaad this should especially
be borne in mind when stone picking for footpathesgal takes place within
the valley and when walls and shelters are beingtaiaed.

11.2.17 Landscape Conservationstrategies to conserve and maintain the distiactiv
characteristics of the three separate landscapesaoithin the survey area, of
lowland pasture and meadow, fellside intake, armyh lell, should be sought.
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The term ‘distinctive characteristics’ is used h@verefer to criteria such as
boundary type, vegetation type, and agricultural us

11.2.18 The existing stone walls, hedgerows, andrdibundaries within the study area

are integral parts of the local historic landscapd in some cases are of great
archaeological significance. For this reason, l®rga management of the
farming landscape should aim to avoid further b@updoss and to perpetuate
the enclosed character of the local landscape. s\alld hedges that are in
stockproof, or near stockproof, condition shouldneEintained as such, even if
they become agriculturally redundant. If such walle in a partial state of
deterioration, they should be considered for repair

11.2.19 Collapsed walls need not be rebuilt but Ehoot be considered as sources of

building material for rebuilding elsewhere. Fencigng the same line of a
wall, or hedge bank, should be set away from thedhreot driven through the
remains. Fencing should not replace walls and hedgesections of walls and
hedges, if the material and resources are avaitaldppropriately repair them.

11.2.20 Current Land Use:permanent pasture is the ideal habitat for theguation

of both visible and sub-surface remains of arclagoal interest. For this

reason, the current management of all farmlandinvitie survey area as either
permanent pasture, or pasture and meadow, shoufetpetuated wherever
possible. Ploughing or any other intrusive distadeashould avoid all sites of
archaeological interest. Earthworks and ridge amdo¥v cultivation remains

are especially vulnerable to such disturbance dbfitimn, livestock should not

be encouraged to damage sites by the inapprogiatement of ring feeders,
gates, or fencing. Burrowing animals can also cadamage to sites of
archaeological interest, particularly sub-surfaemains and earthworks, and
animal control should follow nationally proscribgdidelines, but should not
involve digging into or disturbing the ground.

11.2.21 Opportunities to restrict the growth andeagrof bracken and gorse in areas

11.3
11.3.1

11.3.2

where sites of archaeological interest are preskatld be sought. In some
areas the problem could be addressed through ititeodiction of hardy cattle
breeds, although this would be inappropriate wisések erosion could impact
upon fragile remains, while in other areas manulearance might be more
appropriate.

FRIORITIES FOR FUTURE ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH

Outreach, Tourism, and Publication:a popular publication or leaflet
highlighting the important historic themes, langses and archaeology of the
valley could be produced. In addition, a more iptlesynthetic publication of

the archaeology of the valley could also be produce

Careful consideration of the sympathetic am$trained provision of

information boards could increase the intellectaadessibility of some of the
sites for visitors to the area. Where possibleseéheould be restricted to car
parking areas, where they could be mounted to waililsout being overt or

intrusive within the landscape, in order to avoidating any negative impact
on the setting of sites. This would be particulaslyitable at the enclosed
settlement at Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389), wiseich a board could be
established at the adjacent car park.
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11.3.3 Such boards would also be very suitable at thepeak directly south of
Rannerdale farm, where information could be prosidbout the diverse range
of well-preserved remains represented by the nearimjosed Iron Age or
Romano-British farmstead (NTSMR 24355), desertedieval settlement, and
an exceptional example of a stone potash kiln (NRSM351).

11.3.4 A bench has been mounted within a charcoal pitsSEEMR 29557) to the
eastern side of Crummock Water. This site is cuobdse the main lakeside
footpath and is, therefore, already exposed to gredeof gradual erosion.
Rather than causing additional disturbance to ttes by the removal of the
bench, this point could be used as the setting aforinformation board
explaining about the industrial heritage of theaawes it lies close to numerous
bloomery sites, the informatively named Cinderd@aemmon and Beck, and
evidence of woodland industry represented by ttetqad.

11.3.5 Topographic Survey:numerous sites and complexes within the landscape
would benefit from further more intensive surveyl anterpretation. A priority
should be the enclosed settlement at Rannerdalehvitas been described in
detail but has not been subject to an accurateeguplan (NTSMR 24355).
Any attempt to interpret the complex phasing o$ tmultiple phase site would
require an accurate and detailed topographic surtbis is also essential in
order to establish a current baseline conditiomfrehich to assess erosive
impacts, particularly of footpath use, on the moratnThe ramparts and other
earthworks at the Loweswater Pele promontory flfYMR 20464) should
also be subject to topographic survey, as shoutdeticlosed settlement at
Lambling Knott (NTSMR 20381). The topographic syrvef the enclosed
settlement at Lanthwaite Green should be extendeddude the additional
clearance cairns, and the group of possible fuperairns (NTSMR 29379),
identified to the south of the site, on Lanthw&@mmon.

11.3.6 The settlement as Scales (NTSMR 20380) shouldmssubject to topographic
survey. The pattern of medieval agriculture coukb e investigated by the
topographic survey of examples of broad ridge amdofv and associated
clearance cairns and banks. This should includeetttensive field system
(NTSMR 29785) to the west of Scale Knott. The langéning complexes, in
particular the remains at Whiteoak lead mine (NTSK2#546), would be
suitable for topographic survey. Diverse elementsthe lead processing
industry are present at Whiteoak and an accurate wbuld contribute to an
improved understanding of the activity at the site.

11.3.7 Geophysical Surveythe environs of putative bloomery sites should ligect
to geophysical survey in order to identify the ceverking areas related to
these sites, which can exist within a wide sprdaaiseociated industrial waste.
Additional sites in close proximity might also beentified, which are not
visible at ground level. A survey of the promontary Loweswater Pele
(NTSMR 20464) could reveal the location of the piueapele tower, or sub-
surface features associated with earlier occupatiomg the later prehistoric
or Romano-British periods. Survey in the envirors tloe burnt mound
(NTSMR 29489) might allow the identification oféplaces associated with the
site.

11.3.8 Palynological Work:the analysis of environmental cores from areash as
Buttermere Moss, Whiteoak Moss, and the lake margimght provide
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11.3.9

evidence of environmental changes throughout thieddéoe. Such evidence
might be used in conjunction with the recent stsidibElake sediments (Shen
al, 2008) to trace the development of human activitthe area, in relation to
woodland clearance and the use of agriculture (Hodgnd Brennand 2007,
33). The impact of putative peat cutting in theaamgight also be discernible in
the truncation of any peat deposits. The waterldggeea that separates the
promontory fort at Loweswater Pele (NTSMR 20464)rthe dry land to the
west could provide environmental data relating he use of an area that
appears to have featured numerous land uses, inglegcupation during the
later prehistoric period, the establishment of adieval deer park and the
subsequent creation of medieval tenements and npedieval farmsteads.
Deposits associated with the burnt mound (NTSMR 82%4and possible
funerary cairns could also provide evidence assettiavith changes of local
land-use, as could deposits associated with thelpasf rock art and the
settlement sites of putative Iron Age, Romano-Bhitiand medieval date
(Hodgson and Brennand 2007, 44-6).

Excavation: limited sampling strategies should be applied &nied sites of
archaeological interest. Excavation at the settigrages, dating to between the
later prehistoric and medieval periods, could alldve currently uncertain
chronological developments of the sites to be egfimnd produce material
suitable for environmental analyses and scientdifitng. The precise nature of
such sites and any association with permanentsedtit, seasonal occupation,
and industrial activities might also be establishiBEge necessity to establish a
single footpath within the enclosed farmstead atriRedale (NTSMR 24355)
would provide an opportunity to excavate along lthe of the proposed path,
in anticipation of concentrated erosion and subsegintrusive repair work.
This path would cut through a multiple period shat has enormous potential
to inform the archaeological record for the predrist and historic periods in
Buttermere. The putative promontory fort at Lowend®@ele (NTSMR 20464)
could feature phases dating from the Bronze Agm kge, Romano-British
period, medieval, and post-medieval periods. Thi¢emtial palimpsest of
activity could only be resolved by excavation ahd vital question of whether
the earthworks represent a medieval moat or a gimeta fortification could be
addressed by targeted trenching.

11.3.10 Excavation at some of the abandoned post-medievaisteads, such as Peel

Place (NTSMR 23020), could provide the opportutatgxamine the longevity
of these sites and the possibility of successivaseb of occupation over an
extended duration beginning in the medieval permdearlier. The targeted
excavation of monumental sites could also eluciddte chronological

development of activity in the area and provide gas for environmental and
scientific dating analyses. The excavation of pdds, potash kilns, and
bloomeries could confirm the putative uses of theses, as well as provide
insights into their local usage and chronologicahtexts. Any geophysical
surveys to be undertaken should precede and infrtnusive archaeological
investigations.

11.3.11 Scientific Dating: radiocarbon dating of features associated withethgosed

settlements at Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389), Ratale (NTSMR
24355), High Nook Farm (NTSMR 27581), and Lamblidgott (NTSMR
20381), and the promontory fort at Loweswater RBIESMR 20464) could
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prove a vital aid in establishing the dates of @ghment and subsequent re-
use of these sites, and corresponds with the reemdations for future
research of prehistoric settlement in the reseagdgnda for the North West
(Hodgson and Brennand 2007, 41; 33). Previous stalatings of the Iron Age
and Romano-British periods in Cumbria are beingcadly re-evaluated in the
light of current, but limited, environmental andclaameological investigations
(Hoaen and Loney 2004; Wells 2003) and additioaihd evidence is vital to
our understanding of human occupation in the ateg these periods. Such
dating could also provide additional data for ipteting the possible origins of
the hundreds of enclosures and settlements tha been identified, but not
closely dated, within Cumbria (Philpott 2006, 74).

11.3.12 Radiometric dating could be utilised in order totabish chronological

sequences relating to the production of rock artd aassociated
palaeoenvironmental evidence (Hodgson and Brenrz0@7, 44). Dating
should also be undertaken on deposits associatéld tve burnt mound
(NTSMR 29489) in order to help establish the lontyeof this monument-type
within the region and to gain a better understagdifnthe associations between
the site and contemporary local activipp(cit, 46). The archaeological record
would also benefit from the dating of material asated with potential
prehistoric burial siteop cit, 45).

11.3.13 The numerous charcoal pitsteads and bloomery sgitdsn the area could

represent activity spanning a wide date range kmtwee medieval and post-
medieval periods. Scientific dating could help é@rre the broad chronological
framework within which these sites are understoiodline with regional
research priorities (Newman and Newman 2007, 19@2¢h dating at the Scales
settlement (NTSMR 20380) would allow investigatafmmedieval industry and
associated nucleated settlement.
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APPENDIX 1
PROJECT BRIEF

The National Trust
Archaeology
North-West Region

Invitation to Tender: Historic Landscape Survey of
land at Buttermere and Loweswater

1

Introduction

The National Trust is inviting tenders to conducHistoric Landscape Survey of
land in Buttermere and Loweswater, two quiet anctupesque Lakeland valleys
situated in the north-western fells. The boundaé the property owned and
managed by the National Trust appear in pink onattached map, land that is
owned and managed under restrictive covenant froen National Trust is

highlighted in yellow.

Previous investigations by the National Trust atiters have established that this
landscape preserves many important archaeologichhestoric features including;
a) numerous important vernacular buildings, b)ctdlndscape features associated
with past agriculture and land management and dasainating collection of
boundaries including walls and hedgerows that etdiche changing nature of land
use in the valley during the medieval and post-enei periods. None of these
aspects have as yet been explored and recordedaith d

The envisaged Historic Landscape Survey at Butterraed Loweswater would aim
to rectify this situation. The proposed investigas would not only identify and
record all features of historic and archaeologicgdrest on the property, undertake a
thorough analysis of field boundaries, but alsdatelall available documentary and
cartographic evidence to facilitate a better undeding of the local historic
environment and the significance of the NationaisTiowned property.

The summary aims of the Historic Landscape Survea follows:
. Undertake an archaeological survey of the progertgdentify and record all

visible sites, features and landscape elementgabfaaological or historic
interest and afterward produce a catalogue of imé&tion in the form of a

gazetteer
. To record and analyse all boundaries within thevespirarea and develop a
chronological framework for the development of idiedscape through time
. Access and collate historic maps and other reledantimentary evidence,

along with other useful secondary source mateti{ might assist in the
understanding of land-use, enclosure, settlemehtratustry on the property
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. Formulate a historic narrative for the propertynir the prehistoric to the
present day
. Produce a written and illustrated report that prmesdhe results of the

Historic Landscape Survey in a meaningful way andble to be used as a
tool for future property management
. Highlight any apparent threats or risks to the aetctogical resource

2 Background

The National Trust’s land ownership in the Butterenand Loweswater valleys
totals some 3,000 ha. The majority of this landing is managed as farmland
in the tenancy of four farms, three in the Butterenealley; Rannerdale, Cragg
and Wilkinsyke, together with one farm in Loweswatéligh Nook. The
National Trust also has ownership of the lakes witémere, Crummock Water
and Loweswater, along with some substantial aréagodland (Holme Wood,
Lanthwaite Wood and Burtness Wood). In additioh® land held inalienably
the National Trust also possess covenants overtlaeful,880 ha of land in the
valley.

The earliest evidence of human activity in Buttemnand Loweswater dates
from the Neolithic, with evidence in the form ofnlerary cairns and hut circles.
Examples of these types of monument include thexdocairn on Grasmoor
Summit and the hut circles near Knott Rigg. Thenams of settlements
occupied during the later prehistoric period, @nkAge, and Romano-British
periods, are also well represented in Buttermefevo good examples can be
seen in the valley, the first at Lanthwaite Greehile the second is located just
above the Buttermere to Honister road in an infedtd below Muddock Crags.

Many of the present place names in the area aBeadinavian origin and are a
testimony to the arrival of Norse speakers intordgion after the eight century.
There has as yet been no discovery of firm arcloggcdl evidence of Early-
Medieval settlement in the valley although placeeatements such as ‘thwaite’
meaning ‘clearing in a wood’, suggests the vallegwettled prior to the twelfth
century. The only archaeological evidence for tingnigration and cultural
change is the chance discovery of an iron spearbepdssible Viking along the
shore of Crummock Water.

The pattern of landholding in the area of Buttemn@nd Loweswater during the
medieval period was generally complex, illustratangnixed farming economy
with strong ties to the textile industry and woodlaeconomies. By 1300 the
oak woodlands of the area would have been impagtety their continuing
exploitation for firewood, building materials, pfgraging and animal grazing.
Further denudation would have occurred as the weas exploited for small
scale industry by wood turners, bark peelers amdcdal burners. The demand
for charcoal is likely to have been particularlgrsficant given the number of
medieval bloomeries identified along the margin€aofmmock water.

During the fourteenth century hostile raiding byoScwas at its height and
appears to have had a profound effect on areasasuBttermere. Together, the
economic stress placed on these communities bingaidas compounded with

the climatic deterioration around the Little Ice eAgnd a series of stock and
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3.1

human diseases. As a result the area underweati@pof depopulation with
many settlements and farmsteads being abandonebe rd@mains of two
settlements likely to have been abandoned atithies ¢an be seen in Buttermere,
the first in a field north of Dale How to the ea$tRannerdale Farm, while the
second is located close to the south-western efl@eummock Water alongside
Scale Beck (on covenanted land).

By the end of the Medieval period economic condgiovere considerably
improved and alongside farming, diverse regiondusgiries developed. Textiles
in particular became increasingly important withe tmearby town of
Cockermouth having mills for both wool and flaxheélr'most numerous type of
archaeological feature recorded in the valley éssheepfold which by their very
number reflect the development and importance eeghfarming in the Lake
District in the Post Medieval period.

Like most valley landscape, the best agricultumablin Buttermere is located on
the alluvial flat land between the two lakes of tBunere and Crummock Water.
In the late sixteenth century this area was divided three common fields:

Nether, or Lower Field, in which all of the thirtel farms in Buttermere village
had shares; Over Field, in which all but two haareh; and two smaller fields, in
which four had shares.

Gradually, as in other valleys, these common fielasie to be sub-divided into
larger units or ‘dales’. At first, this process nelg perpetuated the pattern of
patchy landholding, the dales being fenced ofipstrin the common fields. In
most other valleys this process these scatterezkbisawere amalgamated until
each farm became more or less surrounded by itslawch In Buttermere this
process was never completed and the three remaiaings in the village still
have what appears as a random pattern of landlgoidithe fields between the
two lakes.

The area, like so many in the Lake District, hdsra history of mining, with
lead, copper and iron all being targeted. Remassociated with copper
extraction can be seen in Burtness Wood while sraxfethe former lead mine
can be found on the fell south of High Nook Farifhe valley also contains a
large number of trail mines, often visible as blagecs on the opposite on the
hillside. These trail mines are the result of cantral prospecting and
speculators tried to tap into the many mineral sethat pas through the
surrounding fells.

Methodology
The methodology for this project can be broken domin three components:
field survey, boundary recording and documentasgaech.

Field Survey

The required level of field survey would involveeamplete walkover survey of
all land owned and managed by the National Trusidémtify and record all

features of archaeological and historic interehis exercise will result in the
creation of a comprehensive gazetteer of recordesl ahd monuments for Trust
owned land in both Buttermere and Loweswater. Témorded information
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should be plotted onto a series of digital mapsamtappropriate scale for
presentation in the survey report.

The field survey should include/ produce:

. accurate survey of all sites, features, buildingd Endscape elements
identified as being of either archaeological otdris interest
. a gazetteer of recorded sites, features and lapdsel@ments ready for

entry on the National Trust Sites and MonumentsoREENTSMR). The
gazetteer will include the following mandatory d@stion fields:
NTSMR number, survey reference number, site nam&RN site
description, monument type (using the English Heget site thesaurus or
similar), period, condition, threats, managemermonemendations and
photo ref. A block of NTSMR numbers will be allded by the National
Trust archaeologist for use during the survey ptiorthe start of
fieldwork

. sites that are already listed on the NTSMR in bBtittermere and
Loweswater should be included in the gazetteerdate a comprehensive
list of known sites and monuments (there are agireabout 175 known
sites, monuments, buildings and find spots forpttoperty).

. features identifiable from documentary sourcesesrah photographs but
not evident on the ground shall be plotted andrilesd as far as possible
in order that these features may be recorded oNTI8MR

. the National Trust already possesses detailed ‘alaa Building
Surveys for all of the farms and buildings withiretstudy area and so no
further building investigation is required. Theistg reports will be
made freely available on request.

Boundary Recording

No comprehensive study of the sequence of landldewent and enclosure in
the area of Buttermere and Loweswater has yet hadertaken. Therefore a
program of boundary recording for all land owned amanaged by the National
Trust is required as part of the investigations.ecdtding will require the
examination of boundary types (e.g. wall, hedgethelaank, fence etc), current
condition, information on wall furniture (gatewaystiles, smoots) and any
evidence of abutments or relationships between demigs that might indicate a
sequence of phasing or development. Significagétation types on boundaries,
such as pollards or veteran trees, should alsedmded if it is likely to assist in
developing an understanding of past land-use andtogy of certain boundary

types.

The recorded information should be appear in thenfof a written narrative
outlining the history of enclosure on the propexithin the body of the written
report. This explanation should be accompanied bgries of digital maps that
present an analysis of the boundaries on the pyoped wherever possible show
the phased development of the landscape through tim

An examination of historic maps should yield infaton relating to the date,
date range, oterminus ante quenfor the construction of many boundaries
within the survey area and inform and complimeeidfisurvey.
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Documentary research

The project will need to obtain good copies ofhadtoric map material and other
documents considered particularly important togrgect and reproduce them
within the body of the report or as a separate iaghpe Records relating to the
property are believed to be held at the public s the county. It is not
known if other records are held at other publiordmffices, including London,
this possibility will need to be investigated astyud the project. It is suggested
a modest contingency should be included to covegraaditional research
outside the county as part of the overall projest.c

Documentary research should be carried out fdaad that is currently owned
and managed by the National Trust. Documentaares should also be
undertaken for land that is held under restrictioevent by from the National
Trust.

Reporting

On completion of the on-site work, a draft repdrd@wld be completed. The draft
report should include copies of all maps, photolgsagnd other illustrations that
will appear in the final report. Two copies of tloeaft report should be
dispatched, one to the North West Regional Offiecd ane to the Countryside
Office.

The draft report will then be examined by the NadiloTrust and comments
returned to the contractor including any suggeatadndments.

Survey outputs
At the conclusion of the investigations, the coctva will provide the following
to the National Trust:

Seven bound paper copies of the report and anheigitiound copy. Each copy
should be accompanied by a set of paper planstifircbuded in the bound
report.

Seven separate digital copies of the complete tefiocluding all digital
mapping information in formats compatible with bd#tapinfo Version 7 and
AutoCAD packages) should also be supplied.

The negatives, prints and digital image files fritra photographic recording will
be sent to the North West Regional Office in suéadrchive storage materials,
along with copies of any documentary material maiuded within the bound
report.

The National Trust regional office will act as thepository for all original

recording materials for the duration of this projedhe National Trust reserve
the right to deposit the complete archive, or aycop the archive in the
appropriate public record office at a later date.
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Site conditions
The majority of land within the study area shadexdk ;s managed by farm
tenants on behalf of the National Trust.

Certain access restrictions will apply to enclosen as a result of the
requirements of the various farm business and arathagreement for access
will be negotiated by the National Trust on belwdlthe contractor prior to the
start of fieldwork. The remaining land includirgetopen fell is permanently
open for public access. Contractors do not redommal permission from the
National Trust to enter this area, although a emyshould be made ahead of
fieldwork commencing.

The area shaded yellow is not owned by the Natidnadt and will not be
subject to physical investigation.

General terms

The National Trust will retain copyright over thesulting report and all

associated archival material (including all digitalaps and photographic
material), and shall have absolute control overude and dissemination of that
information. The National Trust fully recognisde toriginator’'s moral right to

suitable accreditation in any publication of theulés.

It is the policy of the National Trust to deposiipees of all surveys undertaken
on its land with the appropriate regional archivegthorities and organisations.
The National Trust will deposit a copy of the umthtSites and Monuments
Record with the Archaeological Data Service basedark.

The project will be undertaken by the contractdimgcon an independent basis.
Staff working on the project will not be deemed émgpes of the National Trust.
Tenders should reflect this fact and more spedifidhe Contractor will take
sole responsibility for the payment of tax, Natiblmsurance contributions, etc.
If VAT is payable, this too should be indicatede bid.

Further information about the National Trust's galides for archaeological

survey is contained iffArchaeology and the Historic Environment: Historic
Landscape Survey GuidelinegNational Trust, 2000) — available to download
from the National Trust website.

This application to tender should be used in cartjon with the attached
document‘General Requirements and Conditions for Countulgsand Garden
Work”. The Contractor must be able to agree to workhérequirements and
conditions as set out in this document.

The successful contractor will be required to sigoontact agreement for the
provision of archaeological services prior to tleeneencement of any on-site
work. This contact outlines the roles and respuolitsés of both the contractor
and the National Trust and includes sections ofthhead safety, insurance, duty
of care, confidentiality and copyright etc.
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This contract(*“Agreement for Provision of Archaeological Senste will be
sent to the successful contractor along with ragtfon that their project design
and application for to provide services has beewessful. This contact should
be signed and a copy returned to the National Taxc$taeologist immediately.

We request that the Contractor makes preferensial af local National Trust
farm B+B accommodation for any overnight stays megliduring the course of
the fieldwork.

8 Timescale
The National Trust would wish to undertake this kvam the financial year
2007/8.

We recommend that the archive research along Witbiteer preparation should
take place in the summer months of 2007 in ordenfierm the programme of
subsequent fieldwork. Fieldwork should then beantaken between November
2007 and February 2008 when the conditions are rsogable for upland

survey, with a final report produced by the end/iairch 2008.

It is important that no fieldwork is planned to ¢aklace during the lambing
period when access to farms can be difficult. Ftbat reason the Trust suggest
that the fieldwork element of this project is coetpl before the end of February
2008.

The Contractor should indicate their availability €arrying out this work within
the timescale indicated above as part of their bid.

9 Useful Contacts

Jamie Lund (Archaeologist)

The National Trust

North-West Regional Office

The Hollens

Grasmere

Cumbria

LA22 9Qz

Tele: 01539 463825

E-mail: jamie.lund@nationaltrust.org.uk

Mark Astley (Property Warden)

The National Trust

Buttermere and Loweswater Countryside Office
Unit 16

Leconfield Industrial Estate

Cleator Moor

Cumbria

CA25 508B
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APPENDIX 2
PROJECT DESIGN

Oxford
Archaeology
North

February 2007

LAND AT BUTTERMERE AND LOWESWATER

HISTORIC L ANDSCAPE SURVEY

PROJECT DESIGN

Proposals

The following project design is offered in respotsa request from The National
Trust and in accordance with a brief from Jamie dudhe National Trust, to
undertake a programme of archaeological survey aidl in Buttermere and
Loweswater. The purpose of this is to inform theprapriate conservation
management of the archaeological resource with@irtproperty.
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1.1.2

1.2
121

1.2.2

1.2.3

1.2.4

125

1.2.6

INTRODUCTION
CONTRACT BACKGROUND

Jamie Lund of The National Trust has invitedfd® Archaeology North (OA North) to
submit a project design for a programme of histdaicdscape survey of their holdings in
Buttermere and Loweswater, and the total study &r@@sgkm in extent comprising National
Trust owned land, National Trust Covenanted land jrivately owned land. The proposed
programme is in accordance with a project briefTine National Trust and is intended to
provide for the conservation management of thedeaple and archaeological resource.

The survey would entail the enhancement of the IRik&rict and National Trust HER data, as
well as the implementation of new identificatiomsy work and boundary survey work.

OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY NORTH

Oxford Archaeology (OA), which is an educatiboharity under the guidance of a board of
trustees, has over 30 years of experience in iofeasl archaeology, and can provide a
professional and cost-effective service. We are lgest independent employer of
archaeologists in the country (we currently havearthan 200 members of staff), and can
thus deploy considerable resources with extenskperéence to any archaeological project.
We have offices in Lancaster and Oxford, tradingdaord Archaeology North (OA North),
and Oxford Archaeology (OA) respectively, enablirgyto provide a truly nationwide service.
OA is an Institute of Field Archaeologists RegisteiOrganisation (No 17). All work on the
project will be undertaken in accordance with ral@wprofessional standards, including:

. IFA’'s Code of Conduct(1999); Code of Approved Practice for the Regulation of
Contractual Arrangements in Field Archaeolog¥999);Standard and Guidance for
Archaeological Evaluations(1999); Standard and Guidance for Archaeological
Watching Briefs(1999).

. English Heritage’Management of Archaeological Projects (MAP2991.

. The European Association of Archaeologists Priresplof Conduct for
Archaeologists Involved in Contract Archaeologiébrk (1998).

OA North has considerable experience of ttuation, survey and excavation of sites of all
periods, having undertaken a great number of samalllarge scale projects during the past 19
years. One of its particular specialisms is inghbere of landscape recording and assessment.
OA North has the professional expertise and resotoaindertake the project detailed below
to a high level of quality and efficiency. OA Nordimd all its members of staff operate subject
to the Institute of Field Archaeologists (IFA) CoaleConduct.

OA North has undertaken a large number ofruplandscape surveys for a variety of clients
(both private and national agencies such as Englisfitage and Royal Commission on the
Historical Monuments of England (RCHM(E)) and enysloa qualified surveyor (James

Quartermaine, BA, DipSurv, MIFA) who has many ye@iace 1984 in the region) experience
of the identification and survey of upland landssphaving worked closely with the

RCHM(E) and the Lake District National Park Authgron a large number of projects.

Since 1982 OA North has been undertaking sikterupland landscape surveys throughout
Northern England. Surveys include the Lake Distiidtional Park Survey, the Torver
Common surveys (Lake District), Haweswater and Iif@re estate surveys (Lake District),
200sgkm of the Nidderdale AONB (for NYCC), most thie Forest of Bowland AONB
(Lancashire), most of the Arnside / Silverdale AQN#d a multitude of smaller landscape
projects which include the Otterburn Range surieybe Lake District National Park.

Recently OA North has undertaken a major nogne of upland identification survey across
the uplands of North Wales, on behalf of the R@yammission of the Ancient and Historical
Monuments of Wales (RCAHMW). This has entailed shevey of 250 sgkm of unenclosed
upland, and has recorded over 3,500 monuments.

OA North has undertaken numerous upland suprejects for The National Trust, which
includes the survey and excavation of the Langdale Factories, the Lyme Park landscape
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3.24

survey (Cheshire), St Catherine’s Estate surveyn@@timere), Ennerdale Landscape Survey,
Addleborough (Wensleydale), Rectory Woods survegy@tiam), a survey around Stickle
Tarn, Great Langdale, the Borrowdale Landscape eyurand the North Yorkshire Coast
Survey.

To date OA North has undertaken archaeolodiell surveys of over 850sgkm of upland
landscapes and has recorded over 25,000 field memismOn the Arnside/Silverdale AONB
project, in 1992, OA North was the first archae@tay organisation in Britain to use GPS
(Global Positioning System) survey techniques andesthen has considerably advanced its
skills in this area. OA North can claim to be orfett®e foremost specialists in the field of
upland landscape recording.

OBJECTIVES

The primary purpose of the project is to infduture management decisions with regard
to conservation matters relating to the archaeodgind historical content of The National
Trust holdings. The proposed study is intended as irdtial exploration of the
archaeological and historical resource, rather thatefinitive and comprehensive study.
The aims of this initial project are broadly adduis:

* to undertake a documentary study, accessing andtingl historic maps and
other documentary data.

e to undertake an archaeological survey of the ptggeridentify and record all
visible sites.

e to record and analyse all field boundaries witlia valley floors, and develop
a chronology for the landscape.

e to formulate an historic narrative for the property

e to produce a written report presenting the resaftghe historic landscape
survey, and to provide a basis for the preparatibrdetailed management
prescriptions by The National Trust.

METHODS STATEMENT

The following work programme is submitted in elinwith the objectives of the
archaeological work summarised above. It is dividet three elements, desk based
research (including aerial photographs), archaécdbdjeld survey, and reporting.

Desk-BASED RESEARCH

Documentary and cartographic materiathe data generated during the desk-based study
will provide the basis for an assessment of thareadnd significance of the known surface
and subsurface remains. It will examine land owbgdrhe National Trust and also land
under restricted covenant from The National Triike survey will also serve as a guide to
the archaeological potential of the estates, aralige a basis from which historical
narratives for the study area can be constructed.

The study will entail integrations of the kelat HER data and other data held by Cumbria
County Council, Lake District National Park Authgrithe National Mapping Record, and
the Cumbria Record Office. The Ordnance Surveyt lHdition 6” Mapping will also be
acquired digitally from the Lake District Nation&ark Authority. This will enable
interpretation of the features identified from tHER, and any new features identified.

It is anticipated that a search will be madetl® tithe maps and other primary
documentation for the area as is readily availabfés will have the potential to inform the
post-medieval use occupation and land-use in t&. ar

A study will also be made of the air photodpapeld by the Lake District National Park,
NMR and the Cumbria HER; in particular any obliqeeverage, which may be provide
enhanced information on the features identified] aotentially identify new features.
Appropriate oblique air photos will be scanned & used in conjunction with the GIS,
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3.3.7

3.3.8

although it is unlikely that they will be fully gesferenced and integrated as this can
provide unsatisfactory results and hence a falgpeassion of accuracy.

HELD SURVEY M ETHODOLOGY

The defined study area is 73sgkm, which cosepriNational Trust owned land, National
Trust Covenanted land and privately owned land.Ilghng the privately owned land, the
covenanted land and woodland and water, there risqairement to survey 28sgkm of
National Trust owned land. The survey will be undken as an enhanced Level 1b type
survey (details of OA North's survey levels aretaored inAppendix L. The sites already
identified from SMR will be checked and recordedh&t same level of consistency as other
newly discovered monuments. The survey will invofeer elements: Reconnaissance,
Mapping, Description and Photography.

Reconnaissancethe reconnaissance will consist of close field wajk varying from 10m

to 30m line intervals dependent on visibility arafesy considerations. The survey will
aim to identify, locate and record archaeologid@ssand features on the ground and thus
all sites noted will be recorded. The extent of angas where there is no access will be
defined on maps and depicted on the CAD mappingsifds identified from the Sites and
Monuments Record and also the OS first edition mépbe investigated.

Survey mappinga Satellite Global Positioning System (GPS) willlidised to satisfy the
Level 1 survey requirements. GPS uses electrorstamiie measurement along radio
frequencies to satellites to enable a positionalilatitude and longitude which can be
converted mathematically to Ordnance Survey natigrid. The GPS is a Leica (GS20)
handheld real time differential survey instrumemijch obtains EGNOS corrections from
a geostationary satellite. This means that theunstnt can provide a locational accuracy
of +- 0.5m, and provides for a quick and effectmeans of recording the position and
extent of sites. The disadvantage of the systethasit will not work within woodland;
however, there is not much woodland that requitesey. The GPS techniques will be
used to record the extent of the site which intkyretores the survey data and this is then
output as GIS shape files and will be importeddliyeinto a GIS system (ArcMap 9.2).

SMR Site Location:one considerable advantagkthe system is that it is realtime and will
provide an accurate location of the GPS unit at tihee of the survey. As well as
outputting GIS data it will also read GIS data, avilll display GIS mapping on its screen.
This means that the raw digital data from the SMHER will be imported directly into the
hand held instrument, and the instrument will shiova high degree of accuracy when the
unit is on the location of a reported site. Thidl wonsiderably help to find documented
sites and will assist in determining if a reporsitet is of natural origin. Where the location
of the site varies from that defined in the SMR libeation in the dataset will be refined.
In practice, given the accuracy of the OA North GB& will be appropriate for most of
the SMR / HER sites.

Site Description and Assessmettiie key to economy of survey is being able to céenpi
descriptive record for each site in a fast and eteumanner, which can be implemented in
all weather conditions. It is proposed that théadae directly input on site into a Psion
palm computer, which is within a weatherproof cadee data will be incorporated into an
Access 97 compatible database. The data will bdahap daily onto a portable computer
running Access 97. The proposed system has thentdyathat it can be input in adverse
weather conditions, unlike conventional pro-fornfeeets, and saves on the subsequent
transcription of the data into the database; hanavis slightly slower to create the entry
in the field by comparison with a conventional fooma.

The database will include the following mawodgat fields: NTSMR number, survey
reference number, Site Name, NGR, site descriptioomument type, period, condition,
threats management recommendations and photo ref.

The input into the system will be guided bypwforma to ensure uniformity and
consistency of input. Each category of signifieamdll be given high, medium or low
scores in the field. At the post-fieldwork stagsimilar score will be placed on amenity
potential. This can be calculated against its atbiisy, its potential for interpretation, and
its importance as a visual feature in the landscdpese values will be averaged to
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provide an overall grade for the site at the datyesis stage.

Site Interpretation:the size and intricacy of the description willleet the complexity of
the site and will not be limited by any formulaiestrictions. The description will
incorporate a provisional interpretation of the diion and purpose of a site, where
possible, and similarly will provide a provisionaiterpretation of the site's chronology
where possible. At the completion of the field ®yna field assessment will be made by
the Project Manager (Jamie Quartermaine) to retimnarchaeological resource identified
by the survey and to revisit the site interpretatim the basis of the results of the overall
survey.

Photographic Surveya photographic archive will be generated in therse of the field
project, comprising landscape and detailed phofiigraDetailed photographs will be
taken of all sites using a scale bar. All photogsawill be recorded on photographic pro-
forma sheets which will show the subject, orieotatand date. The photography will be
primarily undertaken using a digital camera wilbal the incorporation of a digital image
of specific sites into the Access database formégaired). The use of photography in this
way considerably enhances the usability of a databad greatly assists the analysis of the
landscape. This digital archive will be backed ging archivally stable black and white
35mm format photography which will be maintainedatohival standards.

BOUNDARY SURVEY

In addition to the identification survey itrexjuired that a boundary survey be undertaken for
the valley floors, containing the historic field stsgms. This survey will be undertaken
alongside the identification survey and will exaeimoth those boundaries that are still in
use and those that have been removed and are ewdbnas an earthwork or in some
instances a cropmark. The recording will examirlebalindaries, determining their type,
condition, maximum height, and key features wittiem such as openings, blockings, sheep
creeps. It will examine the build type and chamaered develop a local typology of walling
types to enable categorisation of the boundary forhis will define the basic forms of
construction, such as orthostatic founded walls #rase with multiple rows of through
stones. It will identify sections of repair, andetiorm of the repair. The study will
particularly examine the relationship between eltt®ns of walling to establish relative
dates of construction/repair. Where the walls &eerely decayed then particular attention
will be paid to the terminals of the walls.

Site Location and Mappingthe survey will use a 1:10,000 map base enlarged2000 for
the annotation of the mapping, walls not depictedtese maps will be recorded by means
of differential GPS survey.

Photographic Survey: significant sections of walling, areas of damaged agpical
constructional styles will be photographically reded in monochrome and digital formats.
All photography will be recorded on photograplpio-forma sheets which will show the
subject, orientation, date and location of the pdiom where the photograph is taken.
Photography will be undertaken in black and white36mm film and in digital formats (6.0
megapixel resolution). The use of a digital camailaallow the incorporation of a digital
image of specific sites into the database formedjuired.

Descriptive Recordingthe boundary marker will be recorded either omadgsma or within

a database on a palmtop computer. The descriptteerd will define the principal
characteristics of the boundary markers: form, att@r, height, width, phases of
construction, relationship with other boundarias] aelationship with other archaeological
features. It will record elements built into theundary markers such as the numbers of
through stones and their arrangement, hog holeseatrances. It will record if the wall or
boundary marker is constructed on an earlier boyndisature such as a lynchet or a
collapsed foundation. The data will be collatediah access database linked into the GIS
system and digital ground photographs will be ipcoated, as required.

PROJECT ARCHIVE

Archive: the results of the fieldwork will form the basig a full archive to professional

standards, in accordance with current English Hgeit guidelines (Management of
Archaeological Projects, 2nd edition, 1991). Thejgxt archive represents the collation
and indexing of all the data and material gathahedng the course of the project. This
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archive will be provided in the English Heritagen@e for Archaeology format, both as a
printed document and digitally.

Digital Presentation:the digital data will be collated in a GIS, usiagri's ArcGIS 9. This
powerful system provides full integration with sfiand database packages, and can output
in a variety of formats compatible will all majori& and CAD software packages. In
particular it can output in MapInfo format and iuthCAD DXF and DWG formats
(including compatibility with AutoSketch). The datse will be compiled in Access 97
format, as this provides good backwards and forgvammpatibility with other versions of
the software, and integrates smoothly with ArcGlSD@ta can easily be imported into
Access 97 from a variety of formats, and similazgn be easily exported back into other
formats after

Site Gazetteerthe site descriptions and characterisations inptié field to the site PDA
will be processed and combined with the recordsnftbe NTSMR. Once the digital
gazetteer has been collated and edited, it withltput as an Access Report and then input
directly into a Microsoft Word format. This datdliwihen be formatted and topped and
tailed within word to produce the gazetteer voluorethe survey project.

Photographic Presentationthe primary access database will have fields defirthe
photograph number, type and orientation againstindesidual site. This will then be
output as a database report, in order of photognapfber, showing the site number, NGR,
orientation and photo type. This will then be ottasia word file to form the photographic
catalogue.

In addition, if required, the digital imagesl Wwe directly linked into the Access database to
facilitate the accessing of the images from withie database. The photographs will be linked
to a catalogue proformas showing the details, tatem, negative numbers and date. The
negatives will be deposited with The National Trddte site gazetteer volume will incorporate
high quality prints of digital images.

REPORTING

The report will present, summarise, and imtgrphe results of the programme detailed
above, and will include a full index of archaeoljifeatures identified in the course of

the project. The reports will consist of an ackrnedgements statement, lists of contents,
summary, introduction summarising the brief andexrbdesign and any agreed departures
from them. The report will identify the significamof the archaeological and architectural

evidence and will include the following:

. An historical background of the estate, examintsgrigins and development

. Results of the documentary study outlining thednisal development of the
area.

. Results of the archaeological survey, presentecbmjunction with the survey
mapping

. An interpretative account of the development ofdkeigned landscape from its

inception to the present.

The report will identify areas of archaeoladjiecnportance, and will examine their level of
preservation and fragility. The report will alsclinde a complete bibliography of sources
from which the data has been derived, and a lidugher sources identified during the
programme of work. An appendix gazetteer of sited designed elements which will be
based directly upon the project database.

The report will incorporate appropriate ilhasions, including copies of the site plans,
landscape survey mapping, all reduced to an apiatepscale. The site mapping will be
based upon the GIS and CAD base. The report withdmompanied by photographs and
historic illustrations illustrating the principdeenents of the landscape.

Editing and submission:the report will be subject to the OA North’s sg&mt editing

procedure and then a draft will be submitted to TNeional Trust for consultation.
Following acceptance of the report three bound @me unbound copies of the report will
be submitted. In addition to the paper copies efrégport two digital copies of the report
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and drawings will be submitted. The final drawingdl be in ArcView and/or AutoCAD
2004 formats.

Output: a draft output of all volumes and the report Wil supplied to The National Trust
for consultation. The final output will compriseré¢le bound and unbound paper copies of
the report. Each report will be illustrated by desgon of photographs and maps. Five
digital copies of the database, CAD files, digiphlotographs will also be supplied. The
database will be in Access 97, which is compatitita almost all database systems.

Primary archival material, such as negativestastorical mapping will be supplied to The
National Trust.

CONFIDENTIALITY

The report is designed as a document for pikeific use of the Client, for the particular
purpose as defined in the project brief and prajesign, and should be treated as such; it
is not suitable for publication as an academic rgpy otherwise, without amendment or
revision. Any requirement to revise or reorder thaterial for submission or presentation
to third parties beyond the project brief and pebjdesign, or for any other explicit
purpose, can be fulfilled, but will require separdiscussion and funding.

OTHER MATTERS
ACCESS

It is assumed that OA North will have unres#dl pedestrian access to the study area for
the duration of the survey, and that access wilhégotiated on OA North's behalf by The
National Trust Property Manager.

HEALTH AND SAFETY

Full regard will, of course, be given to alnstraints (services) during the survey, as well
as to all Health and Safety considerations. The N\iIoAth Health and Safety Statement
conforms to all the provisions of the SCAUM (StargliConference of Unit Managers)
Health and Safety manual, as well as the OA Healtd Safety Statement. Risk
assessments are undertaken as a matter of coursd fuojects, and will anticipate the
potential hazards arising from the project.

INSURANCE

The insurance in respect of claims for persiofary to or the death of any person under a
contract of service with the Unit and arising ire tbourse of such person's employment
shall comply with the employers' liability (Compaty Insurance) Act 1969 and any
statutory orders made there under. For all otreemd to cover the liability of OA North in
respect of personal injury or damage to propertynégligence of OA North or any of its
employees there applies the insurance cover of bdrany one occurrence or series of
occurrences arising out of one event.

WORKING HOURS

Survey works will be undertaken on the basia five day week, within daylight hours
only.

PROJECT M ONITORING

Monitoring meetings will be established withel National Trust at the outset of the
project. It is anticipated that these will involagoreliminary meeting at the commencement
of the project and progress meetings during tHe\iierk.

OA North will inform the client of all signifant developments, and any potential
departures from the agreed programme will be dsmiand agreed with them prior to
implementation.

WORK TIMETABLE

The phases of work will comprise:
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Desk Top Study

A 13 day period is required to collate all the #adale data.
Field Survey

29 days will be required for the field survey

Archive and Reporting

10 days would be required to complete this element.
Archive and Reporting

30 days would be required to complete this element.

The project is scheduled to start in April titke advantage of low bracken ground
conditions.

OUTLINE RESOURCES
STAFFING

The project will be under the managemenfiarhie Quartermaine BA DipSurv (OA
North Project Manager) to whom all correspondermauikl be addressed. He will monitor
the progress of the project ensuring adherenc# égieed programmes and timetables. He
will also provide technical back-up, advice, andlvhiave editorial control over the
compilation of the full report. He has many yeapgerience of surveying upland
landscapes, particularly in the Lake District andrRghire Dales National Parks. Jamie
will provide a post-survey assessment of the resint conjunction with the project
director. Jamie is a pilot and flies from SuttomBaon the edge of the North York Moors.
He has considerable experience of aerial photograpidl is proposing to produce new
aerial photography for the sites in advance ofsinevey, but the costs for this will not be
me t by the project.

The field survey will be led biyeter SchofieldBA who has considerable experience of
field survey work, including prehistoric landscapesd has undertaken considerable
survey work throughout Cumbria and was a team leadehe recent major survey of the
Northern Welsh Uplands. He undertook the recenvesis for The National Trust at
Ennerdale in West Cumbria, and also at St Catheriéndermere.
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APPENDIX 3
PLACE-NAME EVIDENCE

NTRODUCTION

The list of place-names examined during the desletbgphase of this survey is not
entirely comprehensive, but does represent a signif sample of the place-names
within the survey area. The place-names apply to broad groupings of features
differentiated by whether they relate to individoan-made structures or to topographic
features or larger settlements.

The man-made features include field names, bridmes, and names of buildings.
Field names are often a good indication of the iguaf the land or the use to which it
has been put. The major sources of reference haea khe tithe schedules from
Brackenthwaite (1844), Buttermere (1844), and Loveer (1839), along with some
documentary references. Bridge and building namayg be less informative as they
often adopt the names of nearby or associatedrésatu

Place-names under the broad ‘topographic’ headinlyide mountains, rivers, and also
settlements. At this level there is a majority afhmes with Scandinavian origins, with
much fewer names having alternative sources, mamhich are Old English. The Old

English names may represent the remnant of the &dglish nomenclature that was in
use before the subsequent influx of Norse seters their associated terminologies.
The Scandinavians may also have given names torésathat had not been previously
named, as a result of settling in previously unpéadi areas. This means that the
incoming Norse terminology may have both superseeeidting place-names and
increased the overall number of new place-names.

Place-names have played a significant role in gidive interpretation of the historical
landscape. They have given indications of past lasd and ownership and are
frequently the only remaining evidence for a feattivat has subsequently disappeared.
The place-name evidence within this appendix isnarily derived fromThe Place-
names of Cumberlan@rmstronget al 1950) and English Field Names (Field 1989).

PLACE -NAMES FOUND IN BUTTERMERE
Topographical Names:
Brackenslack- Old Norseslakki(shallow valley) and Middle English bracken.

Buttermergreynes -Old Norsegrein, meaning fork of a small valley adjoining a larger
one.

Carling Knott - possibly from the Old Norskerling, meaning old woman, armhottg
meaning rocky summit.

Cinderdale - an apparent reference to local iron processutigity.
Dale - Old English meaning valley.
Dodd - Middle English meaning rounded hill.

Dub - Dark or muddy pool.
Garth - Old Norsegarth, meaning enclosure.
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Gatesgarth - could mean ‘the pass of the goats’, from Old IEhgyat (goat) and Old
Norse skard (mountain pass), or ‘the enclosure by the roagmf Old Englishgate
(road) and Old Norsgarth (enclosure).

Hause - Old Norsehals literally meaning 'neck’, hence it is used to giga narrow
path, a narrow connecting ridge, or a narrow eggdn a valley. Buttermere Hause was
formerly Ravenerhals, meaning raven shieling pfies) the Old Norsérafn (raven),
erg (pasture), antals (neck).

Holme - Old Norse meaning an isolated piece of landef@mple a piece of land lying
between two becks.

How - Old Norsehaugror Old Englishhoh meaning hill.

Honister - possible interpretation based on Norwegian pten@e Hunastad or 'Hunis
place'. The final element could baetr, which is Old Norse for a shieling or Old Norse
stathir, meaning place.

Knott - Old Norsecnottg meaning rocky hill or summit.

Lanthwaite - Old Englishlangr and Old Norse¢hveit meaning 'long clearing'.
Ling - Heather/Bracken covered.

Mosedale- Old Englishmosi or Old Norsemos meaning moss or peat bog.
Rigg - Old Englishhrycgand Old Norséaryggr, meaning ridge.

Swinside- from the Old English refering to an area of grgzing.
Scales—Old Norseskali, meaning shieling

Settlement:

Brackenthwaite - Middle English bracken and Old Norsleveit meaning 'bracken
clearing’, probably associated with thatching mal®r

Buttermere - Old Englishbuter (rich pasture) anthere(pool.)

Loweswater - named after the lake, which derives fr@itd Norse faufsaer meaning
leafy lake.

Water, Bridges, and Buildings:

Black Beck - refering to a dark stream

Buttermere - Old Englishbuter (rich pasture) anthere(pool.)
Cocker - British cucraz, meaning crooked river.

Comb Beck- unknown

Crummock Water - British crumbacg meaning crooked, possibly derived from Cocker
river name.

Hag Sike - Old Englishsic, meaning small stream, with ‘hag’ denoting a waodl
division.

High Liza Bridge - see Liza Beck

Kirk - Old Norsekirkja, meaning church.
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Liza Beck - deriving from a Scandinavian personal name, ipbssassociated with a
mythological character.

Loweswater- Old Norse faufsaer meaning leafy lake.

Maggie’s Bridge - possibly associated with a personal name.

Park Bridge - possibly in reference to the medieval deer patkoweswater Pele.
Red Gill - refering to a red stream.

Ruddy Beck -refering to a red stream.

Scalehill Bridge - from proximity to Scalehill, which is deriveson Old Norseskali,
meaning shieling.

Sourmilk Gill - probably a fairly modern name, refering to thateness of the foam.
Stock Bridge - relating to agricultural use.

Field-names:

Ash: occurs to the south-west of Nether How as ‘Ash Deahel could refer to industrial
activities, such as charcoal production or metatessing.

Bones, Bonus, Boness, Bonesssall found to the east of High Park and possibly
referring to the use of bone manure, which was f@ised the eighteenth century (Field
1989, 24), or from the Old Englidhoga andnaes or Old Norsebogi and nes each
meaning ‘rounded or bow-shaped headland’, whichresponds well with the local
topography.

Car - Old Norsekiarr, meaning marsh.

Drigraw - possibly from Old Norsdregi, meaning portage.
Fletcher - from a personal name or relating to arrow-makmage.
Ing - Old Norseeng meaning pasture or grassland.

Lamplugh - Britishlanda meaning enclosure.

Leys - Old Englishlaes meaning pasture.

Parrock - Old Englishpearrog meaning fenced enclosure. Became altered byctliele
produce the word ‘paddock’.

Scallow Hill and Howe Old Norseskalli (bald) anchaugr (hill).
Star Field — possibly from Old Norsstorr, meaning sedge.
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APPENDIX 4
STATUTORY DESIGNATIONS

This list only provides information on sites in Bartmere that lie within the study area
defined in this report.

SCHEDULED M ONUMENTS

Scheduled Monuments receive statutory protectiomfany form of disturbance. Any
work that may have an impact upon a Scheduled Memtnor the setting or curtilage
of the monument, requires written consent from EshgHeritage prior to the start of
work. It is National Trust policy that submitting application for Scheduled Monument
Consent should only be undertaken by The NationastTArchaeologist.

Site Name SM Number Period NTSMR
Number

Round cairn at Carling Knott 27655 Neolithic to Brenge 29097
Round cairn at Carling Knott 27654 Neolithic to Brenge 29098
Loweswater Pele 27674 Iron Age to medieval 20464
Enclosed settlement at Lanthwajte 20389 Bronze Age to Romano-British 20389
Green
Settlement at Scales 27674 Prehistoric to medieval 8203
Enclosed settlement near Lambling 27670 Iron Age to Romano-British 20381
Knott
Round cairn at Grassmoor Summi 27656 Neolithic tor2e Age 20393

Table 1: summary of information held on the NTSMR relatitg all Scheduled
Monuments within the present study area.

LISTED BUILDINGS

Any work that might affect a Listed Building woulekquire consultation with the
property Curator. Listed Building Consent couldnthge obtained through the Local
Planning Authority or English Heritage, dependingpu the grade of the listing. The
settings of the Listed Buildings also be subjedttiutory protection, and further advice
on this can be given by the Curator. The statufmptection includes the inside and
outside of the building and the associated curilag

Site Name NGR Status Period NTSMR
Number
High Nook NY12862052 Grade Il Listed| Post-medieval - 1540 AD tp26222
Farmhouse Building No 1900
72707
Craghouse Farm NY17381719 Grade Il Listed Post-metievd540 AD to| 26362
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and Adjoining Barn Building No | 1900
72164

Table 2: summary of Listed Buildings owned by The Natiomalst, from information
held by English Heritage and The National Trustaegl office.

Site Name NGR Status Period NTSMR
Number
Miresyke NY12222250 Grade Il Listed| Post-medieval - 1540 AD tp29789
Farmhouse and Building No 1900
barn adjoining 72696
Miresyke barn NY12202250 Grade Il ListedPost-medieval - 1540 AD tp29790
Building No 1900
72697
Crabtreebeck and | NY13052156 Grade Il Listed| Post-medieval - 1540 AD tp29791
stables adjoining Building No 1900
72698
Picket How and NY15542200 Grade Il Listed Post-medieval - 1540 AD tp29794
former byre Building No 1900
72160
Low Hollins NY15852273 Grade |l Listed Post-medieval - 1540 AD tp29793
Building No 1900
72158
High Hollins NY15932273 Grade Il Listed Post-medieval - 1540 AD tp29792
Building No 1900
72157
Church of St NY17601702 Grade Il Listed Post-medieval - 1540 AD tp29483
James, Buttermere Building No 1900
72162
Croft Farmhouse NY17471693 Grade Il ListedPost-medieval - 1540 AD tp29787
Building No 1900
72163

Table3: summary of Listed Buildings standing within lamalvenanted by The National
Trust, from information held by English Heritagedaiihe National Trust regional
office.

Site Name NGR Status Period NTSMR
Number
Bowderbeck NY17861668 Grade |l ListedPost-medieval - 1540 AD tp29788
Building No 1900
72696

Table 4 summary of privately-owned Listed Buildings starglwithin land owned by
The National Trust, from information held by Englisleritage and The National Trust
regional office.
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HISTORIC PARKS AND GARDENS
There are no such designations inside the study are

CONSERVATION AREAS
There are no such designations inside the study are
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APPENDIX 5
EVENT RECORD ASSOCIATED WITH THE LANDHOLDINGS OF
THE NATIONAL TRUST

This record of events associated with the landhgksliof The National Trust in and
around Buttermere has been taken from Alnehaeological Atlas for Buttermere and
Loweswater, Cumbrig’National Trust 2005).

1936-7 - Properties in Buttermere bought by The NationakThy subscription.
1943 - Hobcarton Crag given to The National Trust by Fdenf the Lake District.

1951 - Properties in Buttermere bought by The NationalsTrwith Lake District
Funds.

1960- Properties in Buttermere bought by The Natiohaist with Lake District
Funds.

1970 - Properties in Buttermere bought by The NationalsTrwith Lake District
Funds.

1977 - High Nook Farm given to The National Trust by LdBestrict Farm Estates
Ltd.

1980 - Rannerdale Farm, Crummock, bought by The Nationalstl with Lake
District Funds.

1982 - Land at Peel Place, Crummock, bought by The Naltidmast with a
Countryside Commission grant and Lake District Faund

1985 - Watergate farm bought by The National Trust withuanber of bequests.

1985a- Vernacular building surveys of Cornhow Cottagétag House Farm,
Lanthwaite Cottage and Rannerdale Farm undertakdiné National Trust.

1986-  Vernacular building survey of High Nook Farm aMlatergate Farm
undertaken by The National Trust.

1987 - Crag House Farm bought by The National Trust wiggiBnal funds and
donations.

1990 - Wilkinsyke Farm bought by The National Trust with@amber of bequests.

1993 - Woodhouse bought by The National Trust with bequesid a Countryside
Commission grant.

1995 - Brief walkover survey and archaeological assessroketdnd at Loweswater
undertaken by The National Trust.

For the use of The National Trust © OA North: February 2009



154 Buttermere, Cumbria: Historic Landscape Survey:Wwioé 1

1995a - Folder’'s wood was bequeathed to The National Toys¥r. R. Folder.

1996 - Land at Whiteoak and High Park acquired by The dveti Trust though a
number of bequests, Lake District Funds and a Qgside Commission
Grant.

1999 - Historic Landscape survey of the enclosed settl¢raeranthwaite Green,
undertaken by The National Trust.

2001 - Watching brief carried out on the excavation ofatew pipe trench (OA North
2002)

2003- Walkover survey and archaeological assessmehtigii Nook Farm for the
Whole Farm Plan process (Lund 2003).

2003a - Resistivity survey of a circular earthwork featuaé High Nook Farm,
Loweswater undertaken by volunteers from Matterdatthaeology Society.
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Figure 5: Key Prehistoric Sites
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Figure 6: Lanthwaite Green Prehistoric settlement sites
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Figure 8: Key Medieval Sites (South)
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Figure 9: Key Medieval Sites (North)
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Figure 11: Post-Medieval woodland and possible associated sites
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Figure 12: Phasing of enclosure within Buttermere (South)
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Figure 13: Phasing of enclosure within Buttermere (North)
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Figure 14: Post-Medieval Sites
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Figure 15: Post-Medieval agricultural sites (South)
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Figure 16: Post-Medieval agricultural sites (North)
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Figure 17: Post-Medieval industrial sites (South)
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Figure 18: Post-Medieval industrial sites (North)



O 0 A Lead Mine
- ® Metal Industry site
Shaft
) Adit
®  Trial Mine
Wheel Pit
']’-T &5 Study Area

29172

Whiteoak
29176 Lead Mine 29189

20173 / 20177 245i’:1-6 \u

- evels (7

29 A /

mosfe CITN A (disused) ¢/
\05' \...,_ I ~ 27598

e

29%9?‘

29191

— " 1 29182 | 5
29178 Lgv s .
29179(.\5..('.; . \ \,,I’T’ o i g

Levels /~
1tis (dis)/ #ee

'- {
20180 \\‘lll‘ff.' \ T (
] Jo !} Ty,
Shaf / !
20184 ANV e, (‘7
f
{T,r , 291934""5}. Level /
HYCE)) (dis) ;
\\\'ullrf!-'! . \H]’_Tff ’! \\".‘.l.ltfa'r
" f
D190 Pl Sheepfold /
Cig -
T 1) &7
vy r \\WTF;Q@” \"F]T"f
/ /
L350 i
AI5A TE  §  AR
T e AV, . { \\_"|’Tf !
3130 \“l‘k"l’f!: "
| i
N
Based on the Ordnance Survey 1:10000 ’ 0 50 100
with the permission of the controller of HMSO @ |
©C C igh
Llcenss number- AL 100005569 oxford Metres

Figure 19: Detail of Whiteoak Lead Mine
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Figure 20: Detail of Loweswater Lead Mine



Plate 2: A second round barrow (NTSMR 29634) atthstern shore of Loweswater



Plate 3: One of two groups of cup-mark rock art VIR 29669)
found on a crag to the south-east of Crag Houses

Plate 4: A panel of cup and ring rock art (NTSMRL.26)
located close to the northern bank of Mill Beck



Plate 5: Part of a panel of cup-mark rock arhmeast of Low Park (NTSMR 29137)

L~

Plate 6: An enclosed settlement of possible Iroe AgRomano-British date
at Lanthwaite Green (NTSMR 20389)



Plate 7: An enclosed settlement of possible Iroe AgRomano-British date
at High Nook Farm (NTSMR 27581)
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Plate 8



Plate 9: An enclosed settlement of possible Iroe AgRomano-British date
at Rannerdale (NTSMR 29273)

Plate 10: The natural promontory that may have lheeified with ramparts (NTSMR 29400,
NTSMR 29402, NTSMR 29403) during the Iron Age omkRmo-British periods
and is the purported location of a pele tower (NTFS20464)



Plate 11: The inner and outer ramparts (NTSMR 29B0GBMR 29402)
of probable Iron-Age date at Loweswater Pele
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Plate 12:The medieval extents of the Copeland lyaf@finchester 1987, 21).
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Plate 13: The high quality agricultural lands o ttelta flats
between Crummock Water and Buttermere

Plate 14: The Buttermere dalehead, where the maidi@ccary
of Gatesgarth was established



Plate 15: Earthworks associated with the desertsgieval
settlement at Rannerdale (NTSMR 24355)



Hobcarton ;
125251, 770m) &

BRACKENTHWAITE

: BRAITHWAITE

s & COLEDALE

N JONRDUYD

431VM

: ’ & 177210, 500m,

ROGERSETT

" L] Cuslomary tenement, described 1578
5 A Free lenament, fozotfed bul not descrided,1S7Y
N : Dale Head
b \BUTTERMERE Af247381., 754m) m—— reconstructed
Sz, ™ L o e e e - Boundary belweqn form group { uncertain
e, \ 3K i P feccitacies conjecturat
Seag % R B Linked farm namas [0S.]
., ‘~-.._\ _." esesssceses Township boundary [0.5.
: ~ 3
& \ 3 fon:ss
Y T g ¥ Land outside form group organisation:
% H : Peat Moss,
[aT.ocres] L 4

t
100 gttty !\ Sharad Pasture Closa.
FOY

\ R I
3 ; " Birknazg: in Bultermars townehip {0.5.) \\\ Othar
0 xm. ! 2 3 ',_ e but in Loweswater monar 1613 N\
} Milas . T . L 1 o {= === boundary of Lowsswaglar monor
0 ) 1 2 cridad in 1 3 NI
HeRay fo 318 eouet rols £ - No defoils of tenurial polterns.
asLw . l § I

Plate 16: The extent of enclosure within Butternx=t&78
as projected by Winchester (1978, 338)



Plate 17: The burnt mound to the west of Crag HENFSMR 29489)

Plate 18: The round cairn at Grasmoor summit (NTSNR93),
overlain by a walkers’ shelter
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Plate 19: The extent of enclosure in the vicinitattermere lake 1578 (Winchester 1978)
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Plate 21: The curving bank of the possible medienalosure (NTSMR 29282)
at the Rannerdale dalehead
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Plate 22: Five sheep shelters clustered on thesexjiellside to the north of Hope Beck

Plate 23: Accumulations of clearance stone (NTSMRI121) from a field containing broad ridge
and furrow (NTSMR 29419) suggestive of medievatication



Plate 24: The remains of a probable abandoned nedamstead (NTSMR 29513)
near to Low Hollins

Plate 25: The extensive quarried edge at Doddsthbreguarry (NTSMR 29250)



Plate 26: The infilled shaft (NTSMR 2918#)Whiteoak lead mine
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Plate 27: Map of Cumbe
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Plate 29: The level agricultural lands at the nemihend of the study area, which appear to
have constituted a core of permanent disperse@mmetit from the early medieval period



Plate 30: The nineteenth century cottage at WoadsBlNTSMR 20627)



Plate 31: Plan of the Gatesgarth estate afteruhghpse of the land
by John Marshall in 1815-16




Plate 33:A painting of Crummock Water and Butterengy William Green from 1810



Plate 34: A charcoal pitstead (NTSMR 29498) at Rettow



