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SUMMARY

United Utilities proposed the installation of akimain pipeline through agricultural
land and roads to the north-east of Winwick, in €t (NGR SJ 61951 94737:
central point). The landscape in the vicinity o froposed pipeline is rich in terms of
significant sites of archaeological interest, witlmerous burial mounds having been
identified. One of these barrows (S@#), or tumuli, lies in the immediate vicinity of
the proposed pipeline. As a result of the poteritielnegative impacts upon heritage
assets of archaeological interest during the wadsociated with the pipeline, the
development control archaeologist at Cheshire Asolmgy Planning Advisory
Services (CAPAS) advised that a programme of aaibgeal work should be
undertaken. Consequently, United Utilities requesdeford Archaeology North (OA
North) undertake a rapid desk-based assessmeriteointmediate environs of the
proposed pipeline to identify any heritage constsai

The historic research enabled the compilation ofgazetteer of 20 sites of
archaeological interest, with seven having beenorded within the historic
environment records of Cheshire, Merseyside, amehtér Manchester. Of these sites,
14 are likely to lie within the vicinity of the pposed pipeline and associated
easement. These are Kenyon Hall tumulus (&l)¢ Golborne Mill (Site02), field
boundaries west of Rough Farm (S@8), Winwick township boundary (Sité8),
Houghton township boundary (Si®), Southworth township boundary (Sii®),
Newton township boundary (SitEl), Kenyon township boundary (Sit2), Lower
Pit Field (Sitel5), Stone Pit Field (Sit&6), circular cropmarks (Sit&7), sub-ovoid
cropmarks (Sitel8), Barrow Field (Sitel9), and Barrow Lane (Sit@0). Intrusive
ground works associated with the proposed pipginesent the potential for negative
impacts upon these sites, in the form of damage desdruction to the physical
remains.

In addition to these sites, the proposed pipelmge crosses areas with the potential
for previously unidentified remains of archaeol@agimterest. This includes a strong
likelihood of sub-surface remains of Bronze Ageidunmounds and the possibility of

associated settlement sites. A large palaeochannslacross the centre of the study
area, to the west of Kenyon Hall farm, and the e end of the study area lies at
the eastern side of Highfield Moss. These featuakispugh of natural origin, present

the potential for preserved artefacts of archaecébgnterest, and for preserved plant
remains and environmental evidence that might eatei our understanding of the
development and changes of land use within theysiueh.

Recommendations for further archaeological worksmitigate the impact of the
proposed pipeline comprise a Level 1 walkover sgrvopographic survey,

geophysical survey, archaeological strip and recamdd a watching brief.

Consultation should also be undertaken with theligimdgHeritage scientific advisor
regarding the potential impact of the ground waskspalaeoenvironmental remains,
and this may result in recommendations for envirental coring or similar

investigations.
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1. INTRODUCTION
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1.2.2

CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE PROJECT

United Utilities proposed the installation of akimain pipeline on agricultural
land and roads to the north-east of Winwick, in €he (SJ 61951 94737:
central point). The pipeline measumékm (Fig 1).

The landscape in the vicinity of the proposed pigelis rich in terms of
significant sites of archaeological interest, withmerous burial mounds
having been identified. One of these barrows (8ife or tumuli, lies in the
immediate vicinity of the proposed pipeline. Asesult of the potential for
negative impacts upon heritage assets of archaealomterest during the
works associated with the pipeline, the developnoemtrol archaeologist at
Cheshire Archaeology Planning Advisory Services P@&) advised that a
programme of archaeological work should be undertakConsequently,
United Utilities requested Oxford Archaeology No(@A North) to undertake
a rapid desk-based assessment of the immediateorsvof the proposed
pipeline.

TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The route of the proposed pipeline runs alang through, a combination of
pre-existing roads and agricultural fields (Figardd 2; Plate 1). The route
occupies an undulating plateau at the eastern efdtie Sankey River valley
between approximately 30m and 40m (aOD) and runghiveestwards

towards the southern suburbs of Golborne. The aeptrtion of the route

crosses three distinctive parallel ridges of higirund at 35m (aOD), which
run approximately north-west/south-east, with theutlsernmost being

occupied by the M6 motorway.

The local solid geological deposits comprise theesiér Pebble Beds
Formation of gravelly sandstone (British GeologiSakiety 2013). These are
overlain by drift deposits of diamicton glacial.tiin the southern part of the
study area, with clay, silt, sand, and gravel mnbrthern portionil§id).
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Plate 1: A general aerial view of the landscapeugh which the pipeline runs
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2. METHODOLOGY

21

2.1.1

2.2
221

2.3
231

HI1STORIC RESEARCH

A study area that encompassed 100m either sideegbroposed pipeline was
used for the desk-based research (Fig 2). The epuwansulted included the
Cheshire Historic Environment Record (CHER), at Almnehaeology Planning
Advisory Service from Cheshire Shared ServicesaterdManchester Historic
Environment Record (GMHER), held by the Greater =&heaster
Archaeological Unit, the Merseyside Historic Envinment Record (MHER),
held by Liverpool Museums. The HER is an extensiatabase of all known
sites of archaeological interest within each reSpeccounty. Historic
mapping and published and unpublished materiale @0 examined at the
Lancashire Record Office (LRO), in Preston, St Heléocal History and
Archives Service, and the OA North library. The soanised results of the
historic research were collated into a gazetteersitds Gection 4 The
methodology conformed to thetandards and Guidance for Archaeological
Desk-Based Assessmerampiled by the Institute for Archaeologists (IfA
2012). The sources consulted included:

SITE INSPECTION

A preliminary inspection of the area defirlsdthe proposed pipeline route
was undertaken from publically accessible aregsdwide familiarity with the
terrain and current state of land use. A detailechaeological walkover
survey was beyond the scope of this assessment.

ARCHIVE

The Arts and Humanities Data Service (AHDS8)ne@ databas©nline Access

to index of Archaeological Investigatio®ASIS) will be completed as part
of the archiving phase of the project. Copies @f tbport will be sent to the
County Record Offices for each of the counties dieshire, Greater

Manchester and Merseyside.
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3. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

3.1 INTRODUCTION

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

context.
Period Date Range
Palaeolithic 30,000 — 10,000 BC
Mesolithic 10,000 - 3,800 BC
Neolithic 4000 — 2,500 BC
Bronze Age 2,500 - 700 BC
Iron Age 700 BC — AD 43
Romano-British AD 43 — AD 410

Early Medieval AD 410 — AD 1066

Late Medieval

AD 1066 — AD 1540

Post-medieval

AD 1540e-1750

Industrial Period

CAD1750-1901

Modern Post-1901

Table 1: Summary of British archaeological periadd date ranges
3.2  THEPREHISTORIC PERIODS

3.2.1 Mesolithic: the Mesolithic was the latest cultural epoch int&n during
which people employed a subsistence strategy basedly upon hunting,
gathering, and fishing. There is substantial evigefor Mesolithic activity
across Lancashire, consisting primarily of flinaers and pollen studies, and
concentrations of worked flints have been founthm Winwick area (Cowell
2000, 167). A scatter of Mesolithic flint was diseoed at Southworth Hall
Farm, 1km to the east of the study area, in 1998Id&tt et al 1993, 11).
Several undated features in the proximity of thettec may have been related
(ibid). However, no finds of Mesolithic date are curherknown from the
study area.

3.2.2 Neolithic: following the introduction of farming to the Bst Isles, from
around 4000 BC, the Neolithic period saw the begmrof the widespread
construction of monumental architecture, althougiv such sites have been
identified within Lancashire and CheshiseéMiddleton 1996, 41; Hodgson
and Brennand 2006, 38-40). Much settlement durimg period appears to
have been concentrated in the lowlands (Middlet@®6]1 41), although there
is little evidence for such occupation in the sou#ncashire and northern
Cheshire ¢ee Hodgson and Brennand 2006, 38-40). There is, howeve
evidence for possible hunting and gathering dutimg Neolithic period in
Formby, where footprints of humans and animals Hasen found, and the
preserved remains of a possible wooden trackway vi@rd on Hightown
beach ¢p cit 34). However, both of these areas are on the wess$t, a
considerable distance to the north-west of theystmda.
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3.2.3 A flint dagger of possible Neolithic date (@3l and Philpott 1994, 10-11)
and a Neolithic stone celt (Garstang 1906) werendomear Newton-le-
Willows. The celt was particularly large, measuriagproximately 0.5m in
length (bid). Significant Neolithic or Bronze Age activity wadentified at
Southworth Hall Farm, where pottery was discovereda possible ditch
(Philpott et al 1993, 11). No Neolithic sites have been identifi@thin the
study area.

3.2.4 Bronze Age:the beginning of the Bronze Age in Britain, definmdinly by
the introduction of the use of copper, developeatigally out of the preceding
Neolithic during the mid third millennium BC (ParkBearson 2000, 13). The
tradition of monumental architecture continued itite Bronze Age, with new
ritual and religious traditions developing that weassociated with new
monument typesseéeHodgson and Brennand 2006, 41-5). The Early Bronze
Age evidence from Cheshire and Greater Manchestwminated by funerary
monuments, and a group of five barrows is situatedind Winwick 6p cit,
42-3). Two of these barrows produced evidence fal#r culture and a flint
dagger of Beaker type was also found in this aileid)( These barrows are
situated on a ridge, which is an important topobiegd feature in the locality,
and overlooks one of the few fording points acribesRiver Mersey between
Runcorn and Manchester (Hall al 1995, 103). This may have contributed to
this area becoming a focus for such activity dutimig period. An axe and
bronze ring have been recovered to the south ddttidy area and, although it
has been suggested that the finds were recoveoed dr tumulus (Harrison
1896, 25) this has not been confirmed. A barrovestigated within the study
area at Kenyon Hall (Sitel) during the nineteenth century, which has been
suggested to have been destroyed (CHER 588), peddunains of pottery
vessels and a fragment of a bronze brooch. Thigpgob barrows provides one
of the greatest concentrations of such sites inMResey Basin, and implies
that this area of the river valley was of some igicgmce (Cowell and Innes
1994, 175).

3.2.5 The possibility exists that additional, poaisly unidentified, sites of similar
type exist within the study area. Indeed, the fiettme ‘Barrow Field’ (Site
19) was recorded in association with a plot on thevfda in Makerfield tithe
map of 1839 (DRB 1/56), which suggest that a burniaund may have been
situated within or close to this plot. Barrow Laf&ite 20) also lies partially
within the central portion of the study area. Thpseallel low undulating
ridges run approximately north-east/south-westsctbe central and southern
part of the study area. Each of these ridges appwabe associated with
evidence of barrows, with the barrow at Kenyon HgHrm (Site 01)
occupying the northernmost, Barrow Lane occupyimg middle ridge, and
Barrow Field occupying the southern ridge (Platesndl 2). This appears to
suggest that, in addition to the general suitaboit the raised plateau for the
siting of burial mounds, that these localised r&lgeay have been targeted
specifically.
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Plate 2: A view from the low ridge that Barrow Lamerupies, looking north-east
towards the low ridge at Kenyon Hall Farm and ikmg land beyond

Plate 3: A view from the low ridge that Barrow Laoexupies, looking south-west
towards the low ridge in the vicinity of Oven Bdearm

3.2.6 The precise location of a barrow recordethiwithe north-west of Southworth
township in 1911 (Farrer and Brownbill 1911, 166i8unclear. Cultivation

For the use of United Utilities © OA North: Junel®0
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has occurred within the area, which could have eceduhe height of such
earthworks and, in some cases, might have remdived@es above ground of
such monuments. Portions of the A579 have also wween considerable time
to form slight hollow ways and might also have ealidamage to the remains
of such burial mounds along the route of the pipeliThere is, however,
potential for the survival of sub-surface remaissaziated with such sites. A
series of circular cropmarks (Sit&7) identified from current aerial
photographs are of uncertain character and datd, @uld represent
subsurface remains of ditches surrounding prehgstburial mounds or
houses.

3.2.7 Although Early Bronze Age occupation in thertN West appears to have
been associated with a degree of mobility, withlegtfarmsteads probably
being a relatively small component of the landscapere intensive land use
appears to have occurred during the Late Bronze(&gevell 2000, 170). Parr
Moss, approximately 6km to the west of the studgaarprovided pollen
evidence of woodland clearance during the EarlynBeoAge, with slightly
increased clearance during the Late Bronze Age/Hah Age in association
with cereal farmingibid; Cowell and Innes 1994, 173-7). This demonstrates
agricultural activity in the wider region duringighperiod and metalwork of
Late Bronze Age date has been found to the nortihektudy area (Cowell
2000, 170). Few settlement sites dating to the Batenze Age have been
identified in southern Lancashire and northern Ghieswith the exception of
early phases of defended hilltop enclosures, sgcBeeston Castle, to the
south of the Mersey. However, it is possible thame known lowland
enclosed sites of Iron Age date may have had ariigirthe Bronze Age and a
wooden plinth radio-carbon dated to 1000-800 cal (BZ20+50 BP; Beta -
117717) was found at a double-ditched enclosur®rabk House Farm,
approximately 15km to the wesbid, 170-1). A possible conjoined double
enclosure (Sitd8) to the north-west of Kenyon Hall Farm could resgnet an
agricultural or settlement site of prehistoric d&ecircular feature was visible
within the southernmost of these enclosures, wimhld represent the ring
ditch of a roundhouse or burial mound.

3.2.8 The deliberate deposition of artefacts inlamets in Lancashire, during both
the Neolithic and Bronze Age, is strongly suggedtgdfinds distributions
favouring such environmentsed Barrowclough 2008, 150-75; Middleton
1996, 38; 45), and this might also explain the tiocasome of the Cheshire
wetland finds (Leatet al 1997, 151). Such practices of wetland deposition
were not restricted to northern England and weré gfaa phenomenon that
occurred throughout Britain and Ireland (Middlett®96, 45; Waddell 2000,
47). The deposition of such valuable deposits mightunderstood in many
ways, from the survival of non-organic remains tvauld have accompanied
water-based body disposals, to sacrifices interideappease or honour the
gods, or the disposal of wealth in order to elevht status of the person
responsible for the deposition (Parker Pearson ,2000). The northern part of
the study area lies adjacent to the remnants dfifidéigl Moss and there may
be potential for the discovery of artefacts demasiwithin former watery
contexts and for other forms of activity on theaadint higher ground.
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3.2.9

Iron Age: the Iron Age is notoriously underrepresented in thNowest
England (Hodgson and Brennand 2006, 51; Haselgi®86, 61). This is
probably influenced as much by the poor survivaiaiterial of this date, the
lack of a temporally distinct material culture, athed inherent difficulty of
recognising potentially subtle regional site-typ@todgson and Brennand
2006, 53; Cowell 2005, 75; Haselgrove 1996, 64if asby the often-quoted
suggestion of a low population density (Haselgrb986, 64). Several types of
Iron Age lowland settlement have been identifiethimi North West England,
including enclosed settlements with the provisidnlasge-scale curvilinear
double ditches, such as those at Brook House RarWerseyside, to the west
of the study area, and at Great Woolden Hall, irthesn Cheshire (Cowell
2005, 75; Cowell 2000, 172-4).

3.2.10 The most numerous form of settlement idiedtifvithin the Mersey basin is

that of the single-ditched rectilinear enclosurdiioch has been conspicuous
during aerial photographic surveys (Phillpot 200@3-4). Indeed, three
curvilinear enclosures have been identified withBkm to the south of the
study area. Although many such sites are generlysidered to be of
Romano-British dateilfid; Cowell 2000, 173), the paucity of material cudtur
associated with the Iron Age in the region, in cangon with the occurrence
of Romano-British artefacts, means that cautionukhde exercised when
dating rural sites (Hodgson and Brennand 2006P5&pott 2006, 73-4).

3.2.11 A series of circular cropmarks identifiednfr aerial photographs (Si1€) has

the potential to represent features of Iron Age dahe features measure up to
approximately 10m in diameter, which would be cst&sit with ring ditches
associated with prehistoric or Romano-British rdumgses. Two possible
conjoined sub-ovoid enclosures (Sit8) visible as cropmarks on aerial
photographs lie to the north-west of Kenyon Haltnraand could represent
settlement or agricultural activity during the Irége. A possible ring ditch
lay within the southernmost enclosure.

3.2.12 The topographic location of the study acéase to the wetlands of Highfield

3.3
3.3.1

Moss and crossing a palaeochannel to the west ofydte Hall Farm, is

relevant when discussing the potential for remahdron Age date in the

region. Human remains have been found in boglamds peat mosses at
Lindow Moss, Pilling Moss, Red Moss, Bolton, and Mley in the north-west
of England (Turner and Briggs 1986, 148-9; Haseigrb996, 70). Not only

do peat deposits aid the preservation of orgamtanes, but wetland places
appear to have been venerated in the Iron Agehes ltad been in earlier
prehistoric periods, making boglands and mosseal fpaints for the ritual

deposition of both artefacts (Ross 1996, 465) andan bodies (Ross 2004,
82-3). Although the body at Lindow Moss in Gred#tamnchester was of early
Romano-British date, it appears to represent thairmaity of indigenous

British practices.

THE HiSTORIC PERIODS

Romano-British: within a relatively undeveloped area of approxiehat
30knt, 15km to the west of the study area, in the vigimif Tarbock, 14
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3.3.2

3.3.3

3.3.4

certain or probable settlement sites of RomanadBritdate have been
identified (Philpott 2000, 178), including numerawestilinear enclosures (as
described aboved.2.10. Settlements of this date have also been expsed
advance of road building at Brook House Farm, Haledy where occupation
continued from the preceding Iron Age, and at OcBreok and Brunt
Boggart, Tarbock (Cowell and Philpott 2000).

In addition to sites revealed by aerial pgoaphy and topsoil stripping,
clusters of surface-finds have also been demoestrat some instances to
indicate the presence of Romano-British settlemanthe wider area. These
include a large unenclosed settlement at Court FanmHalewood, and
scatters of Roman pottery or metal-detected firmgetbeen found at Oglet,
Rainhill, Hale, and Halewood (Philpott 2000, 1784%2-3; 189). A lead
figurine of Roman date depicting Mars was foundhat southern end of the
study area (Sit®3). This was a declared metal-detecting find ant ihot
known if it is associated with any other remainatieg to activity during this
period.

A Roman road running north/south between WWgton and Preston has been
confirmed 1.5km to the south-west of the southerd ef the study area, at
Alder Root Farm (Margary 1973, 367; no 70b). A sstivas also excavated
across the road just outside of Newton-le-Willoixujlop and Fairclough
1935, 107), with a further section being excavaiad 1992 (Greater
Manchester Archaeological Unit 1992). These revkdeo parallel ditches
delineating the road and the remains of a metallethce ipid). The possible
ring gullies (Site 17) and enclosures (Sitd8) identified from aerial
photographs could date to the Romano-British perasdvernacular circular
building styles continued in use into this period.

Early medieval:ithe early medieval period is not well-representethe North
West, and no sites of this date are known witha study area. Newton was
recorded in the Domesday survey and it has beegestef that Makerfield,
with which Newton was formerly associated, may hheen referred to as
Maserfieldby both Bede and in the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle ($&pH913,
53; 180-1). Prior to the Conquest, Newton formeal ltkad of a hundred that
was assessed at five hides, with one of the hiéesggtheld by Edward the
Confessor as a demesne (Farrer and Brownbill 1932;7), which was an
area that was worked directly for the benefit aé thanor. The hundred of
Newton was a large unit that included numerous msrand appears to have
included the townships of Newton, Kenyon, SouthWwortVinwick-with-
Hulme, and Houghtonil{id), within which the study area lies. The manor of
Winwick has been described as pre-dating the NorrGamquest and,
therefore, of being in existence during the earbdmaval period, during which
period it is suggested that the rector of Winwicksvalso the lord of the manor
(Farrer and Brownbill 1911, 140-2). The much largarish of Winwick was
also described as being of ancient origin and pilynaccupied by woodland,
at the time of the Domesday surveyp(cit 122-32). It is possible that the
boundaries of the historical townships of Newtorenifon, Southworth,
Winwick-with-Hulme, and Houghton originated as theundaries of the
preceding ancient manors and, therefore, somd|, @f shese boundaries may
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3.3.5

3.3.6

3.3.7

3.3.8

have been established as early as the early médiexiad. The portions of
these boundaries that lie within the study arese$d-12) may, therefore,
include fabric or deposits of archaeological insére

Several place-names in the local area argestige of linguistic origins pre-
dating the Conquest, although the longevity of leage and dialect should
caution against the presumption that these prodefmitive evidence for the
date of establishment of these places. The plaoemd Kenyon may preserve
Old Welsh linguistic origins meaning ‘Einon’s mourahd could refer to a
prehistoric barrow (Mills 1976, 101), many of whiate known from the local
area. Winwick appears to include the Old Englisihspeal nameWine or
Wineca (Wyld and Oakes Hirst 1911, 268; Sephton 1913,-204Croft
derives from the Old English word for a small eseld field (Wyld and Oakes
Hirst 1911, 313), and thein element of Newton derives from the Old English
for an enclosed piece of land around a dwellingnleg or manor ¢p cit,
389). The first element of Houghton also appearsbéoof Old English
derivation, withhoh meaning a heel of land (Sephton 1913, 175). Thks®-
names all suggest Anglo-Saxon influence withinltival area.

A burial ground located within 1km of the dyuarea, at Southworth Hall
Farm, provides evidence of early medieval actijiiyeke and Thacker 1987)
and supports the likelihood of Anglo-Saxon activity the local area. The
cemetery is difficult to date, and at least thrdmges of use having been
identified (bid). However, it may have been in use during the Rwenan
period, with the majority of the site interpretesl lzeing of the middle Saxon
period, and remaining in use until the eleventhtusn(Cowell 1992, 9).
There is also possible evidence for a small chagselpcation being identified
by an area within the cemetery in which no gravesaviound ipid).

Further evidence of early medieval activityhim the wider area is provided
by the Scheduled Monument of St Oswald’s Well (SB873), 500m to the
west of the study area. This monument consists atome well that is

supposedly situated at the place where St Oswatdkilad at the Battle of
Maserfelth in AD 642. Local legend places the sit¢his battle at Winwick,

although most historians consider that the actutal af the battle was at
Oswestry, near the border with Wales (Carter 128}, The Venerable Bede
also wrote about the healing properties associatgdSt Oswald’s well (Lane

1914, 40).

Medieval period:following the Norman Conquest, the fee of Makédfiwas
formed, which comprised a similar area to the mesihundred of Newton
and comprised numerous manors, including Newtomyie, Southworth,
Winwick-with-Hulme, and Houghton (Farrer and Browhid911, 132-7).
Southworth was held by the de Croft family priorlt®19 and at around this
time Gilbert de Croft took the surname of SouthWwaaind established the
Southworth family, who held the manor from the bf Makerfield ¢p cit
68-70). The Southworth family held a small portadiVinwick directly of the
lord of Makerfield and also acquired the larger tjpor of the manor of
Houghton 6p cit, 140-2; 166-8). Kenyon originally formed part bktlarger
manor of Lowton, but was divided and rented as @asge vill during the
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reign of Henry lll, in the thirteenth centurg cit, 154-5). By 1346, Newton
was held directly by Sir Robert de Langton, wheréees other manors were
held by fealty ¢p cit 132-7).

3.3.9 Some, or all, of the boundaries of the histbtownships of Newton, Kenyon,
Southworth, Winwick-with-Hulme, and Houghton arekely to have
originated as the boundaries of the preceding ahamranors. The portions of
these boundaries that lie within the study are#e$H-12) may, therefore,
include fabric or deposits of archaeological inséxd medieval date.

3.3.10 Although the study area occupies partswaf fnedieval manors, the pipeline
does not run close to the known settlement cerdss®ciated with these
townships. The land within the parish of Winwickhiah included all of these
townships, was recorded as being primarily woodiant086 Op cit 122-32)
and it appears likely that the study area occupgritultural areas associated
with dispersed farmsteads, rather than nucleatdtbreents. The study area
lay at the fringes of these manors and appearsdopy land that lay beyond
the extents of the parklands associated with theomna halls. Newton Park
was established to the west of the study area Bf {Bhilpott 1987, 15) and
was depicted on Saxton’s map of 1577. The sub-osbape of this park is
preserved in the line of roads and tracks, andlatepnames, on the OS
mapping of 1849 and lay beyond the extent of thel\starea. A park also
appears to have lain to the east of Kenyon Hall, iarvisible as a sub-ovoid
space delineated by roads and field boundarieh@rOS mapping of 1849.
This was not depicted on Saxton’s map of 1577 noSpeed’s map of 1610 or
later mapping (Yates 1786, Greenwood 1818) andefbie, appears likely to
have been established during the medieval peridd@have become disused
by 1577. This park also lay beyond the extenthefstudy area.

3.3.11 The only recorded site of medieval date iwithe study area is the site of a
windmill and watermill (Site02) to the west of Kenyon Hall. It has been
suggested (Halet al 1995, 103) that the windmill had reused the sita o
Bronze Age Barrow (Sit@1). Although the purported site of a watermill lies
to the west of Kenyon Hall Farm, no waterways w&tewn in this area on
any of the OS maps, or on those by Yates in 1786e@vood in 1818, or
Hennet in 1829, and no streams currently run thidbgs area. A small stream
does, however, run eastwards from the north of Kenilall, draining into
Cockshot Brook and it is possible that the watdrmias situated on a
forerunner of this water course. Indeed, curremiab@hotographs (Plate 6)
show what appears to be a very large palaeochaxtehding the course of
this small stream to the west, towards Highfieldsloand it is possible that
this channel was active during the medieval period.

3.3.12 Post-medieval and Industrial periodshe historic Ordnance Survey mapping
(OS 1849) shows that the study area maintaineda character during the
post-medieval and Industrial periods; occupyinddBeand roads close to the
boundaries of the five townships of Winwick with lfe; Houghton,
Middleton, and Arbury; Southworth with Croft; Newtan Makerfield; and
Kenyon. These townships lay within the parish ofn\Wick and within the
historic county of Lancashire. The study area tayhe north of urban area of
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Winwick and to the south of the settlement at Lawtdwo Civil War battles

took place in Winwick. In 1643, Colonel Asshetonfedted the Royalist
forces and, in 1648, Cromwell defeated the DukElahilton and his Scottish
force (Farrer and Brownbill 1911, 140-2). The lathattle took place at Red
Bank, to the west of the study area, and GallowsftGs reputedly where

many of the prisoners captured were hangad)(

3.3.13 One of the most conspicuous features withan study area is the A579
(Winwick Lane), along which the central portion thfe proposed pipeline
runs. This road was depicted as early as Yates’' ofiap/86, although the
route of the road to the north of Kenyon Farm cleahnglightly between 1891-
3 and 1907 (OS 1891-3; OS 1907). This is clearly eanly road and
indications that parts of the road run along adwlivay formed by erosion
from traffic, such as an area to the south of Kenyall Farm (Plate 4),
suggest that it may have originated during theygaokt-medieval period, or
even earlier.

Plate 4: A view of Winwick Road, looking north-wgshowing the sunken
character of the eroded hollow way to the souterfyon Hall Farm

3.3.14 The Manchester and Liverpool railway run®sg the northern portion of the
study area, through Highfield Moss, and opened &301las the earliest
passenger railway in the world (Thomas 1980). Tusgion of the railway
gained additional significance during the inaugyaairneys of the opening
day, when William Huskisson, the Member of Parliati@r Liverpool, was
killed by Stephenson’s Rocket whilst the train thatwas travelling on had
stopped at Parkside and he was standing on thestspeaking to the Duke of
Wellington (Rolt 1960).

3.3.15 Several post-medieval or industrial cottages amthgalie within the study
area, including Locking Stoop Farm (S@é), elements of which date to the
seventeenth century. Kenyon Hall appears to haea bemodelled between
1839 and 1849, as different building layouts weepicted on the Kenyon
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tithe map and OS mapping, respectively. The maigea depicted on the OS
mapping of 1849 may have incorporated elementsegtrlier buildings and
currently remain standing. However, only the wglifes, and gate piers (Site
04) at the front of Kenyon Hall are recorded in thiee€hire HER and these
are listed as Grade | structures (no 1356218).Wdlks and gate piers date to
the early eighteenth century, and the gates datéhdonineteenth century.
Rough Cottage Kennels (Si@§) was depicted on the Newton tithe map of
1839 and is included within the Merseyside HER.

3.3.16 The tithe maps recorded an intensive network ofllsge@metric fields across
the whole of the study area during the mid-ningteeentury. At this time,
although most of the study area was owned by 1Ridhehls, the land was
sub-divided into 23 tenancies, in addition to plofsland occupied by the
owners. These relatively high numbers of land owrserd tenants, within the
narrow corridor of the study area may partly explahy the fields have been
divided into such numerous small plots. An estaten pof Newton in
Makerfield produced in 1745 (Yoxall 1745) showedatthmany of the
geometric sub-divisions within this portion of theidy area had been present
from at least as early as the mid-eighteenth cgntlihis area of field
boundaries has been recognised from aerial phoissarecorded within the
Merseyside HER (Sit85). Between 1849 and 1893 (OS 1849; OS 1893) the
field boundaries began to diminish as the smaikdd$ were consolidated into
larger plots and the removal of field boundariestiwed into the first decade
of the twentieth century (OS 1907). This was prdypdfe result of increased
agricultural mechanisation, which would have alldwlarge areas to be
cultivated more quickly, with patterns of smalllfie hindering this swifter
rate of cultivation.

3.3.17 By 1911, coal mines and factories had been eskeduligt Winwick ¢p cit,
122-32), modifying the rural character of the townd the nature of
employment opportunities for residents of the loas¢a. The study area
remained conspicuously rural in character, lyinghwi a landscape of
dispersed farmsteads and field systems. Howevelicdtions of industry
within the farmland are evident from at least adyeas the mid-nineteenth
century. The OS mapping of 1849 named a seriegoapthe western side of
the northern part of the study area as ‘Moss Riatgd, a second group of pits to
the eastern side of the northern part of WinwiclaéRas ‘Black Pits’ (Sit&3).

It is unclear exactly what type of extraction wasdertaken at these pits,
although the name ‘Black Pits’ could indicate coahing. The Kenyon tithe
map of 1839 named two of the fields in the vicinitly Black Pits as ‘Gin
Field’ (Site 14) and ‘Pit Field’ (Sitel3). This suggests that extraction was
being undertaken prior to 1839 and the ‘gin’ fielame is likely to refer to a
mechanism was powered by horses pulling polesttinaed a central barrel.
The power generated from such a gin could be usedany purposes, but
was often used as a means of bringing mined caaktsurfacegg Neaverson
and Palmer 1994, 51). A field named ‘Lower Pit &dSite 15) was named
on the Southworth tithe map of 1837.

3.3.18 Several pumps were named on historic OS mapping1&19), including at
Barrow Lane, Old Oven Back, and Kenyon Hall. Thesg have been used to
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help drain the fields and the presence of HighfiMluss at the northern end of
the study area, and other ‘moss’ place-names isdlm®unding area attests to
the, formerly more extensive, wet character of #iea. Many of these pumps
were situated on the higher ridges, away from tleasathat might be likely to

be prone to waterlogging. It is likely that theserevused to drain the fields for
agriculture, although there may have been a coiumebetween the draining

of Highfield Moss and the construction of the Lipeol and Manchester

railway.

3.3.19 In addition to possible coal extraction, severaldspits were also shown on
the OS mapping of 1849. Although the presence ofl qats allows us to
understand an aspect of the land use in the loeal ¢hese pits are unlikely to
be associated with any structural remains or tovigeo additional useful
information that is not provided by historic mappiand have not, therefore,
been given site numbers as heritage assets. Abp@ssdie of stone extraction
was recorded in the field name ‘Stone Pit Fieldtg36) on the Newton tithe
map of 1839.

3.3.20 Modern period: although the urban areas associated with Golb@m
Winwick have expanded and developed consideralsigesthe nineteenth
century, there has been very little developmentiwithe confines of the study
area. The most conspicuous change within this wesathe establishment of
the M6 across the southern portion of the studg are1962-5 (OS 1962-5).
The removal of field boundaries continued during &arly twentieth century
and, by 1929, the pattern of fields had changeddtiaally from numerous
small fields to far fewer, and much larger, plots.

3.3.21 The twentieth-century administrative history of tlstudy area is quite
complex. Although formerly within the historic caynof Lancashire, the
study area is now split between several borouglis cunties. The urban
district of Newton in Makerfield later became Newte Willows, which was
merged into St Helens Metropolitan Borough in 19@Ad is part of the
ceremonial county of Merseyside. Kenyon was subsuimné the urban
district of Golborne in 1933 and the part that stiedy area occupies became
part of the Metropolitan Borough of Wigan, and tetropolitan County of
Greater Manchester, in 1974. Winwick is a civil iparin the Borough of
Warrington, which was formed in 1974 and lies witkhe ceremonial county
of Cheshire, which was also established in 1974i\gfeity of Portsmouth
2009).

34 MAP REGRESSION

3.4.1 Introduction: numerous maps were consulted, spanning 1577 terésent
day, most of which depicted little change in thedscape of the study area
and immediate environs from the character and appea of the area in the
present day. In order to avoid repetition, a selacbf the most relevant
sources examined is described below. Relevantlglétam other map sources
have been incorporated within the historic backgdsection gdbove.
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3.4.2 Tithe maps of Kenyon (1839; DRB 1/42), SouthworthtiwCroft (1837;
DRB 1/75), Newton in Makerfield (1839; DRB 1/56),ddghton, Middleton,
and Arbury (1840; DRB 1/38), and Winwick (1838; DRB90) (Figs 3 and
4): the tithe maps presented the earliest detailedctiep of the study area
and showed an area that was primarily agricultusathy dispersed cottages
and farmsteads scattered throughout networks tof figstems that had been
sub-divided into numerous small geometric plotse Ttcompanying tithe
schedules recorded a variety of agricultural lasd that included the use of
the fields for pasture, meadow, clover, wheat,,catd potatoes. An indication
of the presence of one or more burial mounds wasiged by the field name
‘Barrow Field’ (Site19) in Newton. Extraction of marl, which was used as
fertiliser, was indicated by the name ‘Marl Fieldhy Newton, and other
extraction is suggested by the names ‘Pit Fieldte($3), in Kenyon, and
‘Lower Pit Field’ (Sitel5), in Southworth. A field named ‘Gin Field’ (Sife)
lay adjacent to ‘Pit Field’ and this may indicates tformer presence of an
industrial mechanism, possibly in association wsthal extraction. A field
called ‘Stone Pit Field’ (Sitel6), in Newton, may have recorded stone
extraction in the area.

3.4.3 OS First Edition map of 1849 at 6” to 1 mile (Fig)5this map depicted an
agricultural landscape of field systems and diggbfarmsteads very similar
to that shown on the tithe mapping. An area of pitshe north-east of the
study area was named as ‘Black Pits’ (3i8¢, and two pumps were shown
along Barrow Lane, and pumps were also shown ai@®@kh Back Farm and
Kenyon Hall. Winwick Lane (A579) was named as Bhake.

3.4.4 OS First Edition map of 1891-3 at 25" to 1 mile (§i6): this mapping
presented a similar depiction of the previous O9,rat with a higher degree
of detail. Some changes were, however, evident landhe time of the
production of this map the Winwick Water Works Haekn established at the
southern end of the study area. The dense patchofarimerous small fields
had begun to be consolidated into fewer and laeddsf by this date, although
many of the smaller fields remained. The pumps show the map of 1849
were not depicted on this map.

3.4.5 OS Second Edition map of 1907 at 25” to 1 mile (Hy the consolidation of
fields had continued in the years since the mapmhd891-3 had been
surveyed, with previously enlarged fields beingjsabto further boundary
removal in order to form even larger plots. By tHete, the course of Back
Lane (Winwick Lane; A579) had been straightenethatpoint that it passes
Kenyon Hall, in order to remove the severe dogtled had been depicted in
this area on the earlier mapping.

3.5 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH |NSPECTION
3.5.1 Aerial photographs were consulted in ordentamine the area for indications

of previously unrecorded features, such as eartksyoand sub-surface
remains that might be visible as crop marks.
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3.5.2 Current vertical colour aerial photographs:current aerial photographs
available through Bing mapping were examined. Thedeated a series of
numerous circular anomalies (Si@) within a field at the northern end of the
study area, through which the pipeline will pas&t@5). The character and
date of these anomalies is unclear, although therewot seen to continue
into the adjacent fields, which were in differertates of cultivation and
vegetation. This could suggest that the anomale<m@pmarks that relate to
sub-surface features and that the specific comditassociated with the field at
the time that the photograph was taken were comdutoi their visibility. The
circular features measure up to approximately 1@rdiameter, which would
be consistent with ring ditches associated withhigteric or Romano-British
roundhouses, or possibly with ditches surroundingab mounds. A barrow
excavated near Kenyon Hall Farm (Sit§ was approximately 10m wide and
surrounded by a ditch (Hadt al 1995, 103).

Plate 5: A series of circular cropmarks at the mem end of the pipeline route

3.5.3 A second cropmark was identified to the noftiKenyon Hall Farm (Sit48;
Plate 6). This cropmark looks like a pair of sulwiovditched enclosures
joined by a narrow ditched passage. This couldfg@ehistoric date and the
presence of burial mounds in the near vicingyg §ite 01) demonstrates that
there was activity in this area during the Bronzge AThis cropmark appears
to lie immediately to the north of a large palaesuiel, or ancient river. It is
unclear at what date this water course channelededs follow the
palaeochannel through this area, although a stif@ming eastwards from
Kenyon Hall Farm is likely to represent its dimimésl flow in the current
landscape. This channel is of potential signifieardue to records of a
medieval water mill at Kenyon Hall (Si@5).
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Plate 6: An aerial photograph showing a cropmaoksibly representing a
double enclosure (SitE9), lying to the north of a large palaeochannel.

3.5.4 A faint pair of circular features were vigilib the north-west of the western
end of Sandy Brow Lane (Plate 7). These lie inapproximate location of a
barrow (Site01) and medieval windmill (Sit®2) recorded in the Cheshire
HER and appear likely to represent these sites|osely associated features.
The easternmost of the circular features measupgsoximately 10m in
diameter, which is the size that the barrow measwigen excavated (Hadit
al 1995, 103).

Plate 7: Two circular features to the north-wesfahdy Brow Lane that may
represent the Bronze Age Barrow (Sig and medieval windmill (Sit62)

For the use of United Utilities © OA North: Junel®0



West-East Link Main to Winwick, Link Main Pipelifgéheshire, Merseyside, and Greater Manchester: Rapid
Desk-based Assessment 21

3.5.5 Numerous former field boundaries are visddecropmarks across the study
area, with those around Rough Farm being partilgutaimspicuous (Plate 8).
Aerial photographs of this particular area havenb&eamined previously and
the Merseyside HER has recorded cropmarks repregerfiormer field
boundaries in this area (S6). The visibility of the field boundaries on aerial
photographs demonstrate the potential for the sulace survival of sites that
are no longer visible as features within the staigha.

»
eNE o

Plate 8: An aerial photograph showing numerous éorfield boundaries as
cropmarks to the west and north-west of Rough Farm
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4. SITE GAZETTEER

Site Kenyon Hall Tumulus

Site number 01

NGR SJ 6194 9480

HER number 588

Statutory

Designation -

Period Bronze Age

Source CHER

Description The tumulus was purportedly destroyed between 1&88F 1903 and contained
fragments of at least three cinerary urns, one bitchv contained the tongue of a
bronze brooch. Remains of several cremations ardraze pin were also reported as
being found within the mound. Reports of the fifdadanged awl with an urn and
burnt bones from a low barrow to the west of Wirknmi@ne in the Newchurch area
may refer to the same site.

Assessment Although purportedly destroyed, sub-surface remainthe site may survivia situ
and the site lies within the pipeline route and b affected by the works.

Site Golborne Mill

Site number 02

NGR SJ 6194 9480

HER number 590

Statutory

Designation -

Period Medieval

Source CHER

Description This site was recorded in the County Treasures fReamlex as the site of a
medieval windmill and watermill

Assessment Sub-surface remains of the site may sunvivesitu and the site lies within the
pipeline route and will be affected by the works.

Site Roman Lead Figurine

Site number 03

NGR SJ 6070 9330

HER number 7225

Statutory

Designation -

Period Roman

Source CHER

Description A fragment of a Roman lead figurine depicting Mavas found. The fragment
comprises of the head and has a small D-shapedratoh in at the base of the neck
indicating that it may have been hollow cast. Tdwefis very worn and, although the
eyes appear to be oval, the mouth and detail ohtise have worn away. The figure
is wearing a helmet with a pointed sub-lozenge stiapm. There is a rounded crest
at the top of the helmet and some worn grooveseaseen decorating the crest. The
object has a light brown patina.

Assessment The location of the findspot lies close to the piperoute, although the find is no
longerin situ. It is possible that associated finds or featungdie in the vicinity of
the findspot.

Site Wall, Gate, and Gate Piersat Kenyon Hall

Site number 04

NGR SJ 6201 9492

HER number 1356218
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Statutory

Designation Grade Il listed building (No 1356218; DCH8653)

Period Post medieval-Industrial (eighteenth and nineteeatiiuries)

Source CHER

Description Early eighteenth-century wall and gate piers witheteenth-century gates lie to the
front of Kenyon Hall. The masonry utilises dresséohe with Gothic moulding to
the coping stones and the gate piers have rusttatmoulded caps and bases, and
hemispherical finials. Spiked uprights are usedtfa cast iron gates, which are
supported on secondary cast-iron posts.

Assessment The site lies beyond the pipeline route and will In® affected.

Site Field Boundaries West of Rough Farm

Site number 05

NGR SJ 6130 9410

HER number  6194-001

Statutory

Designation -

Period Post medieval/Industrial

Source MHER

Description Obligue aerial photographs taken in 1994 indicébecher field systems lying within
fields to the west of Rough Farm.

Assessment The field boundaries lie within the route of thepgline and will be affected by
ground works.

Site Rough Cottage Kennels

Site number 06

NGR SJ 6142 9401

HER number  6194-007

Statutory

Designation -

Period Industrial

Source MHER

Description Rough Cottage was shown on the Newton tithe mal888 and was photographed
during a site visit in 1994.

Assessment Rough Cottage lies beyond the pipeline route atichet be affected.

Site L ocking Stoop Farm

Site number 07

NGR SJ 6208 9637

HER number  4940.1.0

Statutory

Designation -

Period Post medieval/lndustrial (eighteenth century)

Source GMHER

Description This rendered brown brick farmhouse has seventemartury beams at ground floor.
The flush casement has been altered. The flagisosdid to incorporate a toll-bar,
although this was not visible when inspected byDkeartment of Environment at an
unspecified date. The cottage has a modern roofvamdiow frames with an original
brown brick chimney stack and a brown brick barsitasated in the grounds. This
was formerly a Grade Il listed building.

Assessment The farm lies beyond the pipeline route and will be affected.

Site Winwick with Hulme Township Boundary

Site number 08

NGR SJ 60780 93649 (selected point of extensive boyhdar

HER number -

For the use of United Utilities

© OA North: Junel®0



West-East Link Main to Winwick, Link Main Pipelifgéheshire, Merseyside, and Greater Manchester: Rapid

Desk-based Assessment 24

Statutory

Designation -

Period ?Early medieval/medieval

Source Farrer and Brownbill 1911, 132-7

Description Prior to the Norman Conquest, the hundred of Newtan a large unit that included
numerous manors, and appears to have included tbbsBlewton, Kenyon,
Southworth, Winwick-with-Hulme, and Houghton. Falimg the Norman Conquest,
the fee of Makerfield was formed, which comprisedimilar area to the previous
hundred of Newton and included the manors thatesttae names of the townships
that that fall within the study area. Some, or aflthe boundaries of the historical
townships of Newton; Kenyon; Croft with SouthwortWinwick-with-Hulme; and
Houghton, Middleton, and Arbury are likely to haweginated as the boundaries of
the preceding ancient manors. The portions of thesendaries that lie within the
study area may, therefore, include fabric or deposf archaeological interest of
medieval date.

Assessment The township boundary lies within the pipeline eand will be affected by the
ground works.

Site Middleton, Houghton, and Arbruy Township Boundary

Site number 09

NGR SJ 60950 93657 (selected point of extensive boyhdar

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period ?Early medieval/medieval

Source Farrer and Brownbill 1911, 132-7

Description Prior to the Norman Conquest, the hundred of Newtar a large unit that included
numerous manors, and appears to have included tbbsBlewton, Kenyon,
Southworth, Winwick-with-Hulme, and Houghton. Fallimg the Norman Conquest,
the fee of Makerfield was formed, which comprisedimilar area to the previous
hundred of Newton and included the manors thatesttae names of the townships
that that fall within the study area. Some, or aflthe boundaries of the historical
townships of Newton; Kenyon; Croft with SouthwortWinwick-with-Hulme; and
Houghton, Middleton, and Arbury are likely to hameginated as the boundaries of
the preceding ancient manors. The portions of thesedaries that lie within the
study area may, therefore, include fabric or ddposf archaeological interest of
medieval date.

Assessment The township boundary lies within the pipeline eaind will be affected by the
ground works.

Site Croft with Southworth Township Boundary

Site number 10

NGR SJ 61134 93855 (selected point of extensive boyhdar

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period ?Early medieval/medieval

Sour ce Farrer and Brownbill 1911, 132-7

Description Prior to the Norman Conquest, the hundred of Newtan a large unit that included

numerous manors, and appears to have included tbbsBlewton, Kenyon,

Southworth, Winwick-with-Hulme, and Houghton. Fallimg the Norman Conquest,
the fee of Makerfield was formed, which comprisedimilar area to the previous
hundred of Newton and included the manors thatestiae names of the townships
that that fall within the study area. Some, or aflthe boundaries of the historical
townships of Newton; Kenyon; Croft with Southwortinwick-with-Hulme; and

Houghton, Middleton, and Arbury are likely to hameginated as the boundaries of
the preceding ancient manors. The portions of thesedaries that lie within the
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study area may, therefore, include fabric or deposf archaeological interest of
medieval date.

Assessment The township boundary lies within the pipeline eand will be affected by the
ground works.

Site Newton Township Boundary

Site number 11

NGR SJ 61739 94585 (selected point of extensive boyhdar

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period ?Early medieval/medieval

Sour ce Farrer and Brownbill 1911, 132-7

Description Prior to the Norman Conquest, the hundred of Newtan a large unit that included
numerous manors, and appears to have included tbbsBlewton, Kenyon,
Southworth, Winwick-with-Hulme, and Houghton. Fallimg the Norman Conquest,
the fee of Makerfield was formed, which comprisedimilar area to the previous
hundred of Newton and included the manors thatestiae names of the townships
that that fall within the study area. Some, or aflthe boundaries of the historical
townships of Newton; Kenyon; Croft with Southwortinwick-with-Hulme; and
Houghton, Middleton, and Arbury are likely to hameginated as the boundaries of
the preceding ancient manors. The portions of thesedaries that lie within the
study area may, therefore, include fabric or ddposf archaeological interest of
medieval date.

Assessment The township boundary lies within the pipeline eand will be affected by the
ground works.

Site Kenyon Township Boundary

Site number 12

NGR SJ 61933 94504 (selected point of extensive boyhdar

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period ?Early medieval/medieval

Sour ce Farrer and Brownbill 1911, 132-7

Description Prior to the Norman Conquest, the hundred of Newtan a large unit that included
numerous manors, and appears to have included tbbsBlewton, Kenyon,
Southworth, Winwick-with-Hulme, and Houghton. Falimg the Norman Conquest,
the fee of Makerfield was formed, which comprisedimilar area to the previous
hundred of Newton and included the manors thatestiae names of the townships
that that fall within the study area. Some, or aflthe boundaries of the historical
townships of Newton; Kenyon; Croft with Southwortinwick-with-Hulme; and
Houghton, Middleton, and Arbury are likely to haweginated as the boundaries of
the preceding ancient manors. The portions of thesedaries that lie within the
study area may, therefore, include fabric or ddposf archaeological interest of
medieval date.

Assessment The township boundary lies within the pipeline mand will be affected by the
ground works.

Site Black Pits

Site number 13

NGR SJ 62229 95651

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period Industrial (pre-1849)

Source OS 1849
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Description

An area of irregular and sub-ovoid pits was namedBlack Pits’ on the OS
mapping of 1849. An adjacent field was named a ‘Gield’ (Site 14) on the
Kenyon tithe map of 1839 and these names coulter&daformer coal mining in the
area.

Assessment The site lies beyond the pipeline route and will In@ affected.

Site Gin Field

Site number 14

NGR SJ 62283 95800

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period Industrial (pre-1839)

Source Kenyon tithe map of 1839

Description A field was named as ‘Gin Field’ on the Kenyon ¢itmap. This may relate to
machinery used in association with localised mirdang an adjacent area was named
as ‘Black Pits’ (Sitel3) on the OS map of 1849.

Assessment The site lies beyond the pipeline route and will In@ affected.

Site Lower Pit Field

Site number 15

NGR SJ 60958 93892

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period Industrial (pre-1837)

Source Croft with Southworth tithe map of 1837

Description A field was named as ‘Lower Pit Field’ on the Crafth Southworth tithe map. This
may relate to localised extraction, such as coalmgior marl extraction.

Assessment The site lies within the pipeline route and migatdifected.

Site Stone Pit Field

Site number 16

NGR SJ 61294 94037

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period Industrial (pre-1839)

Source Newton tithe map of 1839

Description A field was named as ‘Stone Pit Field’ on the Newtithe map. This is likely to
relate to localised stone extraction.

Assessment The site lies within the pipeline route and migatdifected.

Site Circular Cropmarks south of Locking Stoop Farm

Site number 17

NGR SJ 62166 96207

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period ?Bronze Age to Romano-British

Source Modern vertical aerial photographs

Description A series of circular cropmarks (Sif€) identified from current aerial photographs
are of uncertain character and date and could septesub-surface remains of
ditches surrounding prehistoric burial mounds audses. Roundhouses with annular
ring gullies continued in use into the Romano-Bhtperiod.

Assessment The site lies within the pipeline route and will &igected.
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Site

Sub-ovoid Cropmarkswest of Kenyon Hall

Site number 18

NGR SJ 61984 95175

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period ?Bronze Age to Romano-British

Source Modern vertical aerial photographs

Description Two conjoined sub-ovoid shapes were visible asroags on modern vertical aerial
photographs. The two features may represent ditehetbsures and appeared to be
joined by a narrow ditched corridor. A smaller oilar feature that could represent a
ring ditch associated with a house or burial moumds visible within the
southernmost enclosure.

Assessment The site lies within the pipeline route and will &igected.

Site Barrow Field

Site number 19

NGR SJ 61324 94005

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period ?Bronze Age

Source Newton tithe map of 1839

Description A field was named as ‘Barrow Field’ on the Newtitheé map. This may record the
former presence of a burial mound, or mounds, withé locale.

Assessment The site lies within the pipeline route and migatdifected.

Site Barrow Lane

Site number 20

NGR SJ 61627 94391

HER number -

Statutory

Designation -

Period ?Bronze Age

Source OS 1849

Description The name ‘Barrow Lane’ was recorded as early asCBemap of 1849 and may
record the former presence of a burial mound, annds, within the locale.

Assessment The site lies within the pipeline route and mighatdifected.
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5. ARCHAEOLOGICAL RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1

5.1.1

5.1.2

5.2

5.2.1

5.2.2

INTRODUCTION

A total of 20 heritage assets have been ifd=htwithin the study area, with
seven having been recorded within the historic remvnent records of
Cheshire, Merseyside, and Greater Manchester. €3ktkites, 14 are likely to
lie within the vicinity of the proposed pipelinecdaassociated easement. These
are Kenyon Hall tumulus (Sit@l), Golborne Mill (Site02), field boundaries
west of Rough Farm (Sit®5), Winwick township boundary (Sit®8),
Houghton township boundary (Si@®), Southworth township boundary (Site
10), Newton township boundary (Sitel), Kenyon township boundary (Site
12), Lower Pit Field (Sitel5), Stone Pit Field (Sité6), circular cropmarks
(Site 17), sub-ovoid cropmarks (Sit8), Barrow Field (Sitel9), and Barrow
Lane (Site 20). Intrusive ground works associated with the psmgab
development present the potential for negative stgpapon these sites, in the
form of damage and destruction to the physical rema

In addition to these sites, the proposedlipgpeaoute crosses areas with the
potential for previously unidentified remains otlaaeological interest. This
includes a strong likelihood of sub-surface remaohisBronze Age burial
mounds and the possibility of associated settlemsités. A large
palaeochannel runs across the centre of the stedy ® the west of Kenyon
Hall farm and the northern end of the study area &t the eastern side of
Highfield Moss. These features, although of natuvabin, present the
potential for preserved artefacts of archaeologictdrest, and for preserved
plant remains and environmental evidence that mighicidate our
understanding of the development and changes df Use within the study
area.

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that a programme of ardbgmal work comprising
several elements is undertaken in order to ensererieservation by record of
the remains or potential remains of archaeologitalest discussed above.

Walkover survey:although the study area was subject to a rapipetrtgon
from publically accessible areas during the pregaraf the rapid desk-based
assessment, it was beyond the scope of the cuwerk to undertake a
detailed survey of the study area. A Level 1 idemaiion survey should be
undertaken prior to the beginning of ground wonksorder to examine the
area of the proposed pipeline and associated easdanandications of sites
of archaeological interest. Particular attentiooudti be given to those areas
where previous sites of archaeological interesehasen identified (SiteG@l
and02) and the areas where cropmarks, field names, @aml mames suggest
the potential for such sites (Sit@s, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and20). The character
of each portion of township boundary (Si@8; 09, 10, 11, and12) crossed by
the pipeline route should also be examined.
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5.2.3 Topographic and photographic surveythe study area includes portions of
five township boundaries, which could have beeal#sthed during, or prior
to, the medieval period. Remains of these bounslaniay include earthworks
that are visible at ground level and, thereforeséhshould be subject to
topographic and photographic survey prior to disince by ground works.
Any additional earthworks identified during the waber survey should also
be subject to topographic survey, where appropriate

5.2.4 Geophysical survey:tumuli, or burial barrows, are sited consistenity
prominent elevated locations, as is demonstrateallioby the distribution of
numerous such sites in the immediate vicinity o gtudy area, and the
topographic location of field and road names tinatude the word ‘barrow’
(Sites19 and20). Although it is possible that barrows might begant within
several parts of the study area, a series of @raropmarks (Sitd7) in the
northern part of the study area could represenstibesurface remains of such
features. Alternatively, these cropmarks could esent settlement remains of
prehistoric or Romano-British date, and a pairggdarent conjoined sub-ovoid
enclosures within the central part of the studyadf&ite18) could also relate
to settlement or agricultural activity. Therefogeophysical survey should be
undertaken along the proposed route of the pipaihtkeasement within these
two locations.

5.2.5 Archaeological watching briefgiven the presence of a barrow (Sit§ and
other potential indicators of barrows in the imnagelienvirons of the study
area (Sitesl9 and 20), cropmark evidence suggestive of possible presiyou
unrecognised prehistoric sites within the studyad&itesl7 and18), and the
presence of numerous barrows within the wider wigint is recommended
that a watching brief should be undertaken durithg@und works, such as
topsoil stripping and the excavation of the pipenth. The potential also
exists for the presence of preserved waterloggenie@mental and artefactual
evidence as a result of the presence of a palaepehavithin the central
portion of the study area and the close proximityHayhfield Moss to the
northern part of the study area. The watching hsietild enable any buried
peat deposits or other waterlogged deposits todpzected.

5.2.6 Archaeological strip and recordthe pipeline will pass directly through the
locations of a known barrow (Sid) and medieval windmill (Sit€2). It is
likely that portions of these sites survive belomund level and there may
also be additional previously unidentified sitescasated with these features.
It is, therefore, appropriate that a 100m longpstilong the route of the
pipeline and easement running northwards from Sd&rdw Lane should be
subject to controlled strip and record investigatimder the direction of an
archaeologist. This would entail the removal ofsmpfrom the easement, as
would be already be necessary to facilitate thelwip works, but this would
be undertaken under the direction of an archaestidgiensure to ensure that
the topsoil was fully removed to expose the undeglyorizon cleanly.

5.2.7 Consultation and surveyconsultation should be undertaken with the English
Heritage scientific advisor regarding the potenimapact of the groundworks
on palaeoenvironmental remains in the study areterms of the presence of
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preserved environmental evidence. The study aesalose to Highfield Moss
and a palaeochannel runs across the central pooficthe area and it is,
therefore, possible that buried peat deposits,tberowaterlogged deposits,
might preserve plant remains or other indicators erfvironmental

development in the past. It is possible that, felig this consultation, a
programme of environmental coring or other simif@laeoenvironmental
investigation might be recommended.

Site Recommendations
Kenyon Hall Tumulus (Sité1) Strip and Record
Golborne Mill (Site02) Strip and Record

Field boundaries west of Rough Farm (8¢ | Watching brief

Winwick with Hulme township boundary (SiteWalkover survey, topographic and

08) photographic survey, watching brief
Middleton, Houghton, and Arbury townshjpwWalkover survey, topographic and
boundary (Sit€9) photographic survey, watching brief
Croft with Southworth township boundary (SitéValkover survey, topographic and
10) photographic survey, watching brief
Newton township boundary (Sifd) Walkover survey, topographic and
photographic survey, watching brief
Kenyon township boundary (Sii®) Walkover survey, topographic and
photographic survey, watching brief
Lower Pit Field (Sitel5) Walkover survey, watching brief
Stone Pit Field (Sit&6) Walkover survey
Circular cropmarks (Sit&7) Geophysical survey
Sub-ovoid cropmarks (Site3) Geophysical survey
Barrow Field (Sitel9) Walkover survey, watching brief
Barrow Lane (Sit&0) Walkover survey, watching brief

Table 2: Archaeological recommendations for gaeetées
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