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SUMMARY

Proposals are being collated for the redevelopmaintthe CRODA site at
Bromborough Pool, to the north of Bromborough om Wiirral (centred on NGR SJ
34558 84494). The current masterplan is for mixee development, including
residential and employment areas, together witbrside restoration and green space
to the immediate north of the Bromborough Poolag#. Cascade Consulting
commissioned Oxford Archaeology (OA) to undertaldeak-based assessment of the
site to assess the potential impact of the propdsedlopment on the archaeological
resource. This was carried out by OA North in Jand July 2011, and updated in
October 2011 in line with the issue of a revisedtaglan (Option 06, Rev B).

The study area for the desk-based assessment sespn area 1km in radius centred
on the proposed development. The focus of the bdaskd assessment was buried
archaeological remains, as the built heritage isgoexamined in a separate report.

In total, 33 sites were identified within the studsea, eight of which are located
within the proposed development area (Sib&s 08, 17-19, 25 and 30-31). The
earliest archaeological evidence within the stuehaas represented by two findspots
of Neolithic/Bronze Age flints (Site62 and03). There are no known Roman sites
within the study area, although Roman sites andsfiots are known from the wider
area. While there is good historic evidence fotyearedieval activity in the form of
Viking settlement on the Wirral, there are no knosites within the study area. A
probable medieval moated site (St is positioned just outside of the south-western
boundary, and further medieval sites, in the fofna dindspot (Sited4), place-name
evidence (Site24 and29) and ridge and furrow (Sit@7), testify to medieval activity
within the study area. By the post-medieval peradouse, the Court House (Site
05), was established on the site of the moated em@osind by the late seventeenth
century this had become part of the estate of trenWarings, who had much
influence in the area. The Court House was in $sa &arm until shortly before its
demolition in 1969.

In 1853, part of the Mainwaring estate was soldhe Wilson brothers, for the
construction of Price’s Patent Candle Factory (3Be In 1919, Price’s was taken
over by Lever Brothers Ltd at Port Sunlight. Thestfihalf of the twentieth century
saw many changes to the ownership and productidgheofactory, and in the later
twentieth century the Bromborough Works specialisef@tty acids, operating as part
of Unichems Ltd. The works closed down in 2009 #m&l site is now out of use. A
village for the factory workers, Bromborough Poollage (Sites08-15 and20), was
constructed to the immediate south-east of theofgctand proposed development
site, by the Wilson brothers .

A programme of trial trenching has been recommeridethe proposed development
area. In addition, the Court House moated sitee(&l) is a scheduled monument
whose boundary lies adjacent to that of the prapadevelopment area. Indirect
impacts on SiteO1 (e.g. upon its setting and/or its possible presgom as a
waterlogged site) should be further assessed amglittation on this matter should be
undertaken with English Heritage once full condinrcdetails are known.

For the use of Cascade Consulting © OA North: October 2011



Bromborough Pool Village, Merseyside: ArchaeologiDask-based Assessment 4

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

OA North would like to thank Cascade Consulting émmmissioning the project.
Thanks are also due to Peter Davies, site manag&#R@DA, Graham Deacon at the
National Monuments Record (NMR), the Merseysidetdtis Environment Record
(HER), and the staff of the Wirral Archives ServineBirkenhead for their assistance
with this project.

The desk-based assessment and site visit was akeerby Kathryn Blythe, with

HER information gathered by Caroline Raynor. Thesmngs were produced by Mark
Tidmarsh and Marie Rowland. The project was mandyeBmily Mercer, who also

edited the report.

For the use of Cascade Consulting © OA North: October 2011



Bromborough Pool Village, Merseyside: ArchaeologiDask-based Assessment 5

1. INTRODUCTION

11

111

1.1.2

1.1.3

1.2

1.2.1

1.2.2

1.2.3

CIRCUMSTANCES OF PROJECT

Proposals are being collated for the redevelopnaénthe CRODA site at
Bromborough Pool, to the north of Bromborough oe tWirral (Fig 1).
Cascade Consulting commissioned Oxford Archaeol@y) to undertake a
desk-based assessment of the site, to understangotintial impact of the
proposed development on the archaeological resolitee current masterplan
is for mixed use development, including residentiatl employment areas,
together with riverside restoration and green spgacthe immediate north of
the Bromborough Pool village. The desk-based asss#swas carried out by
OA North in June and July 2011, and updated in kEt®011 in accordance
with the issue of a revised masterplan (OptionRi8; B).

The study area for the desk-based assessment csesijan area 1km in radius
surrounding the proposed development site. The sfoaiu the desk-based
assessment was buried archaeological remains, thattbuilt heritage being
examined in a separate report. The desk-basedsasseiscomprised a search
of both published and unpublished records heldhgy National Monuments
Record (NMR), Merseyside Historic Environment Rec@iER) in Liverpool,
the Wirral Archives Service (WAS) in Birkenheaddahe archives and library
held at OA North.

This report sets out the results of the work in fitien of a short document,
outlining the findings, followed by a statementtbé& archaeological potential
and significance, and an assessment of the impéacthe proposed

development. The scheduling criteria employed ley Secretary of State to
understand the importance of a site (Annex 1; DCR0R0) has been used
during this assessment to determine the signifieanic the archaeological
resource and any impact upon it.

L OCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The development site is situated to the north andyorough and to the east
of Port Sunlight (centred at NGR SJ 34558 84494dniborough is on the
Wirral Peninsula, to the west of the River Merséyg(1).

The topography is typically low-lying and gentlyllnog, with numerous

sandstone outcrops (Countryside Commission 1998). BBomborough is a
medieval village with a market cross. Outside oé ttmedieval core, the
surrounding area is predominantly residential hogidiuilt during the 1930s.
The southern bank of the River Mersey, north ofrsorough, on which the
proposed development area is located, is charaeteby industrial units and
factories (bid). The area is low lying at approximately 10m AOD.

The solid geology of the area tends to consistr@sEic sandstone ridges laid
down 200-250 million years ago along the westenth @astern coasts of the
peninsula, overlain by layers of boulder clay (Cbhveed Innes 1994, 3-5).
The topography away from these ridges is generblly-lying, and is

For the use of Cascade Consulting © OA North: October 2011
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characterised by glacial till depositsp(cit, 5), with typical stagnogley soils of
the Clifton Association covering most of the ar@ara from isolated patches
of typical brown earth of the Eardiston Associat{@oil Survey of England
and Wales 1987). Layers of post-glacial 9500 BC onwards) Flandrian
deposits cover some areas of the boulder clay, lynostmprising peat and
marine alluvium, with less well-represented seditmest wind blown sand
(Cowell and Innes 1994, 6-8). The influence of ke@l change, and the
associated flooding and burial of former land stefa has had a notable
impact on the areap cit, 8), and the formation of raised peat-bog landssap
capable of supporting specialised flora such asbtgemyrtle appears in part
to have bestowed the name ‘Wirral’, meaning Mydtener in Old English,
upon the peninsulak(d).

For the use of Cascade Consulting © OA North: October 2011
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2. METHODOLOGY

2.1

211

2.2
221

222

222

2.2.3

224

2.2.5

INTRODUCTION

This desk-based assessment was carried out indacw® with the relevant
IfA and English Heritage guidelines (Institute fdérchaeologists 2008,
Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Desk-ba&ssessmenténstitute
for Archaeologists 2010Code of Condug¢t English Heritage 2006,
Management of Research Projects in the Historicitenment (MoRPHE))
and generally-accepted best practice.

DESK-BASED ASSESSMENT

The aim of the desk-based assessment is not omiwéoconsideration to the
potential for archaeological remains on the devalept site, but also to put
the site into its archaeological and historical teah All below-ground
statutory and non-statutory sites within a 1km wadf the development site
were identified and collated into a gazetteSedtion 4 and their location
plotted on Figure 2. The principal sources of infation consulted were
historical and modern maps of the study area, afhopublished and
unpublished secondary sources were also reviewws siudy has focused on
the proposed development area, although informatiom the immediate
environs has been summarised in order to placeethdts of the assessment
into context.The results were analysed using the set of critesed to assess
the national importance of an ancient monument ([BCERD10). Sources
consulted include:

National Monuments Record (NMR)the NMR holds digital records of
archaeological sites across the country. A redadlding grid reference and
description, was obtained for the various siteqwwithe defined study area,
which were then added to a gazett&edtion 4.

Merseyside Historic Environment Record (HER}he HER, maintained by
Merseyside Archaeological Service, holds recordsamfhaeological sites
within the county, and is held as both paper aitaliinformation (database
and GIS combined). A record, including grid refererand description, was
obtained for the various sites within the definéablg area, which were then
added to a gazetteeBédction 4.

Wirral Archives Service (WAS)the WAS in Birkenhead was visited to
consult historic maps of the study area, includielgvant Ordnance Survey
(OS) maps. A search was also made for any relduatadrical documentation.

Several secondary sources and archaeological triba journals were also

consulted, and the results of this have been imcatpd into the historical

background $ection 3.

CRODA: three aerial photographs (Plates 2-5), and plénbkeofactory site
were consulted during the site visit.

Cheshire Record Office websitethe tithe map and apportionment was
consulted online at http://maps.cheshire.gov.uidtitaps/.

For the use of Cascade Consulting © OA North: October 2011
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2.2.6

2.2.7

2.3
231

2.4

241

Promap (http://www.promap.co.uk/)copies of some of the OS maps were
obtained from this website.

Oxford Archaeology North:OA North has an extensive archive of secondary
sources relevant to the study area, as well as mwseunpublished client
reports on work carried out both as OA North andtsnformer guise of
Lancaster University Archaeological Unit (LUAU). & were consulted
where necessary.

STE VISIT

The site was visited on Thursday 13th October 2l telate the existing
topography and land use with the results of thé&-thesed assessment, as well
as to check for any additional sites of archaeckgpotential that would not
be identified through documentary sources (Plat24)6 The site visit also
allowed for an understanding of areas of impacdheyproposed development,
as well as areas of more recent disturbance thataffiect the potential for the
survival of archaeological deposits.

ARCHIVE

Copies of this desk-based assessment, includingaldagpies of the walkover
survey photographs, will be deposited with the Mgssde Archaeological
Service for reference purposes.

For the use of Cascade Consulting © OA North: October 2011
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3. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

3.1

3.1.1

3.2

3.2.1

INTRODUCTION

The following section presents a summary of théohisal and archaeological
background of the general area. This is presentddsborical period, and has
been compiled in order to place the study area antwider archaeological
context.

Period Date Range
Palaeolithic 30,000 — 10,000 BC
Mesolithic 10,000 — 4,000 BC
Neolithic 4,000 — 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 1540 €1750
Industrial Period cAD1750 — 1901
Modern Post-1901

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

BACKGROUND

Prehistoric Period although evidence for immediate post-glaciallsetéent in
the Merseyside area is relatively scarce (Cowall lanes 1994, 34), it is clear
that by the late Mesolithic, activity around the M8y estuary had become
quite widespread (Cowell and Philpott 2000, 167yidEnce tends to be
limited to occasional finds, however, although réceexcavations at
Thursaston Dungeon and Greasby Copse, both todttie-west of the study
area on the Wirral peninsula, have identified feggwhich may be associated
with Mesolithic activity op cit 13). During this period there was also a
dramatic rise in sea levels and associated wettanditions, and it is likely
that hunter-gatherers inhabiting the area wouldehhad to adapt to this
changing environment (Cowell and Innes 1994, 3B discovery of human
footprints in silt deposits at Formby on the Sefomast, approximately 30km
north of the River Mersey, would certainly lencelfdo the suggestion that the
coastal resource was being exploited during thex Mdesolithic (Hodgson and
Brennand 2006, 34). There is a notable concentratikknown sites dating to
this period at the north-western tip of the WirtPaninsula (Cowell and Innes
1994, 36).

For the use of Cascade Consulting © OA North: October 2011
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3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

3.2.5

3.2.6
3.2.7

3.2.8

Pollen analysis suggests that cereal cultivatiabg@bply began during the early
Neolithic period, but is likely to have co-existedth a hunter-gatherer
economy for some time (Cowell and Innes 1994, B@Jynological evidence
for the ‘elm decline’, a phenomenon linked by soarehaeologists with
woodland clearances interpreted as agriculturaleec®rded at Bidston Moss
towards the north-western tip of the Wirral (Cowalid Innes 1994, 39).
Opinion is divided, however, as to whether thigwidence of anthropogenic
clearance or a pathological development. In eitlase, the evidence indicates
‘major periods of disturbanthich are unparalleled in Cheshiiil).

Settlement evidence is almost non-existent for Ntesolithic and Neolithic
periods on the Wirral, a trend which continues itite Bronze Agedp cit,
43), although some Bronze Age burial remains haenbound in the Newton
Carr area at the north-west of the peninsula, anthe island of Middle Eye
immediately opposite West Kirby and Hoylakap(cit, 44). Recent work at
Irby, on the western side of the Wirral, appearshdve revealed a Middle
Bronze Age settlement dating t©©01620-1130 BC (Hodgson and Brennand
2006, 37). Neolithic/Bronze Age flints have beenrfd in the area of Shore
Fields,c 100m to the north of the study area (HER 3485-03).

Sites02 and03 are the findspots of Neolithic/Early Bronze Agats found in
the garden of the Court House.

Finds continue to be the main source of informatioto the Iron Age,

although these tend to consist of occasional nogjaicts, many of which were
discovered in the nineteenth century (Cowell anchetn 1994, 44-5).
Settlement sites with demonstrable Iron Age agtiaite rare in the lowland
north-west of England, and the ditched enclosureaexted at Irby on the
Wirral cannot be considered typical due to its appalongevity (Hodgson
and Brennand 2006, 24).

There are no known sites for the Iron Age withia study area.

Roman Period:evidence for Roman settlement is found in onlgw places,
principally on the north-western tip of the penilasat Meols, although
Roman coins have been found across the Wirral (C@md Innes 1994, 45).
The nature of settlement in this rural area isevan partially understood, and
is ‘mainly known along the sand stone ridgébid). A road connecting
Chester and the probable market at Meols is thotmghtive existed, and it is
likely that much of the contact with the Mediterean world was non-military
in nature (Cowell and Philpott 2000, 176).

The attribution by Ptolemy of names to tribal grnogs occupying the
political landscape of Britain in his second ceptGeography(based on work
by the geographer Marinus mAD 100), and their subsequent identification
by scholars is beset with difficulty, althoughstgenerally considered that the
River Mersey, Ptolemy’'Seteia may have formed a political division even at
the Roman invasion. The Setantii appear to haveped the north side of the
river, where they are thought to have formed pérthe loose Brigantian
confederacy, with the Cornovii occupying the areathe south of the Mersey
(Higham 1993, 31). The natives of the Wirral mayénaeen part of this latter
group, at least willing to do business with the R0y in contrast to the

For the use of Cascade Consulting © OA North: October 2011
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rebellious Ordovices on their western border, thmtigerency worthy of
remark by Tacitusap cit, 33).

3.2.9 Some finds of Roman coins have been made in thenBooough area,
including one at St Andrew's Church in Lower Belgion (The
Bromborough Society 2000, 8; HER 3383-001). Howsiiere are no known
sites for this period within the study area.

3.2.10 Early Medieval Period:Chester is referred to by Bede asidatas and some
settlements, notably Chester and Meols, appeaave butlived the collapse
of Roman administration proper, although theratik lor no evidence from
elsewhere in the area. Archaeological evidence Bives in Moreton and Irby,
further north and west of the study area respdgtiygesents a varied picture
with evidence for settlement continuity on the éetiagricultural land
contrasting with the suggestion of abandonmentwdlsee, as the settlement
pattern adjusted to the economics of post-impéidhin (Newman 2006,
99).

3.2.11 Finds of post-Roman date from the trading site &oM include penannular
brooches, a St Menas flask and three Byzantinescownhich suggests a
continuation of robust economic activity in the neies following Roman
government (Philpott 2006, 90; Griffitles al 2007). Eighth century coin finds
from the same site suggest rather poorer traditigitgclater on, probably
based on more local traffic circulating throughthe Irish Sea (Higham 1993,
102). Trading at Meols continued into the eleverghtury, by which time it
seems to have become eclipsed by blueh of Chester, which had been
established in 907. However, the longevity of Megiarticularly beyond the
establishment of thburh indicates its importance in the area (Higham 1993,
122).

3.2.12 By the tenth and eleventh centuries a large Vilpogulation appears to have
established itself on the Wirral (Dodgson 2000)ckhiat the time, was part of
the Kingdom of Mercia. One of the periodic diaspofaNorse populations
from Dublin caused by the native Irish, in or arduthe year 901, cast
refugees across the Irish Sea to North Wales amthtNobria (Higham 1993,
107), the latter region at this time stretchingnfréghe Mersey to northern
Cumbria. Ingmund, the leader of one of the outgastips, is thought to have
harried Anglesey on his arrival on the eastern caabof the Irish Sea, before
coming to some kind of accommodation with the milef Mercia (bid).
Harassment by Hiberno-Norse refugees on the cdasts North Wales to
Lancashire, coupled with the perennial spectréa@fanish kingdom in York,
may have encouraged the Mercian king Ethelreddaatgngmund and his folk
the land on the Wirral which they appear to haveepted (Crosby 1996, 29).
The name Thingwall, found to the west of Bromboiguagay stem from the
Scandinavian word ‘Thing’, or moot, suggesting agrde of autonomy
afforded the Vikings by Ethelred and his consortth&dflaed (bid). The
evidence from Chester, that a sizeable proporticthe moneyers at its tenth
century mint were either Scandinavian or Hibernadép strongly suggests
not only that the area around Chester continudoetan important player in
traffic between mainland Britain and the Irish $i#taral, but that interaction
between the populations on either side of the watas quite complex
(Higham 1993, 122).

For the use of Cascade Consulting © OA North: October 2011
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3.2.13 Place-name evidence implies that the Viking enclawght have been
concentrated at the north-western end of the pelanspreading down the
west coast. Raby, meaning farmstead on the bounaey possibly mark the
edge of Viking settlement (Cavill 2000; Harding RpOapproximately 3km
west-south-west of the study area. A number of Eidlish settlement names
are found in the environs of the study area, s l@ornton and Poulton
(Cavill 2000, 132-3; 140; 142), and Bromborough gessed a Saxon cross
and church (Bromborough Society 2000, 40-41). Brorabgh itself, possibly
meaning Bruna’s stronghold (The Bromborough Soci@@00, 8), is
considered to have been the site of the battleromAnburh, or Brunanburh,
fought in AD 937, which saw a combined force of &#&r Scots and
Strathclyde British defeated by a West Saxon arndeu Athelstan, (Dodgson
2000). This battle temporarily mad#e factothe primacy of the English
kingdoms in modern England, following Athelstan’snnaxation of
Northumbria on the death of King Sihtric, Vikingleu of York, in 927
(Higham 1993, 124-5).

3.2.14 The Viking occupation of the peninsula obscuresnagits to fathom its earlier
political and ecclesiastical organisation in anyadgop cit, 132). It would
appear from architectural evidence that the chatdBromborough dates from
at least the tenth century, and that the area wasmuch an extension of the
polity of Chesteripid).

3.2.15 There are no known sites for this period within shely area.

3.2.16 Late Medieval Periodin Domesday Book (1086) the settlements at Eastham
(Pol), Meols (Melas), Poulton (Pontone), Thingw@luigvelle) and Wallasey
(Walea) all make an appearance (Hume 1863). Broouigbr is not
mentioned, which is surprising given the pre-Corstjueasonry evident on St
Barnabas’s church. Its status as the centre ofishpatretching over a number
of townships, possibly as far as the Dee prioh®adrrival of Ingmund in the
900s (Higham 1993, 132), and its documentatiorhéntenth centuryop cit,
133), makes its Domesday omission more unusualkeTise however, place-
name evidence which indicates the ownership ofstbdy area at the time of
the Domesday survey. Sixteenth-century documerédirg to Birkenhead
Priory refer to Bromborough Pool as Gamel's Poant@l held Poulton-cum-
spital at the time of the Domesday survey, andchtmae suggests he also held
Bromborough Pool (HER 3484-05; Sid).

3.2.17 At the time of the Norman Conquest the peninsulzab® a single
administrative unit, the Hundred of Willaston, whicéncluded the lands
stretching towards Chester and those west of theyGtalley (Higham 1993,
131). The district-name Wirral is recorded in tlastl decade of the ninth
century in the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle as the locatad Chester, meaning
‘nook where bog-myrtle grows’op cit 131-2), bog-myrtle being a species
distinct to wetland environments (Cowell and Ind8984, 39). The confines of
the region may even correspond to a pre-Merciamomed) unit given its
possible Old Welsh etymology (Higham 1993, 131).eTparish of
Bromborough was probably controlled by the monadirethren of St
Werburgh, based in Chester during the tenth angesth century, and this
parish contained Eastham Manor, belonging to thd &aChester, Hugo
d’Avranches, the nephew of William |, sometimedezaHugh Lupus (Crosby
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1996, 34). The Norse Thegn Arni appeared, howaeehave continued to
control the western side of the Wirral at the time Domesday in 1086
(Higham 1993, 131-2).

3.2.18 In the subsequent two centuries, the land wasftvamed into arable farmland
across much of the peninsula, the increasing papuolaf Cheshire resulting
in 1000 acres of newly arable land listed in 1303he Wirral alone (Crosby
1996, 44). This was achieved despite what appeahste been a relatively
higher sea level, as high tide at the time is saitlave reached a point near
Poulton (Mortimer 1847, 190). The Wirral was maddrayal Forest and
appears to have been dominated by small-scale udtgrie (Chitty 1980;
Robinson and Whitbread 1998, 4-5).

3.2.19 During the later medieval period, Bromborough appéa have been a large
nucleated village around the church, with ribborvelepment along two
parallel lanes (Chitty 1980).

3.2.20 Known sites of this period within the study areagist of Site01, the Court
House, a moated site to the south-west of the pebdevelopment area (see
Sections 3.2.34-39Site 04 is the findspot of a probable medieval ring found
in the garden of the Court House. Siteis an area of medieval/post-medieval
ridge and furrow located to the south-east of ttappsed development area,
and Site29 is Rice Wood, an area of former ancient woodland & gbuth-
east of Bromborough Pool.

3.2.21 Post-medieval Periodthe parish of Bromborough was to become home to at
least two new manor houses in the sixteenth anenseenth centuries (Jones
1978, 35), and legal documents shed light on stesggver property in this
turbulent period. The Court House (S@8) at Bromborough Pool, formerly
part of St Werburgh’'s Abbey in Chester, was ultehatawarded to the
Hardware family in 1594 by charter (Connah 1954 s&e Section 3.2.3p
Bromborough New Hall, also known as the Upper ldalManor, is recorded
as having been constructed between 1619 and 1643 Bphn Bridgeman,
Bishop of Chester (Jones 1978, 35-6).

3.2.22 In 1657 the New Hall was sold by Orlando Bridgemidwe, son of John, and
then saw a succession of owners until 1680 wherad transferred to James
Mainwaring along with the Manor of Bromborough (TlBromborough
Society 2000, 24). The Mainwarings were very infii@ in Bromborough,
and in 1748 they expanded their holdings in tha &ne purchasing the Court
House Estateop cit, 25).

3.2.23 Site 05 is the Court House, a house at the site of thetedoanclosure to the
south-west of the proposed development area3setons 3.2.34-39

3.2.24 Industrial Period the latter half of the eighteenth century sawicadure
revolutionised in England, and some of the wastidaand mosslands of the
eastern and northern Wirral peninsula were altbsedevelopment associated
with the exploitation of hydrological power, esmdbi towards Wallasey
(Cowell and Innes 1994, 48).

3.2.251n 1801 most of the nearby settlements had smadulations, typically less
than 200 (Mortimer 1847), and many of the settlem@rere too small even to
warrant a mention in the contemporary directoriRiggt and Co 1834). In the
medieval period a ferry across the Mersey had lopenated by the monks of
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Birkenhead priory (Crosby 1996, 41). By the ninathecentury this was one
of three ferries runningkfid). Combined with an improved system of turnpike
roads, this meant that the Wirral was readily asibés for Liverpool-based
entrepreneursigid).

3.2.26 By the middle of the nineteenth century other digant changes began to
take place on the Wirral, relating to the growirtgemical industries on either
side of the Merseyop cit, 111). Price’s Patent Candle Factory (Si8 was
constructed at Bromborough Pool in 1853 (Watson612d,; seeSections
3.2.40-45 and Levers opened their factory producing Sunlfgbap in 1883
(Crosby 1996, 111). This became an unmitigated essccof Britain’s
manufacturing industry. By 1897, the works emplop@®0 people and was
producing 2400 tons of soap each week. The LevethBrs’ factory produced
60% of the soap made in the UK by 1914. Alongsigefactory was the new
town of Port Sunlight, Lord Leverhulme’s utopiarsiein for his workforce
(ibid).

3.2.27 The Wirral Railway Company began trading in 1883hat same time as the
Lever Brothers’ Soap Factory was opened. The sacoéghis operation,
boosted by both electrified trains and the Mersemel, seems to have fed the
urbanisation of the Wirrabf cit, 120).

3.2.28 There are a number of sites of this date withingtugly area, including: two
guarries (Site®6 and16), a brick works and an iron works (Sit22 and23)
in the northern part of the study area; a tile yand associated cottage (Sites
27 and28) in the southern part of the study area; and pots of metal (Site
32), pottery (Site21) and fired clay (Sit@6). Sites09-14 and20 are areas of
the factory village which are no longer extanteSi7 and33 are two wells
associated with Court House Farm, S8 is outwith the proposed
development area, but Sifer is within it. Other sites within the proposed
development area include S8 the site ofa lodge on the western corner of
the factory village, Sitd8 Price’s Patent Candle Factory (s&ections 3.2.40-
45), Site19 an area of marl extraction used for the manufactidrbricks for
the factory at Bromborough Pool, and S3tea sea wall, built to the north of
the factory.

3.2.29 Modern Period after the First World War, Bromborough becamejettbto
the ‘Bebington and Bromborough (Extension of Urliastrict) Order 1930,
Cheshire Council Order to facilitate the expansibrinousing provision. The
removal of inconveniently-placed buildings suchBasmborough New Hall,
demolished in 1930 (Jones 1978, 35), followed dintker.

3.2.30 During the search of the NMR several sites wereakad relating to the use of
the area in the Second World War. These includareabe balloon site (NMR
1414621); an emergency water supply tank (NMR 148B6four pill boxes
(NMR 1429735, 1420650, 1421779 and 1475261); ailplestactory (NMR
1475245); a road block (NMR 1475251); weapon giMR 1475259); and
air raid shelters (NMR 1475279). There are alsoralver of bomb crater sites
(NMR 1475275) in the area. None of these sites ithinv the proposed
development area, and they have not been includdte gazetteer due to
their above ground nature.
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3.2.31 Site15is a group of buildings constructed in the 1950hatnorth-east extent
of Price’s factory village, but no longer extant.

3.2.32 Undated: Site 30 is a creek shown flowing south from the confluerde
Bromborough Pool inlet with the river Mersey on titke map of 1840. The
creek appears to terminate in two long ponds postl a short distance to the
east of the Court House (Si#®). The creek is not shown on the OS map of
1876 as, by this time, it had been infilled andltbon by the Price’s Patent
Candle Factory (Sit&).

3.2.33 Site 25 is the findspot of a quantity of rusted weaponshat site of Price’s
Factory. The date of the weapons and their whergalsmw are unknown.

3.2.34 Bromborough Court House (Sites 01 and O05)he origins of the
Bromborough Court House are unclear. The size ef ttoated enclosure
(3.2ha) has lead to speculation that it might Haasen part of the tenth century
fortifications by the Mercians against the Hibeiorse invaders (Tomlinson
and Warhurst 1991, 80). It is possible that therCHouse was also known as
Bromborough Old Hall, whose exact whereabouts leaembeen known but it
is thought to have been built by AD 1100 (Jones8193B). Reference is made
to Bromborough Court House being located at the Kt in a document of
1284 (bid).

3.2.35 There is documentary evidence for occupation ofGbart House site in the
thirteenth century, at which time it was part of Werburgh’s Abbey in
Chester; Edward | visited Bromborough in 1277 atayed at the Court
House, which is thought to have been situated withimoated site by this
time, and in 1284 an early chronicle, thanales Cestriensistated that the
first Court House had burnt down and a second aa built on the site (The
Bromborough Society 2000, 44). At the time of thissdlution of St
Werburgh's Abbey in 1540, the Court House Estate aleeady being leased
by a John Grice, and he was allowed to remain temathe Dean of Chester
Cathedral ipid). Grice died in 1560, and his will included in Ipsoperty
sheep, cattle and corn grown on the estate. Tlaeesas then leased by the
Hardware family, who were traders in Spanish irowl éeading citizens in
Chester; Henry Hardware was mayor in 1559 and 1&fé,his son Henry in
1599 pp cit, 44-45). The Hardwares did not always live at €ddouse,
however, as there are records of a number of difteienants there during the
seventeenth centurg(f cit, 45-46).

3.2.36 The Court House was mentioned in a lease from lIé@dat some point in the
seventeenth century it was demolished and replaged new Court House
close to its predecessaop( cit, 46-47). The new Court House comprised a
long straight central section, with forward projegtwings at either end. It
was constructed in brick with sandstone embellisitsjeand had scalloped
gables at the front of the projecting wings (Th@mborough Society 2000,
48; Mortimer 1847, 209).

3.2.37 During the later seventeenth century, the Courtddaappears to have become
a centre for non-conformists and in 1691 it wassteged as a Dissenting
Meeting Place (The Bromborough Society 2000, 46)1748 the estate was
purchased by James Mainwaring of Bromborough NeW;, Aawhich time it
comprised 153 acres including Bromborough waterifiihe Bromborough
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Society 2000, 47). At the time of the tithe awardLB40 the Court House was
occupied by a tenant farmer, John Simpson. It asight that the farmhouse
occupied the eastern part of the building, as & 1B51 census an attorney
named George Whitley was occupying the western wopg cit, 49). The
Simpson family were still farming and occupying thastern wing of the
building at the time of the 1861 census, but thesterm wing was then
occupied by the Reverend Edmund Hampson, who vea€ltlaplain to Price’s
Patent Candle Company. Also occupying this wingew22 trainee candle
makers. This was probably a temporary arrangembitstiPrice’s village was
constructed to accommodate the factory workibid)(

3.2.38 In 1905, the Mainwarings sold the Court House &mdhind to Lever Brothers.
In 1921, Lever Brothers decided to use the westéng, and built an annexe
to provide accommodation for two of their managang families. However,
the eastern wing continued to be used as a farmehonil shortly before its
demolition in 1969ipid).

3.2.39 Recent excavations failed to produce dating evideearlier than the
eighteenth century for the moat, although it remaiossible that an earlier
moat had been largely re-cut in the eighteenthucgriFreke 1978, 50).

3.2.40 Price’s Candle Factory (Site 18Price’s Patent Candle Factory was founded
by William Wilson, who had his first factory in Vahball, London, in 1830
and a second in Battersea in 1843 (Watson 1966)akt African imports at
this time came into the country via the port atdrpool, which included palm
oil used in the candle-making process. Therefor¢he 1850s, it was decided
to establish a third factory around Liverpool tovesan transportation costs.
This also enabled by-products from the factory éottansported to textile
mills in the North West via canalog cit 18). As the price of land in
Liverpool was high, the location at Bromborough Pwas chosen because it
was cheaper, whilst the river frontage was stilitagile for bringing raw
materials across from Liverpoobyf cit 20). Having taken over from their
father, James and George Wilson had always platmdxlild a village for
their employees alongside the factory, and the gigt north of the village of
Bromborough, was very conveniently placed for thise land for the factory
and village was part of the Court House Estate was purchased from the
Mainwarings. Originally, 42 acres were to be pusdthbut, as there was no
local brickworks able to supply the necessary nedtefor the building works,
a further 19 acres were purchased in order to naatwrie the bricks on site.
Marl for this purpose was excavated from Big Sesld=(Site19), shown on
the tithe map of 1840 (Fig 6) as field number 10a{8én 1966 20-21; The
Bromborough Society 2000, 50).

3.2.41 The village (Site99-14 and 20) was built in phases, with the earliest houses
built in 1853, and by 1856 the village had 76 hesyuseschool, a cricket pitch
and a bowling green. There followed a period ofrecoic downturn for the
company, a result of both a difficult time for Bsh industries in general due
to the cotton famine, and more specifically thecgecompetition that Price’s
faced with other companies providing cheaper antebdighting methods
(e.g. gas). Consequently it was not until 1872, whke company had
recovered, that 15 more houses were built (Wat€§6,132-33). In 1873 a
new road, South View, was constructed in front gfuarry (Sitel6) that had
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been dug in 1858 for sandstone, and six houses lgltealong it. Six more
houses were added in 1877 and a fever hospitaterapleted in 18780 cit,
33).

3.2.421n the 1880s the factory floors began to sink, edubvy the sandstone

quarrying for the building work. The quarry (Sit€) had been flooded for
many years and was now pumped out by sinking febtick cylinders into
the gravel bed 36’ beneath the surfabed].

3.2.43 A period of prosperity led to new building in thi#lage in the 1890s, with the

completion of the chapel in 1890 and the constomcbf 24 houses in 1896.
These new houses were influenced in design by tAbBert Sunlight, which
was being constructed at the same time a shodndistto the northop cit,
34-35). New school buildings were erected nexht d¢hapel in 1898, and in
1899 the old school building was taken over by td#lage Mutual
Improvement Society. In 1900, 14 more houses weik in the village, in
Manor Place and on South View, and the south lo@idrwas also constructed
at this time. In 1901, an infectious diseases hakpnd cottage were built in
the south-west area of the site. The village thad h42 houses and 728
residentsdp cit, 35).

3.2.441n 1903, new gates were provided at the south éntodk Street leading to

Rice Wood (Sit&9). After the First World War, a memorial was setampthe
corner of Pool Lane and South Vieilid).

3.2.451n 1919 Price’s was taken over by Lever Brothei Lhe soap manufacturers

3.3
3.3.1

3.3.2

who had established themselves at Port Sunligtiteidate nineteenth century.
Lever Brothers were now diversifying within thedaiharket, and had interests
in margarine, candles and possible other new ptedBgy taking over Price’s,
who produced candles, soap and other fat and atlymts, they were
diversifying as well as removing a rival firm (hifjprices-
candles.co.uk/history/historydetail.asp). In 1922 jointly-owned company
named Candles Ltd was formed between Lever BrotAedsthe companies
which are now Shell, BP and Burmah Oil. In 192% thnilever group was
formed by the merger of Lever Brothers and the D@@ompany, Margarine
Unie and in 1936 Lever Brothers came out of Candlel taking the
Bromborough works with it. The Bromborough worksitioued to specialise
in fatty acids, and still operates today as part Wifichems Ltd (The
Bromborough Society 2000, 50; Watson 1966, 36-38;
http://www.unilever.com/aboutus/ourhistory/1920s/PYAHNAV=1920s;
http://prices-candles.co.uk/history/historydetaihp

M AP REGRESSION ANALYSIS

Introduction: a number of cartographic sources were examined ASW
together with some held at OA North’s offices, tibeshire Record Office
website, and Promap (http://www.promap.co.uk/).eEhaerial photographs of
the site were also consulted at the CRODA officendythe site visit.

The Mainwaring Estate Plan, 1755 (Plate 1¢heshire Record Office holds a
photograph of the Mainwaring Estate Plan from 1{8BH5/BROM/1). The
guality of the photograph is not good, as the ngphviously quite large.
However the plan clearly shows the proposed dewedop area as fields, and
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3.3.3

3.34

3.3.5

3.3.6

3.3.7

it is similar in appearance to the tithe map of8Big 6). To the west of the
proposed development area, the Court Hall moat mortls (Site0l) are
identifiable. On the east side of the moat the Cblall (Site 05) is depicted.
The layout of the four buildings shown is the saaseon the tithe map, and a
formal garden is shown to the rear (north) of thepprty.

Burdett's Map of Cheshire, 1777 (Fig 3}he first usable large-scale survey
of the study area is provided by Peter Burdett7/iid7l. at a scale of one inch to
one mile. ‘Bromborow’ is shown as a relatively sibke settlement of three
roads in a triangular arrangement, presumably afrdhe market cross, with
numerous buildings both around this centre andekiieroad to the north. The
church is also visible on the western side of te#lesment. The Court Hall
(Site05) is marked some distance to the north of the gdla

Swire and Hutchings’ Map of Cheshire, 1830 (Fig 4this map shows more
detail of the area, with Court Hall (Sié®) again marked, and a road heading
south-westwards from it to Bromborough.

A Bryant’s ‘Map of Cheshire’, 1831 (Fig 5)this map shows further details of
the layout of Court Hall (Sit€5). The moat (Sité1) next to Court Hall is
shown on this map and the inner and outer pondx@ésd with the moat are
also depicted. The road to Bromborough is againvahand two further
tracks are marked heading south, one named Caet LLaither south, heading
south-east to Rice Wood (Si6).

Bromborough Tithe, 1840 (Fig 6)the Bromborough Township tithe map was
produced in 1840 and Court Hall is depicted asoagof buildings (Sit€5)

on the east side of the moat (Sith. Only three sides of the original moat are
shown, with the eastern side possibly beneath Gdalit Ponds are shown in
the western area of the moat enclosure and outivéhwestern side of the
moat. All of the land in this area is noted on titlee apportionment as being
owned by the Rev. James Mainwaring and occupieddiyn Simpson. The
fields within the proposed development area arebmred: 4, named Walk
Croft; 5, named Barn Croft and Rough; 6, named @stite; 7, named Sea
Marsh; 8, named Marsh; 10, named Big Sea Field; Hs\dnamed Long
Meadow. There are also two other plots within tmeppsed development
area: the buildings (Sit@5) to the east of the moat (to which the barn
indicated by Barn Croft presumably belongs) are lberad 1 and described as
‘house, buildings, yard and buildings’ and appearcomprise four main
buildings; and an orchard (2) is located to themof the buildings. A creek
(Site 30) is shown heading south from the confluence ofnidyorough Pool
with the river Mersey, and terminating in two lopgnds located a short
distance to the east of the Court House. Furthedp@an be seen across the
area.

Ordnance Survey, First Edition, 25” to 1 mile, 1846ig 7) and 6” to 1 mile,
1882 (Fig 8): this map shows the development of the area comprisi
Bromborough Pool Works (Patent Candle Manufact@myd the village to its
south-east. The works (Sit€) are made up of one large rectangular building,
with additional buildings on its north-east and thewest sides. Surrounding
these buildings are a gasometer, cranes, and @ gfooutlying buildings to
the south. Further south again, at the junctiothefroad to the factory and the
road to the village, a small building is shown;stis named as a lodge (Site
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3.3.8

3.3.9

08) on later mapping. A reservoir is shown a shostatice to the east of the
factory. It is evident that changes had been madhe inlet bounding the
north of the factory, presumably to protect it frioods, as a sluice is marked
and a sea wall (Sit81) is shown. South-east of the factory the village i
shown, at this time comprising York Street, Mantarcé and The Green (Sites
09-12, 14 and 20), with allotment gardens marked to the south ef tlhuses.
To the south of the factory, the Court House (fatgn€ourt Hall (Site05)) is
depicted and stated as being ‘on the site of thertGgouse’ (Site01). The
farm buildings of the Court House appear much ayg thd on the tithe map of
1840, with additional small outbuildings shown ke tsouth-east of the farm,
and a glass house shown to the west. Orchardsepreted to the north of the
buildings. A sand pit is marked to the north of theat.

Ordnance Survey Second Edition, 25" to 1 mile, 189Big 9): further
development had taken place by the time of this pimgp Additional
buildings had been constructed to the south, seash-and north-east of the
factory. Additional buildings are also shown to gswith of the factory, on the
west side of the road leading to it. The Court Ho(Site 05 has some
additional buildings to its north, and the glassg®to the west, shown on the
1876 map, is no longer extant. The village had ed&pd to the south, with a
new row of houses, South View (Sife3), now shown, and a hospital is
marked to the north. A quarry (Sité) is marked to the south of the village.

Ordnance Survey, 25" to 1 mile, 1912 (Fig 10¥urther construction
surrounding the factory is shown on this mappingluding a chimney and a
tank to the north, as well as a tramway runningiadothe factory buildings.
The village has also been extended south-eastwarttsmore semi-detached
housing on South View and Manor Place. The quaBite(L6) south of the
village is now marked ‘old quarry’. An infectioussdases hospital is shown in
the south-east corner of the village.

3.3.10 Ordnance Survey, 25" to 1 mile, 1927 (Fig 1lthe gasometer and cranes

shown on earlier maps to the north of the factasy mot marked on this
mapping. Further buildings are shown on the welt sf the road leading to
the factory (now marked ‘Pool Lane’), east of Cadduse, and the group of
small buildings on the east side of the road is moavked ‘Lodge’ (Site€)8).

A war memorial is marked to the south of the lodgd a tank is now depicted
in the vicinity of the quarry (Sité6) marked on the 1899 map, which is no
longer extant.

3.3.11 rdnance Survey, 25" to 1 mile, 1936 (Fig 12he factory buildings shown on

this map are very similar in layout to those degacon the 1927 map. New
development can be seen to the east of the factooyever, where

Bromborough Docks has now been constructed outtiredMersey. Some of
the buildings on the west side of Pool Lane hadchbdeared by the time of
this mapping

3.3.12 Ordnance Survey, 25" to 1 mile, 1956 (Fig 13he factory is named on this

map as ‘Bromborough Pool Works (Stearin ddléine)’. The main factory
building remains the same as shown on earlier mgpgiowever there have
been changes to the rest of the factory. Furtloeage tanks are shown to the
north-west of the factory and to the north-eastpoth sides of the reservoir.
The tramway that surrounded the factory is no loreggant. New buildings
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and structures are shown to the north-east andh-sast of the factory,
including a hopper, two electricity sub-stationsl darther tanks. The area to
the south-east of the factory, north of the lodgi¢e(08), has been laid out as a
formal garden with a pond. Two of the buildings thie east side of Court
House Farm (Sit@®5) are marked as ruins. A group of small buildin§gg
15) is shown in the north-east corner of the villagethe northern extent of
The Green.

3.3.13 Ordnance Survey, 1:10,560, 1965 (Fig 14his map shows no significant
changes to the area from its depiction on the 1886, except that the group
of small buildings (Sitel5) in the north-east corner of the village and thee w
memorial are no longer extant.

3.3.14 Aerial photograph of the site, 1967 (Plates 2 and Bourt House Farm (Site
05) is shown in Plate 2, just two years before it Wamolished. It should be
noted that the lodge (Si@#8) appears to have already been demolished by the
time of this photograph. Plate 3 shows the factsitg as almost entirely
developed, aside from some land against the eabtmundary, possibly to
provide some space between the factory and thegeill

3.3.15 Ordnance Survey, 1:10,560, 1976 (Fig 1Several significant changes had
taken place by the time of this map. The main oggifactory building has
been replaced by two separate buildings, and féuhe tanks to the north-
west of it had been removed. To the south-eastefdctory numerous small
buildings had been constructed between the fachowy the north-western
edge of the village. These buildings were locatedfaa south-west as to
replace the most easterly of the outbuildings aateat with Court House
Farm (Site05). The whole of Court House Farm had been demalidhethe
time of this map, and Pool Lane extended only aasahe new south-western
edge of the factory buildings, the remainder dfaving been built over. In the
village, a number of the houses at the north-westeds of South View (Site
13), Manor Place (Sitell) and York Street (Site®9 and 10) had been
demolished, along with the lodge (SiB&), which appeared to have been
demolished by the time of the 1967 photograph. dlleements to the south of
the village are marked as a sports ground.

3.3.16 Aerial photograph of the site, c 1987 (Plate 4) aAérial photograph of the
site, ¢ 1989 (Plate 5)the ¢ 1987 photograph is markedly different from the
1967 photograph, and shows that in that twenty peaiod many of the late
nineteenth/early twentieth century buildings (Meilbn the 1967 photograph
with semi-circular gables) had been replaced. Tlénndifference between
these two photographs is the inlet surroundingsiteeshad started to be infilled
by 1989, and is consequently shown as much redacgde in Plate 5.

3.3.17 Ordnance Survey, 1:10,560, 1990 (Fig 2his map shows some changes to
the layout of the buildings at the south-eastemerexof the factory and to the
north-east where a number of the tanks, includlhthase on the eastern side
of the reservoir, had been removed. In the villdggher houses on the north
side of York Street (Sit@9); at the west end of Manor Place on the south side
of the road (Sitel2); further east along Manor Place (Si4); and on The
Green (Site20) had been demolished.
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3.4 PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL WORK

3.4.1 The HER holds records of a number of interventithrag have taken place at
the Court House:

* In 1955, observations were made at the east etigegbond (presumably
within the moated enclosure). Nine large stonesewated as edging the
pond, and behind this a small dig revealed extendiumping of material
including Buckley pottery, china and lumps of arious sort of slag’.

* In 1956, concrete footings were put down inside ith@ated enclosure
requiring three holes measuring approximately églx 3-4’ deep and 4’
wide. Hole A revealed red sandstone that had be&aoks indicating that
the moat had been partly cut into the rock. Hole®aled 18" of cinders,
then red clay mixed with household rubbish seadirfgrther layer of red
clay. Hole C had loam at the top, overlying yellsand.

* In 1957 a number of excavations were made for ylmncarry steam
pipes within the north and east sides of the mAatthe base of one
excavation, a thin layer of charred material waseobed and was
interpreted as evidence for a fire that destropedoriginal Court House in
the thirteenth century.

* An excavation took place in 1979 of the Bromborougburt House,
located to the immediate south-east of the propakmclopment area
(Freke 1978, 47-52). The excavation was concertratethe south-west
corner of the moat and on a pond to the west of mimat, although
observations were also made of a construction lrencthe north-west
corner. Pollen samples were taken in three stegaalling 50cm in depth,
from the construction trench. The top 10cms wasudhed; Stratum 3,
from 10-38cms, was an organic clay soil; Straturfrdn 38-46cms, was a
black organic peaty layer with fragments of birdrkband charcoal; and
Stratum 1, from 46-50cms, was a sandy clay soih widme organic and
rootlet material. Stratum 1 showed that the sité haen occupied by a
dense birch woodland, and the influence of thelme&romborough Pool
was indicated by the presence of alder, willow, andumber of wetland
herbs. These herbs persisted in the upper twoastradicating the
continued wet conditions of the site. Stratum 2eeded more open oak
and alder woodland, with charcoal and birch badicating the clearance,
by fire, of some of the woodland. Shallow pools na¢égo have formed at
this time. Stratum 3 showed evidence for arabléwatlon, and increased
areas of open landscape, probably representing aneals of cultivation.
The report concluded that prior to the eighteerghtury there was no
evidence for the use of the area except for pasiure present profile of
the moat was found to be eighteenth century in.ddtemedieval finds
were recovered in association with the moat, alghoi remains possible
that an earlier moat had been largely re-cut ineilgbteenth century. The
excavation also suggested that the inner and paisds on the west side
of the moat may have once been one pond truncgtéaebwestern arm of
the moat, although further work would be require@anfirm this {bid).
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3.4.2

3.4.3

3.5
3.5.1

3.5.2

3.5.3

» A watching brief was undertaken in 1993 when ttpestholes were dug
for a ‘Land to Let’ signc 100m to the south-west of the western part of
the moat. Brick was observed in the holes, sonvehach was burnt.

» A watching brief was carried out during groundwodksland adjacent to
Bromborough Court Moat on Pool Lane (NGR SJ 344@034by
Liverpool Museum Field Archaeology Section in 208V possible ditch
was located to the west of the fishpond (Jonesfaiais 2007).

To the south-west of the study area, at Spital Red&romborough (NGR SJ
344 831), a desk-based assessment and evaluat®rcamaed out by OA

North in 2007 in advance of a residential developn{®A North 2007). The

assessment highlighted the potential for the diegowf below ground

remains of a medieval water mill and an eighteecghtury bridge and
associated road. The results of the fieldwork sstggkthat the demolition of
the mill complex in 1949 had been extremely thofoagd much of the fabric
of the buildings had been removed from the siteeMdence for the bridge or
road was encountereibid).

To the south of the study area, at Cowpasture WoleR SJ 353 824), a
desk-based assessment and evaluation was carriedyouUAU 1994 in
advance of development (LUAU 1994). The assessnmgitlighted the
potential for prehistoric occupation in the areae do four findspots of
prehistoric material noted in the environs of thedg area. The site was also
noted as being located within a medieval field eyystassociated with the
village of Bromborough, located to the immediate siveHowever, the
evaluation trenching found no evidence for prehistmccupation or the
medieval field systemilfid).

STE VISIT

The site was visited on Thursday 13th October 2(lates 6-21). The site
has been out of use as a factory for two yearsisatatgely empty, although
some work to dismantle the superstructure of theksvavas ongoing at the
time of the site visit.

The south-west boundary of the site is adjacenth& scheduled moated
enclosure (Site€d1) and overlies part of the Court House Farm (St
demolished in 1969. This area is currently in useaacar park and storage
area. The current ground surface is significanthydr than the area of the
moated site, with banks sloping down to it (PlateThis would suggest that
the ground within the factory boundary was levelédtér the farm buildings
were demolished. It is therefore possible that dmyied archaeological
features in this area may have been truncated.

The perimeter of the site was walked in order wedain if the sea wall (Site
31) shown on the historic mapping was still extahtwés found that the sea
wall is now a concrete structure (Plates 11 and i ough some degraded
areas of it revealed that the original brick stuoetlies beneath (Plate 13). The
tidal inlet that the wall bounds was significanthduced in the late 1980s (see
Plates 4 and 5). The area outwith the wall on tir¢hern boundary of the site
was infilled at this time, so that in this area thell now abuts an area of
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wasteland in front of the inlet (Plates 13 and F&atures such as mooring
posts and timber mooring bollards or fenders alieestant in this area (Plate

16).

3.5.4 The built heritage on the site is being dealt witla separate report. However,
it should be briefly noted that there are late teeath century buildings
(Plates 10, 19 and 20) to the east of the listeldlibg (LB no 215551) (Plate
9). Also, at the north-west extent of the site Hre facades of nineteenth
century buildings, with modern warehouses behinatéB 14 and 15).

3.5.5 Wihilst the northern and western areas of the site libeen heavily developed,
the eastern area of the site contains more ‘blarkas which have not
previously been developed (Plates 18 and 21), aanaffer potential for the
survival of earlier archaeological remains.
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4 GAZETTEER OF SITES

Site number
Site name
NGR

Ref

Designation
Site type
Period
Sources
Description

Assessment

01

Bromborough Court House moated site andshponds, Wirral

334496 384189

NMR 67341/HER 8484-04 (moat), HER 3484-09 and ishfonds), HER
3484-01 (courthouse), HER 3484-12 (manor house)

Scheduled Monument 13428

Earthworks

Medieval

http://list.english-heritage.org.uk/mapsearch.aspx

The monument comprises the extensive rectilineaatntbat surrounded
Bromborough Courthouse, known to be located orsitgeof an 11th century
manor of St Werburgh's Abbey. The main island igrograssland largely
devoid of post-medieval activity. This monumentgdther with a similar
moated site at nearby Irby, testifies to the Abbegminance and control over
this area of the Wirral in medieval times and retlethe affluence of the
church and also the diversity in size and functdrnhis class of monument.
Additionally, the monument occupies a strongly-delfied position by the
coast on the edge of a large tidal inlet. Indesdatation infers that direct
access to water-borne transportation was importdug, being an unusual
consideration for such a moated site. The monuraérBromborough is a
striking example of its type. The rectangular esetb island originally
measured 170m x 180m giving an overall aream8ha. The moat measures
3.4m max depth x 18m max width and possesses siitgmal and external
banks. There is a raised platform towards the eeoftthe island thought to be
the location of the main original building, withuiadations of 17th century
buildings demolished in the 20th century lying he east. The site has a large
internal fishpond in the north-west corner of thlamd just inside the moat and
additionally a large external one lying to the wekthe moat. A small pond,
now much silted, also lies in the eastern cornehefsite. The concrete bases
sunk into the monument to support the elevatedlipigg the structure located
at the junction of two pipelines, the angling stati flanking the external
pond, and all fences and walls are excluded froen dtheduling, although
deposits beneath all of these features are inclutieel site is currently heavily
overgrown with trees and vegetation.

The site is outwith the proposed development arehwaill not be directly
impacted by it. However, it lies adjacent to thegmsed development area
boundary and therefore needs to be considereddiert impacts.

Site number
Site name
NGR

Ref
Designation
Site type
Period
Sources
Description

Assessment

02

Prehistoric findspot

334550 384170

HER 3484/025

None

Findspot

Neolithic

HER

Findspot from the garden of Bromborough Court Hafli a mottled
green/brown probable Neolithic flint axe, brokenanehe butt end, and
measuring 38mm long x 55m wide x 25mm thick andghigig 111.5g.
(Possibly the same as S@8).
The site is outwith the proposed development anglavall not be impacted by
it.
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Site number 03

Site name Prehistoric findspot

NGR 334550 384170

Ref HER 3484/03

Designation None

Site type Findspot

Period Prehistoric

Sources HER; Chitty 1979, 81

Description Findspot from a flower bed at Bromborough Court IHaf a Late
Neolithic/Early Bronze Age brown flint, which appsdo be the broken tip of
an arrowhead. (Possibly the same as &ije

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anglavall not be impacted by
it.

Site number 04

Site name Medieval findspot

NGR 334550 384170

Ref -

Designation None

Site type Findspot

Period Medieval?

Sources Chitty 1979, 81

Description Findspot from a flower bed at Bromborough Court IHafl a probable
medieval ring.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anglavall not be impacted by
it.

Site number 05

Site name Court House

NGR 334573 384194

Ref NMR 509857/ HER 3484/14

Designation -

Site type Buildings (Site of)

Period Post-medieval

Sources NMR

Description A large late seventeenth century farmhouse conyertehe mid nineteenth
century into a hostel for male employees of Pricaisdle works. Later used
by Lever Brothers’ who purchased the company. D&het 1969.

Assessment The site is partially within the proposed developinarea and any surviving
below ground remains may be impacted by it.

Site number 06

Site name Quarry

NGR 334140 385150

Ref NMR 1475177

Designation -

Site type Quarry

Period Industrial/Modern

Sources NMR

Description A post-medieval/20th century quarry is visible as @arthwork on air
photographs, centred at SJ 3414 8515. The quarsyahaarea measuring
6.97ha. The feature appears to be no longer eatatite latest 1987 Ordnance
Survey vertical photography.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavall not be impacted by

it.
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Site number 07

Site name Ridge and Furrow

NGR 334700 384000

Ref NMR 1475256/HER 3484-11

Designation -

Site type Ridge and furrow

Period Medieval/Post-medieval

Sources NMR

Description Medieval/post-medieval and post-medieval ridge dmdow is visible as
earthworks on air photographs in Bebington, in YWeéral District. None
appears to be extant on the latest 1987 Ordnareesuertical photography.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anglavall not be impacted by
it.

Site number 08

Site name The Lodge, Bromborough Pool Village

NGR 334640 384227

Ref -

Designation -

Site type Building (Site of)

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression

Description A lodge at the south-west extent of Bromboroughl Réitage, and located at
the south-east entrance to the land occupied lmeBrPatent Candle Factory
(Site 18). The lodge is first shown on the OS map of 18A@ had been
demolished by 1976.

Assessment The site is partially within the proposed developinarea and any surviving
below ground remains may be impacted by it.

Site number 09

Site name North Side of York Street, Bromborough Pal Village

NGR 334816 384338

Ref -

Designation Within Bromborough Pool Conservation Area

Site type Buildings (Site of)

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression

Description A row of houses on the north side of York Streedvat on the OS map of
1876. The row had been partially demolished by 18@é was completely
gone by 1990.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavadll not be impacted by
it.

Site number 10

Site name South Side of York Street, Bromborough R Village

NGR 334754 384330

Ref -

Designation Within Bromborough Pool Conservation Area

Site type Buildings (Site of)

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression

Description A row of houses on the south side of York Streetwshon the OS map of
1876. The row had been demolished by 1976.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavall not be impacted by

it.
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Site number 11

Site name North Side of Manor Place, Bromborough Ra Village

NGR 334750 384291

Ref -

Designation Within Bromborough Pool Conservation Area

Site type Buildings (Site of)

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression

Description A row of houses on the north side of Manor Placeashon the OS map of
1876. The row had been demolished by 1976.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anglavadll not be impacted by
it.

Site number 12

Site name South Side of Manor Place (west end), Briborough Pool Village

NGR 334719 384180

Ref -

Designation Within Bromborough Pool Conservation Area

Site type Buildings (Site of)

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression

Description A row of houses at the west end of the south sidéamor Place shown on the
OS map of 1876. The row had been demolished by.1990

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anglavadll not be impacted by
it.

Site number 13

Site name West End of South View, Bromborough Podlillage

NGR 334703 388233

Ref -

Designation Within Bromborough Pool Conservation Area

Site type Buildings (Site of)

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression

Description A row of houses at the west end of South View showthe OS map of 1876.
The row had been demolished by 1976.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anglavdll not be impacted by
it.

Site number 14

Site name South Side of Manor Place (central), Broborough Pool Village

NGR 334817 384202

Ref -

Designation Within Bromborough Pool Conservation Area

Site type Buildings (Site of)

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression

Description A row of houses in the middle of the south sidéviainor Place shown on the
OS map of 1876. The row had been demolished by.1990

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavall not be impacted by

it.

For the use of Cascade Consulting

© OA North: October 2011



Bromborough Pool Village, Merseyside: ArchaeologiDask-based Assessment 28

Site number 15

Site name Buildings at the north end of The Green

NGR 335091 384284

Ref -

Designation Within Bromborough Pool Conservation Area

Site type Buildings (Site of)

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression

Description A group of small buildings depicted at the nortld @i The Green, north of an
extant pair of houses (nos 1 and 2 The Green; LB421), on the 1956 OS
map. The buildings had been demolished by the tihtke 1965 OS map. The
function of the buildings is not known, though thegypear to be too small to
be residential.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anglavall not be impacted by
it.

Site number 16

Site name Quarry, Bromborough Pool Village

NGR 334706 384188

Ref HER 3484-18

Designation Within Bromborough Pool Conservation Area

Site type Quarry (Site of)

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression/HER

Description A quarry located to the south of the western endSeoluth View in
Bromborough Pool Village. The quarry had been egdb prior to the
purchase of the site by Price’s in 1853, as ampihé location of the quarry is
shown on the deed map prepared for the Price’shpsec It is therefore
possible that the sandstone had been used forabg Bouse farm (Sit@5).
The quarry (also known as the Delph) was used i541By Price’'s for
architectural details for the factory buildingswasll as for buildings on The
Green. In 1858 stone was extracted for the cortsbruof a sea wall (Sit81).
At some point in the mid-nineteenth century a walb constructed around the
quarry, as a girl from the village drowned in thater collected there. In 1878
the quarry was re-opened to provide material far finst fever hospital
outwith the north-west corner of the cricket grouihd 1889 the quarry was
used for stone for the village church and in 1898f& the village school.
Finally a small amount of stone may have been tdkem the quarry for
architectural details on the new hospital, builtli®01. The quarry is first
shown on the 1899 OS map, is marked as ‘old quamythe 1912 OS map,
and is not shown on the 1927 OS map.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavall not be impacted by
it.

Site number 17

Site name Well, Bromborough Court House

NGR 334560 384220

Ref HER 3484-23

Designation None

Site type Well (site of)

Period Industrial

Sources HER

Description A well noted in the HER, but not assigned a dateweler, as it is not noted
on the OS maps from 1876 onwards, it is likely te-gate this.

Assessment The site is within the proposed development arebnaay be impacted by it.
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Site number 18

Site name Price’s Patent Candle Factory, BromborougPool

NGR 334541 384493

Ref -

Designation (includes Listed Building 215551)

Site type Candle Factory (Site of)

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression

Description Price’s Patent Candle Factory was established §# 18 Bromborough Pool
along with a village for the factory workers. Theetiory thrived until the start
of the twentieth century, when gas and electrivigre increasingly replacing
candles for lighting. The Bromborough works theeaalised in fatty acids,
and became part of the Unilever group, which hamvgrup in Port Sunlight
since the late nineteenth century, and was therwknas Unichema. The
original factory buildings have gradually been emgd, as the site is still in
industrial use.
One original building remains, (the Unichema OffiBaiilding at 334562
384380), and is listed as Grade Il. There is alsograup of late
nineteenth/early twentieth century buildings to ithhenediate north-east of the
listed building (334617 384390). The standing ki@ are not included in
the assessment as they are being assessed iratsefmeument

Assessment The site is within the proposed development arad there are possibly below
ground remains surviving from the original factdoyildings that may be
impacted by it.

Site number 19

Site name Marl Extraction at Big Sea Field, Bromboough Pool

NGR 334879 384300

Ref -

Designation -

Site type Marl extraction site

Period Industrial

Sources Documentary: Watson 1966 20-21; The Bromboroughe®p2000, 50

Description Marl for brick manufacture for the construction dPrice’s Patent Candle
Factory was excavated from Big Sea Field (showrhentithe map of 1840
(Fig 6) as field number 10).

Assessment The site is within the proposed development ardadsuan extraction area, it
is not considered to be archaeologically significan

Site number 20

Site name Pair of houses on The Green

NGR 335055 384208

Ref -

Designation Within Bromborough Pool Conservation Area

Site type Buildings (Site of)

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression

Description A pair of houses are depicted towards the north @ndhe Green, in the
north-east area of the village, on the 1882 OS mhp.buildings were located
immediately south of nos. 1 and 2 The Green, whighstill extant and listed
(LB 215421). The houses had been demolished byiriee of the 1990 OS
map.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavall not be impacted by

it.
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Site number 21

Site name Findspot, New Chester Road

NGR 333900 384900

Ref HER 3384-29

Designation -

Site type Findspot

Period Industrial

Sources HER

Description The findspot of mid-late nineteenth century pottélgm a garden on New
Chester Road.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anglavadll not be impacted by
it.

Site number 22

Site name New Ferry Brickworks

NGR 334350 385280

Ref HER 3485-07

Designation -

Site type Brickworks

Period Industrial

Sources HER

Description The brickworks were situated on the banks of thesilg in an area known as
Mayfields. The clay pit extended almost as far d®sfer New Road. The
brickworks are shown on the OS map of 1899 and demsolished in 1924.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anglavadll not be impacted by
it.

Site number 23

Site name New Ferry Iron Working Site

NGR 334350 385280

Ref HER 3485-08

Designation -

Site type Iron works

Period Industrial

Sources HER

Description The iron works were situated on the banks of theskle in an area known as
Mayfields.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anglavall not be impacted by
it.

Site number 24

Site name Watercourse, Bromborough Pool

NGR 334650 384660

Ref HER 3484-05

Designation -

Site type Watercourse

Period Medieval

Sources HER

Description Bromborough Pool is referred to in sixteenth centdocuments relating to
Birkenhead Priory as Gamel's Pool. Gamel held Poutium-spital at the
time of the Domesday survey.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavall not be impacted by

it.
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Site number 25

Site name Findspot - Site of Price’s Candle Works

NGR 334500 384500

Ref HER 3484-16

Designation -

Site type Findspot

Period Unknown

Sources HER

Description A letter from Mr A Carlyle Tait to Mrs Anne Andensadated 10th January
1964 refers to a quantity of rusted weapons habiegn found at the site of
Price’s factory. Mr A Carlyle Tait says that he aimgd at the factory but they
had no record of it. Notes in the HER state ‘whatiridicated is not a
battlefield but a last stand to cover the embaokatf the remnant of the
invading forces from the west'.

Assessment The site is a findspot and, therefore, cannot bthéu impacted. However,
further associated finds may remain in the areacndd be affected by the
proposed development.

Site number 26

Site name Findspot - fired clay

NGR 334300 384200

Ref HER 3484-17

Designation -

Site type Findspot

Period Industrial

Sources HER

Description Two findspots from the area. One is of six sheridred clay including one
rim sherd. The other comprises eighteenth centuajndiles and the bag is
labelled ‘from tileyard (Sit&7) on banks of Bromborough Pool between main
road and Price’s Candle Works.’

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavall not be impacted by
it.

Site number 27

Site name Old Tileyard

NGR 334300 383500

Ref HER 3483-11

Designation -

Site type Tileyard

Period Industrial

Sources HER

Description The site of an industrial tileyard is marked on @® edition of 1882.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavall not be impacted by
it.

Site number 28

Site name Tileyard Cottage

NGR 334380 383520

Ref HER 3483-10

Designation -

Site type Cottage

Period Industrial

Sources HER

Description A cottage is shown on the OS edition of 1882.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavall not be impacted by

it.
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Site number 29

Site name Rice Wood

NGR 335200 383800

Ref HER 3583-05

Designation -

Site type Woodland (site of)

Period Medieval

Sources HER

Description The wood is mentioned in the lease of the Courtdéaestate by the Abbot of
Chester to John Gryce dated 30th November 153dgether with the herbage
of the woods called le Willanrice Wood, Eastham Wamd Bromborough
Wood..." The name Willanrice may be of Saxon origithere seems to be
some similarity with Willaston and also with Wilasten, the old name for the
Wirral in the Domesday Survey.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavédll not be impacted by
it.

Site number 30

Site name Creek, Bromborough Pool

NGR 334685 384369

Ref -

Designation -

Site type Creek (site of)

Period Unknown

Sources Map Regression

Description A creek is shown heading south from the conflueot®romborough Pool
with the river Mersey on the tithe map of 1840. Theek appears to terminate
in two long ponds located a short distance to #e ef the Court House. The
creek is not shown on the OS map of 1876 as bytithis it had been infilled
and built on by the Price’'s Candle Factory. The HEfy for Sitel6 (HER
3484-18) states that the creek was infilled witttretgaken from the top of the
sandstone knoll on which the factory was builtislalso speculated that the
creek would have been a logical siting for an eadftlement. It is possible
that the sewer pipes from Bromborough Village weriginally laid to empty
into the Mersey via the creek, and it was infileslit became fouled up.

Assessment The site is within the proposed development aremaly have been infilled or
culverted as it now underlies the current factoitg. st may, therefore, be
affected to some degree.

Site number 31

Site name Sea Wall, Bromborough Pool

NGR 334536 384580

Ref -

Designation -

Site type Sea wall

Period Industrial

Sources Map Regression; Site Visit

Description A sea wall is shown on the OS map of 1876 to thehnof Price’s Candle

Factory, at the confluence of Bromborough Pool whinriver Mersey.

The HER entry for Sitd6 (HER 3484-18) states that the wall was built in
1858 from the confluence of Bromborough Pool with tiver Mersey, south-
eastwards to the boundary of the estate behindGraen. A gap and steps led
from just in front of the last house in The Greallpwing villagers access to
the shore. However, Prices had failed to obtaimpssion for the wall from
the Conservator of the river Mersey. They had bihiét wall at a 15'6” tide
line, but the minimum permitted was 21’, therefthiey had to remove 50 or
60 feet and footings of the wall and re-erect ithet stipulated line. The wall
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around the northern extent of the factory was nethi and the site visit found
that it appears to be extant beneath the currentrete replacement structure.

Assessment The site is within the proposed development arebnaaly be affected by it.

Site number 32

Site name Metal findspot

NGR 334520 384210

Ref HER 3484-13

Designation None

Site type Findspot

Period Industrial

Sources HER

Description Findspot of metal from the period 1751-1835 wasveced from the area
north-west of the Court House (S@8).

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavadll not be impacted by
it.

Site number 33

Site name Well, Bromborough Court House

NGR 334530 384180

Ref HER 3484-22

Designation None

Site type Well (site of)

Period Industrial

Sources HER

Description A well noted in the HER, but not assigned a dateweler as it is not noted
on the OS maps from 1876 onwards it is likely te-gate this.

Assessment The site is outwith the proposed development anelavédll not be impacted by

it.
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5

ASSESSMENT OF THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE REMAINS

5.1

5.1.1

INTRODUCTION

Thirty-three sites, or heritage assets, have bdentified within the study
area. Site91-03, 0507, 1617, 21-29 and 32-33 were identified from the
HER and NMR, one of which was a scheduled monurfta¥) (Site01). The
remaining fourteen sites (Sit€gl, 08-15, 18-20 and 30-31) were identified
through map regression and documentary researght &i the heritage assets
are located within the proposed development argas(@b, 08, 17-19, 25 and
30-31). It should also be noted that there is a listedding within the
proposed development area, the assessment of waitlbe found within a
separate document specifically addressing the beiltage.

Period No of Sites | Site Type

Neolithic/ Bronze| 2 Flint findspots 02 and03)

Age

Iron Age 0 -

Romano-British 0

Early Medieval 0

Late Medieval 5 Court House moated sifd)( a findspot - ring @4),

ridge and furrow @7), a watercourse2d) and a
woodland 29)

Post-medieval 1 Court House Far@b)

Industrial 22 Factory buildings18), quarries @6 and 16), lodge
(08), housing 09-14 and 20), marl extraction area
(19), findspots - pottery, fired clay and metall( 26
and 32), a brickworks 22), an ironworks Z3), a
tileyard and associated cottage7-£8), a sea wall
(31), and two wells17 and33)

Modern 1 Housing15)

Undated 2 Findspot - weaporZ] and a creek3()

Table 2: Number of sites by period

5.1.2 Inits Planning Policy Statement 5, the Departnegr@ommunities and Local

Government (DCLG) advises that for proposed devekigs meriting
assessment thesignificance of the heritage assets affected andir th
contribution of their setting to that significaricee understood in order to
assess the potential impact (Policy HE6, PPS 5, ®2010). Therefore, the
following section will determine the nature anddkwf the significance of this
archaeological resource, as detailedSections 3and 4. This is an iterative
process, beginning with the guideline criteria imattl in Table 3, below. In
general terms, the recording of a heritage assgt, #ER, SM or listed
building, and any subsequent grading thereaftertdpature, determines its
importance. However, this is further quantifiedfagtors such as the existence
of surviving remains or otherwise, its rarity, ohether it forms part of a
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5.2

5.2.1

5.2.2

5.2.3

5.24

5.2.5

group. There are a number of different methodokgised to assess the
archaeological significance of heritage assetsthattemployed hereséction
5.2) is the ‘Secretary of State’s criteria for scheugylancient monuments’
(Annex 1; DCMS 2010).

Importance Examples of Heritage Asset

National Scheduled Monuments (SMs), Grade |, Ild #rListed Buildings

Regional/County Conservation Areas, Registered PanisGardens (Designated Heritage
Assets)

Sites and Monuments Record/Historic Environmentdrec

Local/Borough Assets with a local or borough valuénterest for cultural appreciatior

Assets that are so badly damaged that too littigafes to justify
inclusion into a higher grade

Low Local Assets with a low local value or interést cultural appreciation

Assets that are so badly damaged that too littigafes to justify
inclusion into a higher grade

Negligible Assets or features with no significanlsaor interest

Table 3: Guideline criteria used to determine Intpoce of Heritage Assets

QUANTIFICATION OF |MPORTANCE

The gazetteer sites previously listeédk¢tion 4 above) were each considered
using the criteria for scheduling ancient monumewigh the results below.
This information will contribute to the overall @sment of the importance of
each heritage asset.

Period: the flint findspots (Site62 and03) can be considered to be significant
due to their period, as they add to the evidenceadtivity in the area in this
period. The moated enclosure (Sii¢), ancient woodland (Site9) and
watercourse (Sit@4) are also significant due to their period as thedicate
that the land was being occupied and used durimgndieval period.

Rarity: the flint findspots (Site62 and03) are relatively rare for the area and
as such are significant as they provide evidenceffehistoric activity. The
Court House moated site (SiBd) is also relatively rare. The factory village
buildings (Site€08-14, 18 and 20) can also be considered to be rare as they
were purpose built for the workers at the Priceasm@le Factory, and preceded
Port Sunlight as a model village.

Documentation: this report includes a preliminary search of doentation
from the most accessible resources. As the majofithe gazetteer sites date
to the industrial period, it is highly likely thahere are further associated
documents, specifically the factory site (Si® and the village (Site88-14
and20). The Unilever Archives at Port Sunlight holds ealth of material on
this area, including plans and aerial photografihs. considered that further
research may provide additional information beneffito the understanding of
the archaeological resource of the proposed denetaparea.

Group Value: Site 18 represents the standing and demolished buildings
relating to Price’s Candle Factory, and includes onginal listed building.
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5.2.6

5.2.7

5.2.8

5.2.9

This site, therefore, already represents a groiip.33, the sea wall, could be
considered part of this group, which gives it saignificance. The sites of
former buildings identified within the factory \alge (Site98-15and20), also
have added significance when considered as a group.

Site 01, the Court House medieval moated enclosure arel(0Sjtthe post-
medieval farm/house partially on the site of thdieaenclosure, have group
value as together they reinforce the importancehigfarea over a long period
of time.

Survival/Condition: the survival of any buried remains of the origifeadtory
buildings (Sitel8) is not known as this area has been constantigveddped
since it was first built in 1854. The eastern mortof the site contains some
areas that do not appear to have been developédfaatory buildings and,
therefore, there is a potential for the survivabafied archaeological remains
pre-dating the factory.

Although being dealt with in a separate assessntantjst be noted that there
is a listed building on the proposed developmetat @iong with a substantial
block of late nineteenth century factory buildinggs the immediate east.
However, this suggests that any intrusive develaoyritethese areas has been
limited to the construction of these buildings, ward which there is the
potential for earlier remains, depending on theellegf intrusion when
compared to any archaeological deposits. In théhaor area of the site are
the facades of further late nineteenth centurydmgs, which front later
warehouses. Again, the extent of intrusive activigeds to be assessed in
accordance with the depth of potential survivinghaeological deposits.

Site 05, the farm, and Sit®8, the lodge, were not demolished until 1969
(possibly pre-1967 for the lodge) and, aside frodepot building at the north-
east extent of the site, this area has not beesvedaped. The site visit found
that some truncation of these sites may have oedwas this area appears to
have been levelled prior to the construction of tlepot building and the
laying down of the ground surface surrounding tefe is, however, still a
possibility that truncated archaeological featwewive in this area. Sit&0 is

a creek, infilled by the factory construction, ahdught to have been used to
drain the village sewers into the Mersey. The saivof any archaeological
deposits associated with the creek is therefore&kmotvn. The site visit found
that the original brick factory sea wall (Sigd) has been superseded by a
concrete structure. However, elements of the bmckl can be seen in
dilapidated areas of the concrete structure. Intiatg features associated with
the wall, such as mooring posts and timber bollardfenders, survive across
the site.

5.2.10 Fragility/Vulnerability: there are eight gazetteer sites located within the

proposed development area (Si@&s 08, 17-19, 25 and 30-31). Sites05, 08
and17-18 include the sites of former structures, which magvise as below
ground remains. These sites are located in aregged for redevelopment
and, consequently, are vulnerable. Sifeis an area of marl extraction, and
therefore not of archaeological value. SXeis a findspot and so cannot be
further affected by development, although any dased finds would be
vulnerable. Sit80 is a creek, infilled by the factory constructiomdahought
to have been used to drain the village sewerstiredMersey. The survival of
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any archaeological deposits associated with thekcre not known, and its
vulnerability is therefore also not known. It istrdear how well the brick
factory sea wall (Sit&1) survives beneath the current concrete strucamnd,
it is not known what the development proposalsfar¢he wall as it is on the
boundary of the proposed development site.

5.2.11 Site 01, lies outside of, but adjacent to the proposeclbgment area. This is
the moated enclosure of the Court House and ihadsted monument. An
excavation of the site in 1979 revealed some peigfyosits, and pollen
samples showed continued wet conditions at the Isite possible, then, that
there may be some preservation by waterloggingrdiaeological deposits.
The site is, therefore, possibly vulnerable to redi impacts during
development, such as drainage causing desiccatibnwaterlogged
archaeological remains.

5.2.12 Diversity: Sites01 and05, considered as a group, demonstrate the evolafion
a medieval moated enclosure, to an important pestienal house to an
industrial period farm and residence for the factaorkers. The gazetteer
sites as a whole are also quite diverse, as tledyda prehistoric findspots, the
medieval moated enclosure, the post-medieval fand industrial period
works and housing.

5.2.13 Potential: findspots within the proposed development ared, iarthe wider
area suggest that there is some potential fordughehistoric evidence within
the proposed development area. There are no Romeaarly medieval sites
within the study area, and the potential for thecadvery of archaeological
remains from these periods is thought to be lows Itlear from the moated
enclosure (Sit@1), ridge and furrow (Sit@7), and place-name evidence (Sites
24 and 29) that there was some occupation of this area dutie medieval
period. There is, therefore, some potential fothieir medieval discoveries to
be made within the proposed development areacpéatly in the south-west
portion of the site where it borders the bounddrthe moated enclosure (Site
01). There is also potential for post-medieval firadsl features from within
the proposed development area. In particular, timeay be below ground
remains of the Court House Farm (Si® in the south-west portion of the
proposed development area.

5.2.14 The majority of the sites within the gazetteerteek® the industrial period use
of the area, particularly from 1854 onwards, whendé®s Candle Factory (Site
18) and the associated village (Sité8-15 and 20) was constructed. The
proposed development area is highly likely to contburied remains of
former factory buildings as well as other possitdatures and finds dating
from this period to the present day.

5.3 CONCLUSIONS OF | MPORTANCE

5.3.1 Using the guideline criteria outlined in Table 3jgether with further
guantification Section 5.9 and informed professional judgement, each of the
sites listed in the gazetteer has been assesseunpartance as a site of
archaeological interest (Table 4). The Court Hausated site and fishponds
(Site 01) is considered to be afational importance due toits scheduled
status. The prehistoric findspots (Sit@&03) have been rated as being of
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5.3.2

5.3.3

5.3.4

regional/county importancelue to their relative rarity, and they also hight
the potential for further remains from these pesiagithin the proposed
development area. The Court House building (88ehas also been rated as
being ofregional/county importangedue to its period and group value with
the scheduled moated site Sitg indicating the longevity of the use of this
area first as a moated enclosure, then an impgptasttmedieval house, to an
industrial period farm and residence for the woskat Price’s Factory and
Port Sunlight. Although it has been demolished,yvisurg below ground
remains are quite probable, and vulnerable to ffleets of the development.

Whilst Sites06-07, 16-17, 21-29 and 32-33 have been identified by the HER
and/or NMR and would be rated as beingredional/county importancen
accordance with the guidelines (Table 3), constderaof each site on an
individual basis has led to them being downgradee @ either the type of
site or their survival. Site6 and 16 are quarries and therefore of little
archaeological interest, and consequently have batad as oflow local
importance Site 07 is an area of ridge and furrow dbécal/borough
importance This is only of any significance due to its prbleamedieval date.
Sites17 and 33 are wells and cannot be considered to be more dhdéow
local importance.The medieval and later findspots (Sites 21, 26 and 32)
have all been considered to bel@i local importanceThe exception to this
is the weapons findspot (Sit25), although it is undated, there is an
implication that it may have been associated whih Battle of Brumanburh,
and so it has been rated adawfal/borough importancerhe former industrial
works (Site22, 23 and27), and an associated cottage (28 have all been
considered to be dbcal/borough importanceA medieval watercourse (Site
24) and an area of medieval woodland (28 testify to the occupation and
use of the area in the medieval period, and so #reyoflocal/borough
importancebut cannot be ascribed to beingefional/county importance

Of the remaining sites, the former buildings withire factory village (Sites
08-15and20), the site of the candle factory (Sit8), and the sea wall north of
the factory (Sit81), are all considered to be @gional/county importances
individual sites, the factory village buildings aseéa wall may not be so
significant, but due to their group value as anlyeaxample of a model
village, this has upgraded their importance.

An infilled creek beneath the factory site (S3@), is considered to be dbw
local importanceas it is not known what, if any, of this featuesmains below
ground. An area of marl extraction (Sit6) is not of archaeological interest
and is considered to be pégligible importance

No Site name Importance
01 Bromborough Court House moated | National
site
02 Neolithic flint findspot Regional/ County
03 Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age flint Regional/ County
findspot
04 Medieval ring findspot Low Local

For the use of Cascade Consulting © OA North: October 2011



Bromborough Pool Village, Merseyside: ArchaeologiDask-based Assessment 39

No Site name Importance
05 Court House farmhouse Regional/ County
06 Quarry Low Local
07 Ridge and Furrow Local/ Borough
08 Lodge (Site of) Local/ Borough individually, Regidha
County as a group with9-15 18, 20
09 North Side of York Street (Site of) Local/ Boroughdividually Regional/
County as a group withg, 10-15 18, 20
10 South Side of York Street (Site of) Local/ Borougdividually, Regional/
County as a group with8-09 11-15, 18,
20
11 North Side of Manor Place (Site of) Local/ Borougtdividually Regional/
County as a group with8-10, 12-15 18,
20
12 South Side of Manor Place (west end)Local/ Borough individually, Regional/
(Site of) County as a group with8-11, 13-15 18,
20
13 West End of South View (Site of) Local/ Borough widually, Regional/
County as a group with8-12, 14-15 18,
20
14 South Side of Manor Place (central) | Local/ Borough individually, Regional/
(Site of) County as a group with8-13, 15, 18, 20
15 Buildings at the north end of The Local/ Borough individually, Regional/
Green (Site of) County as a group with8-14, 18, 20
16 Quarry Low Local
17 Well Low Local
18 Price’s Patent Candle Factory Local/ Borough indreitly, Regional/
County as a group with8-15, 20
19 Marl Extraction Negligible
20 Pair of houses on The Green Local/ Borough indivigu&egional/
County as a group withg8-15, 18
21 Mid-late nineteenth century pottery | Low Local
findspot
22 New Ferry Brickworks Local/ Borough
23 New Ferry Iron Working Site Local/ Borough
24 Watercourse Local/ Borough
25 Undated weapons findspot Local/ Borough
26 Industrial period fired clay and tile Low Local
findspot
27 Old Tileyard Local/ Borough
28 Tileyard Cottage Local/ Borough
29 Rice Wood Local/ Borough
30 Creek Low Local
31 Sea Wall Local/ Borough
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No Site name Importance
32 Industrial period fired metal findspot Low Local
33 Well Low Local

Table 4: Importance of each gazetteer site
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6 IMPACT ASSESSMENT

6.1 IMPACT

6.1.1 Archaeological remains area ‘finite, irreplaceable and fragile resource
(DCMS 2010). Therefore, it has been the intentibthis study to identify the
archaeological significance and potential of thedgtarea, and assess the
impact of the proposals (as indicated on the malsterBromborough Pool
Village Land Use - Options 04 & ®5thus allowing the advice of PPS 5
(DCLG 2010) to be enacted upon. Assessment of itripgscbeen achieved by
the following method:

e assessing any potential impact and the significariche effects arising
from the proposals;

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

» outlining suitable mitigation measures, where gduesiat this stage, to
avoid, reduce or remedy adverse archaeologicaldtapar suggestions for
further investigation where necessary.

6.1.2 The impact is assessed in terms of the importascgensitivity, of the site to
the magnitude of change or potential scale of impheing the proposed
scheme. The magnitude, or scale, of an impacttedfifficult to define, but
will be termed substantial, moderate, slight, ayliggble, as shown in Table 5,
below.

Scale of Impact | Description

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

Change to the heritage asset resulting in a fundahehange in
ability to understand and appreciate the resoume its cultural
heritage or archaeological value/historical contexd setting.

Moderate Significant change in environmental fagtors

Change to the heritage asset resulting in an ajgtmlecchange in
ability to understand and appreciate the resoume its cultural
heritage or archaeological value/historical contexd setting.

Slight Change to the heritage asset resulting imallschange in our ability
to understand and appreciate the resource andilitgral heritage of
archaeological value/historical context and setting

Negligible Negligible change or no material changethe heritage asset. No real
change in our ability to understand and appredteteresource and its
cultural heritage or archaeological value/histdrazmtext and setting.

Table 5: Criteria used to determine Scale of Impact

6.1.3 The scale of impact, when weighted against the rmapoce of the
archaeological site, produces the impact signiieamhis may be calculated
by using the matrix shown in Table 6, below.
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Resource Value Scale of Impact Upon Heritage Asset
Importan . : -
(Importance) Substantial | Moderate Slight Negligible
National Major Major Intermediate/ | Neutral
Minor
Regional/County | Major Major/ Minor Neutral
Intermediate
Local/Borough Intermediate | Intermediate Minor Neutral
Local (low) Intermediate | Minor Minor/ Neutral
/ Minor Neutral
Negligible Neutral Neutral Neutral Neutral

Table 6: Impact Significance Matrix

6.1.4 The extent of any previous disturbance to buriezthagological levels is an

6.2
6.2.1

important factor in assessing the potential imgdi¢he development scheme.
The north-eastern portion of the proposed developraeea was subject to
marl extraction (Sitd9) for the construction of Price’s Factory, andsilikely
that any features pre-dating the mid-nineteenthtucgnin this area would
already have been damaged. The area of Price’sl€&adtory (Sitel8) has
seen many additions and redevelopments since igsnalr construction in
1854. It is, therefore, not known what below grouechains of the original
factory buildings survive. There is a listed buigli on the proposed
development site along with a substantial blocklaté nineteenth century
factory buildings to the immediate east, and inrtbghern area of the site are
the facades of further late nineteenth century dijs. These standing
structures should have been assessed in a sepmhretenent specifically
addressing the built heritage. However, dependingtlte depth of any
potential buried archaeological deposits, the salviof these nineteenth
century structures suggests limited developmeneréfbre, any surviving
below ground remains in these areas may be vulleetabeffects from the
proposed development.

SIGNIFICANCE OF |MPACT

Following on from the above considerations, theniigance of effects has
been determined based on an assumption that thiérieewearth-moving and
other modification/additional works associated witie development, and that
the present condition of the heritage assets/gametsites is known or
assumed. The results are summarised in Table @wbéh the absence of
mitigation. The following will require review once detailed wgsproposals
are known
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Site | Site name Nature of Impact Scale of Impact
No. Impact Significance
01 Bromborough Court The site is outwith the | Unknown Unknown
House moated site proposed development
area and will not be
directly impacted by it.
However, it lies adjacent
to the proposed
development area
boundary and therefore
needs to be considered
for indirect impacts,
such as drying out of
waterlogged remains.
02 Neolithic flint findspot None Neutral Neutral
03 Neolithic/ Early Bronze | None Neutral Neutral
Age flint findspot
04 Medieval ring findspot None Neutral Neutral
05 Court House farmhouse Possible disturbance pfModerate Major/
surviving below ground Intermediate
remains
06 Quarry None Neutral Neutral
07 Ridge and Furrow None Neutral Neutral
08 Lodge (site of) Possible disturbance of Substantial Major/
below ground remains Intermediate
09 North Side of York None Neutral Neutral
Street (site of)
10 South Side of York None Neutral Neutral
Street (site of)
11 North Side of Manor None Neutral Neutral
Place (site of)
12 South Side of Manor None Neutral Neutral
Place (west end) (site of)
13 West End of South View None Neutral Neutral
(site of)
14 South Side of Manor None Neutral Neutral
Place (central) (site of)
15 Buildings at the north None Neutral Neutral
end of The Green (site
of)
16 Quarry None Neutral Neutral
17 Well Possible disturbance of | Slight Minor/
below ground remains Neutral
18 Price’s Patent Candle | Possible disturbance of| Substantial Major/
Factory below ground (and Intermediate
standing) remains
19 Marl Extraction Negligible Negligible Neutral
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Site | Site name Nature of Impact Scale of Impact
No. Impact Significance
20 Pair of houses on The | None Neutral Neutral
Green
21 Mid-late nineteenth None Neutral Neutral
century pottery findspot
22 New Ferry Brickworks None Neutral Neutral
23 New Ferry Iron Working| None Neutral Neutral
Site
24 Watercourse None Neutral Neutral
25 Undated weapons The site is a findspot angd Unknown Unknown
findspot therefore cannot be
further impacted.
However, any surviving
further associated finds
could be impacted.
26 Industrial period fired None Neutral Neutral
clay and tile findspot
27 Old Tileyard None Neutral Neutral
28 Tileyard Cottage None Neutral Neutral
29 Rice Wood None Neutral Neutral
30 Creek Possible disturbance off Unknown Unknown
below ground remains
31 Sea Wall Possible disturbance tg Unknown Unknown
existing structure/below
ground remains
32 Industrial period fired None Neutral Neutral
metal findspot
33 Well None Neutral Neutral

Table 7: Assessment of the impact significanceach site during
development

6.2.2 Table 7 indicates that there are four sites whighlikely to be significantly

impacted by the proposed development (Si&98 and17-18) with a further
four whose impact is not known (Sit@$, 25 and30-31). The most significant
impact of the proposed development would be onsitee of Court House
Farm (Site05), due not only to its archaeological importanceluding its
group value with Site€d1, but also to its likelihood for survival as below
ground remains. The impact of the proposed schea®e deen rated as
moderate and the significance of this asajor/intermediate The impact of
the proposed scheme on the scheduled moated ergl&te01, is unknown
The map regression would suggest that the remditigsosite are just outwith
the proposed development area boundary, althowgimthrect impacts of the
proposed development on it, such as the drying auany waterlogged
deposits through the drainage of the proposed dprednt site could have a
significant impact.
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6.2.3

6.2.4

6.2.5

6.2.6

The impact of the proposed scheme on the siteeofdlmer lodge (Sit@®8)
has been considered to $igbstantial as this area is outlined for development;
and the survival of below ground remains of this 8 thought to be good, as
the area has not been previously redeveloped. Mipadt of the proposed
development on the remains has, consequently, lwemsidered to be
intermediateto major.

Similarly, the impact of the proposed scheme orfdéleory (Sitel8) has been
considered to bsubstantial as this area is outlined for redevelopment. The
survival of below ground remains of this site i koown as it has seen many
phases of expansion and redevelopment since itstrootion in 1854. The
impact of the proposed development on this siferiher complicated by the
fact that there are nineteenth century buildingkssanding on the site, one of
which is listed. Cross reference with the builtitagre assessment of the site is
required in order to fully assess the impact ofgfeposed scheme on this site;
elements of the early buildings may survive wittater buildings, which has
limited potential disturbance on any surviving faetory remains in and
around these buildings. Nevertheless, based ormrésowledge the impact
of the proposed scheme, it has been ratedintsrmediate to major
(particularly if taken in terms of group value)

The impact of the proposed development on thedditee well (Sitel7) has
been rated aslight due to its low archaeological importance. The ifiggnce
of impact of the proposed development on it hagefoee been rated as
minor/neutral

In the case of three sites, Sigs 30, and31, it has not been possible to assess
the significance of impact of the proposed develepmWhilst the weapons
findspot (Site25) cannot be further impacted by its very natur@dicates the
potential for further finds of this type to be dsered within the proposed
development area. The site is, therefore, potdnti@rchaeologically
significant, but the impact of the proposed develept on it cannot be
assessed. The survival of the infilled creek (S@ebeneath the factory site is
unknown, whilst any remains of it could be of amblagical importance, it is
not possible to assess the impact of the proposeel@pment on this site. The
survival of the original brick sea wall (Si8l) beneath the current concrete
wall is not known. These sites are, therefore, taobe dismissed, rather
consideration of them needs to be made during @anlyer assessment work.
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7 RECOMMENDATIONS

7.1

7.1.1

7.2

7.2.1

71.2.2

INTRODUCTION

A desk-based assessment is usually the first sthga iterative process of
investigating the archaeological resource withie firoposed development
area. Having identified the potential for archagatal remains, the
significance of these remains, and the significan€ethe impact by the
development, further investigation is required &iedmine the exact nature,
survival, extent, and date of the remains. Howeiveterms of the requirement
for further archaeological investigation, it is aesary to consider only those
heritage assets identified in the desk-based assasshat will be affected by
the proposed development. Such further investigatiould strive to reach a
stage wherein a mitigation strategy can be agreedhffected sites: current
legislation draws a distinction between designdtedtage assets and other
remains considered to be of lesser significanCEhefe should be a
presumption in favour of the conservation of desigd heritage assets and
the more significant the designated heritage asbetgreater the presumption
in favour of its conservation should be...substart&aim to or loss of a grade
Il listed building, park or garden should be exdepal. Substantial harm to
or loss of designated heritage assets of the highigmificance, including
scheduled monuments, protected wreck sites, beltlef grade | and II*
listed buildings and grade | and II* registered garand gardens and World
Heritage Sites, should be wholly exceptiorfRolicy HE9.1, PPS 5; DCLG
2010), and thereby preserved situ It is normally accepted that non-
designated sites will be preserved by record, icomtance with their
significance and the magnitude of the harm to es lof the site as a result of
the proposals, toavoid or minimise conflict between the heritagee#iss
conservation and any aspect of the propdg&lslicy HE 7.2,ibid).

REQUIREMENTS FOR FURTHER ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATION

The Court House moated site (Sidd) is a scheduled monument whose
boundary lies adjacent to that of the proposed ldpweent area (Fig 2). The
site needs to be considered for indirect impactsh @s the drying out of any
waterlogged deposits through the drainage of tiopgsed development site.
Consultation on this matter should be made withliEhdHeritage in the first
instance once full construction details are known.

There are eight gazetteer sites positioned withen groposed development
area (Site€5, 08, 17-20, 25 and30-31), and one just outwith the proposed
development area (Sid), that could be indirectly impacted. No furtherrwo
is likely to be required for the lodge (S@8) as there is likely to be sufficient
documentary evidence to negate the requirementdavate. Sitel9, an area
of marl extraction, is not considered to be of amghaeological significance
and so no further archaeological work is requifgd.further archaeological
work has been recommended in the area of the wsafuaspot (Site25),
although it is possible that further associatedidimay be made during any
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7.2.3

7.1.5

groundworks at the site. Recommendations for tmeaneing five sites are
outlined in Table 8 below.

Borehole data:any data available from previous or associatedegbaical
investigations across the proposed development direald be examined as
this will assist with establishing depths of madeumd and undisturbed
geological layers beneath the site, together withareas that have been little
disturbed wherein pre-factory archaeological remaimay survive. Should
trial trenching take place as part of the next estafyarchaeological work, it
will also be necessary to establish areas of palecwntamination sustained
through the industrial processes, that should medad during fieldwork. It
may also indicate the extent of waterlogging tratld be altered by drainage
associated with the proposed development. Thisdcbale implications for
any waterlogged archaeological deposits, for irtgam association with the
Court House moated enclosure (Sifg.

Archaeological evaluation trenchinga programme of trial trenching should
take place to establish the presence or absenaecbfeological remains
across the proposed development area. This willf [particular interest in the
area of Site@5, Court House Farm, which has been occupied sinteast the
eleventh century, and around the candle factorte (8) in areas that appear
to have seen no, or limited, development (partityia the eastern area of the
site). Such areas may contain evidence for medestality, but there is also
the potential for prehistoric remains. It is hopmech areas of interest for
trenching could also be established from the resofta geotechnical site
investigation. The report on any fieldwork carriegt should include further
detailed research in relation to the findings, iftstance on specific factory
buildings.

Gaz | Description Importance Impact Recommendations
no Significance
01 Bromborough National Possible indirect Consultation with
Court House impact, but English Heritage in the
moated site unknown first instance
significance
05 Court House Regional/ Major/ Possible targeted trial
farmhouse County Intermediate trenching on affected
areas
08 Lodge (site of) Local/Borough| Intermediate Possiblerer
documentary

investigation, but no
requirement to excavate

17 Well Regional/ Minor On-site assessment and
County record as required during
construction phase
18 Price’s Patent Local/Borough | Intermediate Possible targeted trial
Candle Factory trenching on affected
areas
19 Marl Extraction Negligible Neutral None
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Gaz | Description Importance Impact Recommendations
no Significance
20 Pair of houses on| Local/Borough | Neutral None
The Green
25 Undated weapons Regional/ Neutral None - although the
findspot County surrounding area may
benefit by maintaining a
watching brief
30 Creek Low Local Unknown None
31 Sea wall Local/Borough| Unknown Unknown until
development proposals
are confirmed — probable
on-site assessment and
record as required during
construction phase

Table 8: Summary of site-specific recommendationtufther archaeological

investigation
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8 CONCLUSIONS

8.3
8.3.1

8.3.2

8.3.3

8.3.4

DiscussION

The earliest archaeological evidence within thelgtarea is represented by
two findspots of Neolithic/Bronze Age flints (Sit€2 and 03), with further
findspots in the environs of the study area indncatprehistoric activity,
although there is no other evidence for settlenmerthe area. There are no
known Roman sites within the study area, but these a Roman settlement
on the north-west tip of the Wirral at Meols, adlvas a road connecting it to
Chester. Consequently, there are findspots of Roomams from the wider
area, including some from Bromborough. Whilst thése good historic
evidence for early medieval activity, in the forrh\dking settlement on the
Wirral, there are few physical remains dating ts fperiod, and none from
within the study area. However, a findspot of uedatveapons on the factory
site (Site25), may have been associated with the Battle of Bnlarh in AD
937.

A probable medieval moated site (Sit#) is situated immediately outside of
the south-western boundary, and further medievassin the form of a

findspot (Site04), place-name evidence (Sit@4 and 29), and ridge and

furrow are just outside of the south-east boundafy the proposed

development area (Sit#/). These all testify to medieval activity withindn

around the study area. By the post-medieval pedobpuse, known as the
Court House (Sit®5), was established on the site of the moated emaos
and, by the late seventeenth century, this hadrbequart of the estate of the
Mainwarings, who had much influence in the area.

In 1853, part of the Mainwaring estate was solth®oWilson brothers, for the
construction of a Price’s Patent Candle Factorie(®), taking advantage of
the proximity to the port of Liverpool, where theamm ingredients for their
candles, palm oil, was imported. A village for tHactory workers,
Bromborough Pool Village (Site®8-14 and 20), was constructed to the
immediate south-east of the factory, within therent proposed development
site. At this time, the Court House was occupiedalignant farmer and, soon
after, part of the house was occupied by a numbfctory workers. In 1905,
the Mainwarings sold the Court House and its lanthé Lever Brothers, who
had established their soap factory and villaget Bonlight, to the west in
1888. In 1921, Lever Brothers decided to use thsteve wing, and built an
annexe to provide accommodation for two of theimagers and families.
However, the eastern wing continued to be used fasnghouse until shortly
before its demolition in 1969.

In 1919, Price’s was taken over by Lever Brothexs &t Port Sunlight. Lever
Brothers were now diversifying within the fats metrtkand had interests in
margarine, candles and possible other new prodBgtsaking over Price’s,
who not only produced candles, but soap and otitearfid oil products, they
were diversifying as well as removing a rival firin. 1922, a jointly owned
company, named Candles Ltd, was formed betweenrlBrahers and the
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8.3.5

8.3.6

8.3.7

8.3.8

companies that are now Shell, BP and Burmah QOil1989, the Unilever
group was formed by the merger of Lever Brothers e Dutch Company,
Margarine Unie. In 1936, Unilever came out of CasdLtd, and took the
Bromborough Works with it. The Bromborough Worksittoued to specialise
in fatty acids, operating as part of Unichems Iadhe later twentieth century.
The factory was closed in 2009 and the site isongér in use.

In total, 33 sites have been identified within gtedy area, eight of which are
within the proposed development area, and may textty impacted by the

proposed development (Sit@5, 08, 17-19, 25 and30-31), whilst there is one

that may be indirectly impacted (SQé).

The moated site, Sit@l, is considered to be of national importance, duést
scheduled status, and Court House, & is considered to be of
regional/county importance, both due to its peraod group value with Site
01. The two sites indicate the longevity of the udethos area, first as a
moated enclosure, then an important post-mediemaddy through to being an
industrial period farm and residence for the woskat Price’s Factory and
Port Sunlight. The impact of the proposed schemé¢henscheduled moated
enclosure, Sit®1, is unknown. The map regression would suggest tthat
remains of this site are just outwith the propodedelopment area boundary.
However, the indirect impacts of the proposed dgwelent on it, such as the
desiccation of any waterlogged deposits throughdtiaghage of the proposed
development site, could have a significant impakside from one new
building, Site05 has not been redeveloped since its demolition9B91and,
consequently, there is good potential for archagold remains of this site to
survive below ground. The impact of the proposecetigpment on it has been
assessed asajor/intermediate

A findspot of undated weapons (S&8), possibly associated with the Battle of
Brumanburh, and therefore pre-dating the moateq Site01, has been rated
as of local/borough importance. Whilst the findspmnnot be further
impacted, it indicates the potential for furthends of this type to be
discovered within the proposed development areze Site is therefore
archaeologically significant, but the impact of greposed development on it
site cannot be assessed.

Price’s Factory (Sité8) is considered to be ddcal/boroughimportance. The
survival of below ground remains of the factorynst known as it has seen
many phases of expansion and redevelopment simaiitstruction in 1854.
The impact of the proposed development on thisisiterther complicated by
the fact that there are nineteenth century buildisgjl standing on the site,
one of which is listed. Cross reference with thit ineritage assessment of the
site is required in order to fully assess the inhjpdiche proposed scheme. The
area of Site08 is outlined for redevelopment, and has not beeewedped
since its demolition. The potential for below grduremains of this site is
therefore good, although documentary evidence ®kastthis site. The impact
of the proposed development on this site, baseg@resent knowledge, has
been rated amajor/intermediate
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8.3.9 The sea wall (Site81) is considered to be dbcal/borough importance,
although its significance may be slightly enhanded to its group value with
the factory (Sitel8). The site visit found that the original brick Wwhhs been
built over by a concrete structure, although ddapeéd areas of the concrete
structure revealed the brick wall beneath. The psafs for this area of the site
are not known, and therefore it has not been plesgitmake an assessment of
the impact of the development on the wall.

8.3.10 The well (Sitel7) has been rated as twfw archaeological importance, the
significance of impact of the proposed developnnit has, therefore, been
rated asminor/neutral An infilled creek beneath the factory site (S3@), is
also considered to be tdw local importance as it is not known what, if any,
of this feature remains below ground, hence itas possible to assess the
impact of the proposed development on this sitei#ahally, Sitel9, an area
of marl extraction is of no archaeological inteyestd so is considered to be of
negligible importance, and any impact on it is consideredhdawe aneutral
effect.

8.3.11 A programme of trial trenching has been recommenfiedthe proposed
development area, to establish the presence omedsef archaeological
remains, particularly those pre-dating the esthbisnt of the factory. The
results of a geotechnical site investigation wolbédpertinent to any further
work, and should be examined prior to any triah¢teng, to inform on below
ground information, i.e. made ground, extensiveéudiE®nce or quarrying, and
on areas of potential contamination.
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Plate 2: A photograph of the proposed developmea, alated to 1967, showing
Court House Farm (Sitg5)

Plate 3: A photograph of the proposed developmesa dated to 1967
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Plate 4: A photograph of the proposed developmerat dated ta 1987
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Plate 5: A photograph of the proposed developmerat dated ta 1989
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Plate 6: South-west boundary of the proposed dpusdat area, looking south-east
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Plate 7: South-west boundary of the proposed dpuetnt area, looking west
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Plate 8: South-west boundary of the proposed dpusdnt area, looking north-west

Plate 9: Listed building (LB no 215551), lookingrtiewest
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Plate 10: Late nineteenth century buildings, logknorth
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Plate 12: Sea wall (Sit&l), looking south-east
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Plate 14: Late nineteenth century facade at nortbetent of site, looking south-west
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Plate 15: Late nineteenth century facade at narteetent of site, looking south

Plate 16: Timber bollard on former edge of sea (&ile31), looking west

For the use of Cascade Consulting © OA North: October 2011



Bromborough Pool Village, Merseyside: ArchaeologiDask-based Assessment 67

Plate 17: General view from northern extent of,ddeking south
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Plate 18: General view from eastern extent of Biteking north
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Plate 20: General view across site to the listeldlimg (LB no 215551), looking west
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Plate 21: General view across site, looking west
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