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SUMMARY

Express Park Buxton Ltd is devising proposals teettp a new bottling plant at
Cowdale Quarry and Limeworks, a Scheduled MonumientKing Sterndale,
Derbyshire. The development proposals are likelgdoessitate the decommissioning
of a current lay-by on the Bakewell Road (A6), whiorms the northern boundary of
the Scheduled Monument. Following consultation vibérbyshire County Council, it
has been recommended that a replacement lay-by&elll to be constructed as part of
the proposed redevelopment of the quarry.

The construction of a new lay-by will inevitablyasssitate the rock-face of the gorge
to be cut back along the north-eastern boundath@fScheduled Monument, which
could potentially have a direct impact on the desigd heritage asset. In order to
better understand the archaeological significarid@is impact, Express Park Buxton
Ltd commissioned Oxford Archaeology North to undket a walk-over survey in
order to provide an understanding of the likely aoipof the proposed development on
the heritage asset and its setting.

The walk-over survey was carried out in July 20aad enabled two previously

unrecorded structural elements of the quarry am@works to be identified. These
comprised a section of a culvert or drain, anddé&eolished remains of a brick- and
stone-built structure of indeterminate functioneT¢onstruction of the proposed lay-
by, however, is unlikely to cause damage or thdrdetson of these heritage assets.
Pending final design proposals, and specificaley éiktent to which the rock-face will

need to be cut back, there is some potential fbstamtial direct impact on a former
railway line within the limeworks complex, and also the crushing plant and loading
gantry. Any direct impact on these designated &ires would clearly constitute

substantial harm that would be very difficult tafidy in the context of creating a new

lay-by.

The proposed construction of the new lay-by wiloahave an impact on the setting of
the Scheduled Monument via the clearance of vagatand denudation of the rock-
face overlooking the A6. However, the vegetatiorthis area only regenerated after
the quarry closed in the mid-1950s, and its denodatould thus compatible with the
original setting of the historic industrial structs. In this respect, coupled with the
clearer views that would be also obtained of theelkiln bank and crushing plant, it
can be concluded these heritage asset’s signicamould be enhanced as the
relationship between the asset and its settingnslared more readily apparent, and
thus the magnitude of impact could be perceiveti@derate beneficial.

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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1. INTRODUCTION

11

111

1.1.2

1.2

1.2.1

1.2.2

123

CIRCUMSTANCESOF THE PROJECT

Express Park Buxton Ltd is devising proposals teettg a new bottling plant
at Cowdale Quarry and Limeworks, a Scheduled MominmeKing Sterndale,
Derbyshire. The development proposals are likely rtecessitate the
decommissioning of a current lay-by on the Bakewelad (A6), which forms
the northern boundary of the Scheduled Monumenliowimg consultation
with Derbyshire County Council, it has been recomdsal that a replacement
lay-by will need to be constructed as part of theppsed redevelopment of the
quarry.

The study area offers very limited options that lddoe conducive for a new
lay-by, reflecting the narrow and steep-sided gahgeugh which the A6 runs.
The construction of a new lay-by, moreover, wilewitably necessitate the
rock-face of the gorge to be cut back within theimtary of the Scheduled
Monument, which will have a direct impact on thsideated heritage asset. In
order to better understand the archaeological feegnice of this impact,
Express Park Buxton Ltd commissioned Oxford Archagp North (OA
North) to undertake a site inspection and impas¢ssment.

LoCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

Cowdale Quarry is a disused industrial site witle lanineteenth-/early
twentieth-century origins that lies in the civilrign of King Sterndale, within

High Peak District, 2.5km south-east of the BuxtorDerbyshire. The site

covers approximately 20 hectares, and is locatetth@isouth side of the River
Wye above the narrow but artificially-widened AstotioDale gorge (centred
on NGR 408030 372315).

The limeworks complex is bounded by the river ad@nt A6 to the north,
and the quarry to the south (Plate 1); the mainpmrants of the limeworks
were built into or against a vertical quarried fac20m high, with the top of
the kiln battery and crushing plant level with tipearry floor, and the base of
both components at the bottom of the rock face oaraow linear platform.
The quarry extends 750m east/west, by a maximum of 340m north/south,
whilst the limeworks complex extend$50m east/west.

The entire quarry and limeworks form an historicustrial complex of
considerable archaeological importance, which fiected in the statutory
designation of the core elements as a ScheduleduiMent (Monument No
1546192). Cowdale is also listed as site numbe@4 281d 2895 on the
Derbyshire County Historic Environment Record (HER)

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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1.2.4 The site has been closed and disused commerciatlg she mid-1950s, and
most of the plant was removed for salvage aftesure, but it has retained an
impressive number and range of buildings and sirast of archaeological,
historical and technological interest. Notable agstrthese are the stone-built
and concrete-buttressed lime kiln battery, and t¢beacrete-built loading
hoppers and gantries for the crushing plant. ThHeskiare of especial
importance, as they are potentially the last trawl vertical stone-built lime
kilns to be used in Derbyshire.

Plate 1: Recent aerial view across Cowdale Quarry

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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2. METHODOLOGY

21

211

22
221

2.3
231

INTRODUCTION

The site inspection and impact assessment wagdaotit in accordance with
the relevant Institute for Archaeologists and EstglHeritage guidelines (IfA
2011, Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Desk-bassdessments
IfA 2010 Code of ConductEnglish Heritage 2008vlanagement of Research
Projects in the Historic EnvironmeoRPHE)) and generally-accepted best
practice.

SITE INSPECTION

The site inspection comprised a walk-over eyrof the area proposed as a
possible location for the replacement lay-bys. Tdrsa is located upon steep
banks covered in low ground vegetation and a mextfryoung and mature
trees, with a busy arterial road (A6) at the balsthe slope. Inspection was
therefore limited to remote visual inspection frtme roadside, and from the
track above the bank. A digital photographic recoa$s made of all identified
heritage assets and their settings. Where apptepaacurate measurements
were taken of those heritage assets not previotstprded, but visual
estimates were made where no physical access wabf@safely.

BASELINE DATA

The assessment made use of the baseline histal&tal presented in the
Cowdale Quarry Conservation Management Plan, peeplay David Johnson
in December 2013, and for detailed description ib#s34-09 the reader is
referred to this document (OA North 2013b). Addiadly, use was made of
the Derbyshire Historic Environment Record, and $kquence of available
historical mapping of the area. The study areacwadined to the area within
a radius of 100m, extending from the centre ofpteposed development area,
in order to provide an understanding of the po&tnihpact of the proposed
works on any identified surrounding heritage asséi heritage assets
identified within the study area have been inclugdethe Gazetteer of Sites
(Section % and plotted onto the corresponding Figure 2. Témults were
analysed using the set of criteria used to aséesadtional importance of an
ancient monument (DCMS 2010). Sources consultdddec

* Derbyshire Historic Environment Record (DHER): the DHER was
consulted to establish the sites of archaeologidarest already known
within the study area. The DHER is a database bkmbwn sites of
archaeological interest in Derbyshire;

e Oxford Archaeology North: OA North has an extensive archive of
secondary sources, as well as numerous unpubldieed reports on work
carried out both as OA North and under its formeisg of Lancaster
University Archaeological Unit (LUAU). These werensulted where
relevant.

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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24 WALK-OVER SURVEY

2.4.1 A walk-over survey was conducted of the proposeceidpment area in July
2014. The main aim of this survey was to identifg tocation and extent of
any previously unrecorded sites of archaeologit@rest, as well as to gain an
understanding of the state of preservation andnéxieany known sites that
might be affected by the proposed works. The resaft the survey were
compiled using photographic and written records.

2.4.2 The walk-over survey was focused along the A6 dorrin the vicinity of the
existing lay-by. This area lies along the boundzrthe Scheduled Monument,
and extended between the bank of lime kilns atwkstern end, past the
crushing plant and beyond the eastern edge of ¢hedsiled Monument (Fig
2). Whilst the most viable option lies opposite tbemer Devonshire Arms,
the area to the east was also considered for tp@pes of this assessment.

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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3. BACKGROUND

3.1

3.1.1

3.1.2

3.1.3

3.14

3.1.5

HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

Introduction: the historical and archaeological background e ldiscussed
extensively within a recent Statement of Signifi;aand a draft Conservation
Management Plan (OA North 2013a; OA North 2013bj)l avill not be
repeated here in any detail. The following providebrief overview of the
history of the site relating to its use as a limaray.

Development of Cowdale Quarry: the Cowdale lime works and quarry was
opened by the New Buxton Lime Company in 1898 (Sackl950). The site
chosen lay to the south-east of Buxton, and imntelgido the south of the
Ashwood Dale limestone quarry, which had been coromléy active sincec
1820. One of the main advantages of this locatias access to the Midland
Railway line to Manchester, which was opened thhoéghwood Dale in
1864, providing a transport artery for several gearin the area (Boden
1960).

Cowdale Quarry became part of the Buxton Lime Fi¢BISL) in 1908, which
was established in the 1890s as an amalgamatidid e quarries. It seems
that this firm implemented some improvements to ltheeworks, expanded
production, and added new buildings. These includegew power house,
gatehouse/office, and the lower cabin, which wdreanstructed in precast
concrete, and incorporated some unusual architdaorbellishment.

By 1918, the leading chemical-manufacturing firmBytinner Mond was so
heavily dependent on the limestone from BLF thatytbought a controlling
interest in the business. This was converted & tawnership in 1926, and all
their businesses were merged with Imperial Chentinzhlstries (ICI) Ltd. The

lime works continued in operation until its closuire the mid-twentieth

century, although the quarry itself ceased actiwekimg in 1948, and was
used subsequently for the storage of stone umtisite’s closure in 1955.

The site has been left abandoned since its clo3ine.large quarry basin is
currently an area of open pasture, and large akgsarry spoil are present
across the northern and eastern extent of thelgit€997, English Heritage
conducted an assessment of Cowdale quarry and brkewas part of the
Monument Protection Programme (MPP) Step 1. Thesassent concluded
that the site contained ‘very impressive remainseafly twentieth-century
limestone quarry and limeworks, with traditionalnki and recommended
scheduling the whole site. The Step 4 MMP reporgdpced in 2001,
supported the original recommendation for schedulend highlighted the
potential benefits of creating an education/visittraction, presenting the
history of the lime quarrying and working traditiechnology, or the
recording in advance of further deterioration @ #ite.

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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4. WALK-OVER SURVEY

4.1 INTRODUCTION

4.1.1 The walk-over survey was undertaken on 15th Jull42@ aimed to identify
any previously unrecorded heritage assets withan dheas proposed as a
potential site for the new lay-by, and assess thpatt of the proposed
development upon the setting of the Scheduled M@minirhe locations of
the potential lay-by sites on a steep bank overtapla busy arterial road
meant inspection had to be carried out from abo lzelow the bank. The
areas examined were covered in vegetation andctmadr, which may have
obscured some features. The weather was clearrgnd d

4.2 SUMMARY OF RESULTS

4.2.1 In addition to the known heritage assets abovéémk (the Bridge Abutments
(04), Railway Sleepers0b), and Crushing Plan0§), Kiln Bank (07), Drum
House 08) and Rock Cut Sheltgi09)), a further four heritage assets were
identified within or in close proximity to the proped sites for the
replacement lay-by. These included: a possibleertitirain Q1) associated
with the quarry workings; the remains of a brickl atone-built structuredp);
the former Devonshire Arm€g); and the Midland Railwayl(Q). Details of
these heritage assets are present&egation 5Sbelow.

4.2.2 Of these heritage assets, the culvert/drdih) (and the brick and stone
structure Q2) lie within the boundary of the Scheduled Monument.
Conversely, the former Devonshire Arnfi8) is situated on the opposite side
of the A6, and the former Midland Railwa¥0j lies to the north of the road
beyond the River Wye.

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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Plate 2: The kiln bank (Sitr), looking west along the track

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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o

Plate 4: Looking north from the kiln bank, with tA6 visible at the base of the slope

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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Plate 6: The possible drainage gully from the téphe culvert exit (Sit®1), looking north towards the
road. 1m scale

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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Plate 8: The disused Devonshire Arms (88 looking west along the A6

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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Plate 9: The lower bridge abutment (S, looking south-west across the A6

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014
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5. GAZETTEER OF SITES

Site number
Site name

NGR

Sitetype

Period

SMR No
Statutory Design
Sources

01

Drain/ Culvert
407958 372478
Drain

Industrial

Scheduled Monument

A linear depression running from south to north dawe slope of the bank was

Description
identified approximately 44.6m to the east of tila kattery. It had a depth of up
to 1.2m at the top of the slope, becoming incregdgishallow towards the base of
the slope where it became harder to identify. Attidp of the bank the depression
was 5m wide, again narrowing quickly to the nodhd there may have been a
culvert exit, identified via a sharp change in @adihe position of the feature on
the steep slope overlooking the A6 prevented furdxamination.

Assessment The site lies beyond the proposed developmentamdas unlikely to sustain any
direct impact, but its setting is likely to be aftfed.

Site number 02

Site name Brick and stone structure

NGR 408014 372476

Sitetype Structure

Period Industrial

SMR No -

Statutory Design
Sources

Scheduled Monument

Description Two sections of parallel wall, one of red brick thther of stone, were identified
towards the base of the slope, approximately 2rnthsoiuithe road. The brick wall
was E-W aligned, about 0.5m high and 2.5m long. Htene wall was
approximately 1m high, 2m long and 2m to the saftthe brick wall. An iron
pipe ran E-W between the two and the structure Wwaavily obscured by
vegetation. A second pipe of similar dimension ible at the top of the slope
protruding northwards from the bank.

Assessment The site lies beyond the proposed developmentamdas unlikely to sustain any
direct impact, but its setting is likely to be aftfed.

Site number 03

Site name Devonshire Arms Pub

NGR 408142 372486

Sitetype Mill

Period Industrial (pre 1880)

HSMR No -

Statutory Design
Sour ces
Description

Assessment

1879-1880 OS map

A two-storey narrow gabled rectangular, stone Huiitding on the northern side
of the road. The building is aligned to the rivgon its northern side and appears
to be disused. A building of similar dimension ispéitted on the 1879-80 OS
map.

The site lies beyond the proposed developmentamdds unlikely to sustain any
direct impact.

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd

© OA North: September 2014
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Site number
Site name

NGR

Sitetype

Period

SMR No
Statutory Design
Sour ces

04

Bridge Abutments
408148 372468
Structure
Industrial

Cowdale Quarry and Limeworks, Kings Sterndale: @ovetion Management
Plan (Johnson, 2013)

Description The remains of two stone-built bridge abutmentenferly designed to carry what
was probably an iron railway bridge across the rdaach abutment measured
approximately 3m square and was finished in courgsticated stone.

Assessment The site lies within the proposed development argh s likely to be affected by
the works.

Site number 05

Site name Railway Sleepers

NGR 408232 372460

Sitetype Railway

Period Industrial

SMR No -

Statutory Design
Sources

Cowdale Quarry and Limeworks, Kings Sterndale: @ovetion Management
Plan (Johnson, 2013)

Description The sleepers of at least two separate lines werdifakd on the terrace above the
slope. Both lines were heavily overgrown and appeédo have lost their tracks.
The northernmost line lay within 2m of the edgéhaf present slope.

Assessment The site lies close to the proposed developmerda arel may potentially be
affected by the works.

Site number 06

Site name Crushing Plant

NGR 408030 372444

Sitetype Quarry Structure

Period industrial

HSMR No -

Statutory Design  Scheduled

Sour ces

Description

Assessment

Cowdale Quarry and Limeworks, Kings Sterndale: @ovetion Management
Plan (Johnson, 2013)

A massive rectangular concrete structure constiuater three tiers and designed
to crush, sort and load the limestone. It wasdilfeom the upper tier with the

crushed stone and carried away via the loadinggawhich projects northwards

on concrete piers onto the track above the loveyes|

The site lies beyond the proposed developmentamdds unlikely to sustain any
direct impact, but its setting is likely to be affed.

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd

© OA North: September 2014



Proposed Lay-by, Cowdale Quarry and Limeworks, KStgyndale: Impact Assessment 17

Site number
Site name

NGR

Sitetype

Period

SMR No
Statutory Design
Sour ces

07

Lime Kiln Bank
407894 372475
Lime Kilns
Industrial

Scheduled
Cowdale Quarry and Limeworks, Kings Sterndale: @ovetion Management
Plan (Johnson, 2013)

Description A bank of four substantial concrete built lime-lslfocated on the terrace above
the lower slope. The kilns were filled from the eppier with a loading platform
on the tier below to carry away the calcinated lonerailway tracks.

Assessment The site lies beyond the proposed developmentamdas unlikely to sustain any
direct impact, but its setting is likely to be aftfed.

Site number 08

Site name Drum House for Lower Inclined Plane

NGR 407892 372464

Sitetype Structure

Period Industrial

SMR No -

Statutory Design  Scheduled

Sour ces

Cowdale Quarry and Limeworks, Kings Sterndale: @ovetion Management
Plan (Johnson, 2013)

Description A concrete structure 5.6m by 5.1m and with an dxteight of 2.45m. It was
used to haul loaded carts up hill and letting dempty ones (Johnson, 2013).

Assessment The site lies beyond the proposed developmentamdds unlikely to sustain any
direct impact, but its setting is likely to be aftfed.

Site number 09

Site name Rock Cut Shelter

NGR 408196 372450

Sitetype Shelter

Period Industrial

HSMR No -

Statutory Design
Sources

Cowdale Quarry and Limeworks, Kings Sterndale: @ovetion Management
Plan (Johnson, 2013)

Description A rock cut shelter 95m to the east of the Loadira;n@®y, 4.75m long, 600mm to
1.7m wide and 1.8m high.

Assessment The site lies beyond the proposed developmentamdds unlikely to sustain any
direct impact, but its setting might be affected.

Site number 10

Site name Midland Railway Line

NGR Centred ol07971 372542

Sitetype Railway

Period Industrial

SMR No -

Statutory Design
Sour ces

Description

Assessment

Cowdale Quarry and Limeworks, Kings Sterndale: @ovetion Management
Plan (Johnson, 2013)

Railway line to Manchester, opened in 1864 and atriluting factor to the
decision to open the quarry at the end of the &6éttury.

The site lies beyond the proposed developmentardas unlikely to be affected.

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd
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6.

ASSESSMENT OF THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE REMAINS

6.1

6.1.1

6.1.2

INTRODUCTION

Ten heritage assets have been identified withinstbdy area, and all were
identified on the ground as surviving features. ©hthe heritage assets (Site
04) is located within the proposed development awdthough this falls
beyond the boundary of the Scheduled Monumenth©fémaining nine sites,
five lie within the Scheduled Monument. AlthougHlifeg within the wider
study area, Site83, 09 and 10 can be considered peripheral to the proposed
development location, with limited potential for parcts upon their settings;
these sites are non-designated heritage assets.

In National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), theep@rtment of
Communities and Local Government (DCLG) states that proposed
developments meriting assessment the ‘significamicany heritage assets
affected, including any contribution made by theetting’ should be
understood in order to assess the potential imf&ettion 12.128NPPF,
DCLG 2012). Therefore, the following section wiktérmine the nature and
level of the significance of this archaeologicaaerce, as detailed Bections
3 to 5. This is an iterative process, beginning with thddeline criteria
outlined in Table 1. In general terms, the recaydai a heritage assetg
SMR, SM or listed building, and any subsequent igiadhereafter, by its
nature, determines its importance. However, thiduisher quantified by
factors such as the existence of surviving remamstherwise, its rarity, or
whether it forms part of a group. There are a numbgé different
methodologies used to assess the archaeologicaificigce of heritage
assets, but that employed heBa¢tion 6.2is the ‘Secretary of State’s criteria
for scheduling ancient monuments’ (Annex 1; DCM3@0

Importance Examples of Heritage Asset

National Scheduled Monuments (SMs), Grade |, Ild drL_isted 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 appreciation

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

Negligible Assets or features with no significankaaor interest

Table 1: Guideline criteria used to determine Impoce of Heritage Assets
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6.2
6.2.1

6.2.2

6.2.3

6.2.4

6.2.5

6.2.6

6.2.7

6.2.8

QUANTIFICATION OF IMPORTANCE

The heritage assets in the study area were eadideoed using the criteria
for scheduling ancient monuments (DCMS 2010), whi#hresults below. This
information will contribute to the overall assessmef the importance of each
heritage asset.

Period: all of the sites directly associated with the gquazan be dated to
between the late nineteenth century and 1954, weiCowdale Quarry was
closed. There is some debate as to the date ofraotisn of the Lime Kiln
Bank (Site07), which maybe as early as 1870, but a date né&aeeznd of the
century appears more likely (Johnson, 2013). Théldvids Railway (Sitd0)
to the north of the River Wye opened in 1864, wiile Devonshire Arms
(Site 03) appears on the 1879 OS map of the area, and nthgbeldest
surviving structure within the study area.

Rarity: sites06-09 have been recognised as rare survivals both agdoell
building types (1546192) and as part of the wideargy site. In particular the
Lime Kiln Bank (Site07) is probably the last traditional surviving vedic
stone built lime kilns to be used in Derbyshire (QArth 2013a, 6).

Documentation: a reasonable level of historic documentary evideswvives
for the quarry in general, and the larger structsuch as the Lime Kiln Bank,
Crushing and Loading Plant are well served by gadphic sources.
Conversely, the Culvert/Drain (Sid) and the brick/stone structure (St2)
are not shown on any of the available historicgbsnand are less likely to be
recorded elsewhere. The building to the north efrtbad appears to be shown
as the Devonshire Arms as early as 1879-80, anldegiudocumentary sources
may exist. This map also notes a flour mill on ¢hene site.

Group Value: the Culvert/Drain Culvert (Sit®1) may form part of the
quarries water management system, and thereforgilmaes slightly to an
overall understanding of the operation of the Saketi Monument. Cowdale
Quarry was scheduled in part for the ‘completersesk diversity of surviving
features’ (Scheduled Monument Description, 15461@®)phasising the
importance of the building as a group.

Survival/Condition: the condition of the possible Drain/Culvert (Sit®) is
presently unknown, and the level of vegetation nitewe protected or
damaged any structural remains. The remaining tstres relating to the
quarry are generally in poor condition and in neédonservation, but none
appear to be in imminent danger of collapse. Séwractures have been
subjected to vandalism. Even in their current coonlj however, the survival
of the quarrying complex is exceptional.

Fragility/Vulnerability: the buildings of the quarry in particular are gabjto
vandalism, as well as potential damage caused dpgtaton and neglect. As a
disused and unoccupied building the former DevorsArms must also be
judged as vulnerable to vandalism and decay.

Potential: the extent and quantity of vegetation across iigenseans there is
some potential for surviving physical evidence wttier structures related to
the operation of the quarry.
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6.3

6.3.1

6.3.2

STATEMENT OF IMPORTANCE

Using the guideline criteria outlined in Table Xgéther with further
quantification Section 6.2 and informed professional judgement, each of the
sites listed in the gazetteer has been assesseddortance as a heritage asset
of archaeological interest (Table 2). This assessni®wever, needs to take
into account the boundary of the Scheduled Monumantl any heritage
assets within that boundary are considered to b@atibnal importance,
irrespective of other criteria. As such, the Dr@ulvert (Site0l1), the Brick
and Stone Structure (Si@2), Railway Sleepers (Sifg5), Crushing Plant (Site
06), Lime Kiln Bank (Site07), and the Drum House (Sit@8) are all of
national importancedue to being within the boundary of the Scheduled
Monument. In addition, the Rock Cut Shelter (3¢ is also considered to be
of national importancealue to its rarity value and its close associatiith the
Scheduled Monument. However, notwithstanding tlasisociated with the
Scheduled Monument, the Drain/Culvert (11§ and the remains of the Brick
and Stone Structure (Si@2) can be seen to be minor components of the
quarry and limeworks complex, and have a lowerllef’eherent significance
than the Crushing Plant (Si#8) and Lime Kiln Bank (Sit®7). Similarly, the
former bridge abutments (Si@) are considered to have a lower level of
inherent significance, as they lie outside the lgauy of the Scheduled
Monument, and do not have a high value againsoétiye criteria outlined in
Section 6.2. As such, they are considered to h@cdl/Boroughsignificance.

The former Devonshire Arms (Si@) and Midland Railway (Sitd0) have
been judged to be dfocal/Boroughsignificance.

Site No Site name Importance
01 Culvert/Drain Potentially National
02 Brick/stone structure Potentially National
03 Former Devonshire Arms Local/Borough
04 Bridge Abutments Local/Borough
05 Railway sleepers National
06 Crushing Plant and Loading Gantry National
07 Lime Kiln Bank National
08 Drum House National
09 Rock Cut Shelter National
10 Midland Railway Local/Borough

Table 2: Importance of each gazetteer site
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7. ASSESSMENT OF THE SETTING

7.1

7.1.1

7.1.2

7.1.3

7.1.4

7.1.5

ASSESSING THE SIGNIFICANCE OF SETTING TO HERITAGE ASSETS

The definition of setting used here is taken fréra NPPF (2012): ‘setting is
surroundings in which an asset is experiencedextsnt is not fixed and may
change as the asset and its surrounding evolvendglis of a setting may
make a positive or negative contribution to thendigance of an asset, may
affect the ability to appreciate that significance may be neutral’
Furthermore, the English Heritage docum@ahservation Principles, Policies
and Guidance(2008) states that setting also relates to thet'asdocal
context, embracing present and past relationsloigbe adjacent landscape.’
More recently, English Heritage (2011) considerst tthe significance of a
heritage asset ‘derives not only from its physjm@sence and historic fabric,
but also from its setting — the surrounding wittvhich it is experienced.’

English Heritage in their guidance documertte Setting of Heritage Assets
(2011), has provided a stepped approach to thessmsat of significance of
setting to heritage assets. Following the init@gntification of the heritage
asset(s) and associated setting the following stepgrise:

. assessing whether, how and to what degree thengstinake a
contribution to the significance of the heritagees;

. assessing the effect of the proposed developmetiteosetting, and the
resulting implications for the significance of theritage asset(s);

. maximising enhancement and minimising harm (mitaygt

In assessing whether, how and to what degree ttiegsemake a contribution
to the significance of the heritage assets, a nurmbpotential attributes of a
setting may help in determining its significancées$e are presented in Table
3 below.

Having assessed the contribution of the settinecsignificance of the asset,
the effect of the proposed development on thengettan be determined by
consideration of the potential attributes of th@edepment affecting setting.
These are outlined in Table 4 below.

Once the contribution of the setting has been deted, and the potential
attributes of the proposed development upon it hiagen identified, the
contribution needs to be evaluated in order tordete the magnitude of the
potential impact. This is undertaken using therdidins presented in Table 5,
below.
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Contribution of Setting: Potential attributes/ factorsto consider

The asset’s physical surroundings:
Topography;

Other heritage assets (archaeological remaingjibgs, structures,
landscapes, areas or archaeological remains);

Definition, scale and ‘grain’ of surrounding streepe, landscape and
spaces;

Historic materials and surfaces;
Land use;

Openness, enclosure and boundaries; functionadiaeships and
communications;

Green spaces, trees and vegetation;

History and degree of change over time;
Integrity;

Issues, such as soil chemistry and hydrology

Experience of the asset:

Surrounding landscape and town character;

Views from, towards, through and across, includhgyasset;
Visual dominance, prominence or role as focal point
Intentional intervisibility with other historic antatural features;
Noise, vibration and other pollutants and nuisances
Tranquillity, remoteness, ‘wildness’;

Sense of enclosure, seclusion, intimacy or privacy;
Dynamism and activity;

Accessibility, permeability and patterns of movemen
Degree of interpretation or promotion to the public

The rarity of comparable survivals of setting

The asset’s associative attributes:

Associative relationships between heritage assets;
Cultural associations;

Celebrated artistic representations;

Traditions

Table 3: Determining the contribution of settingth@ significance of the heritage asset(s)
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Attribute Factorsto consider

Location and siting of the Proximity to asset;
development Extent:
Position in relation to landform;

Degree to which location will physically or visuall
isolate asset;

Paosition in relation to key views

The form and appearangeProminence, dominance, or CONSpiCUOUSNESS;
of the development Competition with or distraction from the asset;
Dimensions, scale and massing;

Proportions;

Visual permeability;

Materials (texture, colour, reflectiveness, etc);
Architectural style or design;

Introduction of movement or activity;

Diurnal or seasonal change

Other effects of the Change to built surroundings and spaces;
development Change to skyline;

Noise, odour, vibration, dust, etc;
Lighting effects and ‘light spill’;

Change to general character (e.g. suburbanising or
industrialising);

Change to public access, use or amenity;
Change to land us, land cover, tree cover;

Changes to archaeological context, soil chemistry o

hydrology;

Changes to communications/accessibility/permegbilit
Permanence of the Anticipated lifetime/temporariness;
development Recurrence:

Reversibility
Longer term or Changes to ownership arrangements;

consequential effects of

Economic an ial viability;
the development conomic and social viability;

Communal and social viability

Table 4: Potential attributes of the proposed depeient
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7.1.6

7.1.7

Sensitivity | Contribution | Examplesfor settings
to significance
of the asset

Very high | Very substantia| A defined setting thatésmtemporary with and
historically and functionally linked with the
heritage asset, may contain other heritage askets o
international or national importance, has a very
high degree of intervisibility with the asset and
makes a very substantial contribution to both the
significance of the heritage asset and to the
understanding and appreciation of the significance
of the asset.

High Substantial Contemporary with and historicaliyla

functionally linked with the heritage asset, with
minor alterations (in extent and/or character),dak
high degree of intervisibility with the asset and
which makes a substantial contribution to both the
significance of the heritage asset and to the
understanding and appreciation of the significance
of the asset.

Medium Moderate Contemporary with and/or historicalhd/or
functionally linked with the heritage asset buthwit
alterations which may detract from the
understanding of the heritage asset, and/or with @
moderate degree of intervisibility with the asset
and/or which makes a moderate contribution to the
significance of the heritage asset and/or a moeefat
contribution to the understanding and appreciation
of the significance of the asset.

Low Minor Largely altered so that there is very étdvidence
of contemporaneous and/or historic and/or
functional links with the heritage asset, and/dhw
a low degree of intervisibility with the asset aord/
which makes a minor contribution to both the
significance of the heritage asset and to the
understanding and appreciation of the significance
of the asset.

Table 5: Definitions of Sensitivity for the Setsraf Heritage Assets

Changes may occur in the surroundings of an aksetneither affects their
contribution to the significance of the asset, tiog extent to which its
significance can be experienced. In such instanted|l be considered that
there is no impact upon setting.

The criteria for assessing the magnitude of indifegpacts on setting are
presented below (Table 6). The sensitivity of dthge asset to changes in its
setting can be evaluated in the first instance dfgrence to any relevant
designation, whereby those designated as natiomafprtant will generally
be considered the most sensitive. At the otherddrttie scale assets that are
imperceptible or very difficult to perceive on tgeund will generally be less
sensitive than those that are more readily apdskrias they are to some
extent already divorced from their setting.
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7.1.8

Magnitude

GuidelineCriteria

Major beneficial

The contribution of setting to ttdtural heritage asset’s
significance is considerably enhanced as a refthieo
development; a lost relationship between the asskits
setting is restored, or the legibility of the redaship is
greatly enhanced. Elements of the surroundingsititaact
from the asset’s cultural heritage significance¢her
appreciation of that significance are removed.

Moderate beneficial

The contribution of settinghte tultural heritage asset’s
significance is enhanced to a clearly appreciakient as a
result of the development; as a result the relatignbetween
the asset and its setting is rendered more reagpgrent.
The negative effect of elements of the surroundihgs
detract from the asset’s cultural heritage sigaifite or the
appreciation of that significance is appreciabijueed.

Minor beneficial

The setting of the cultural herigagsset is slightly improved
as a result of the development, slightly improving degree
to which the setting’s relationship with the assat be
appreciated.

Negligible

The setting of the cultural heritage assehanged by the
development in ways that do not alter the contidubf
setting to the asset’s significance.

Minor adverse

The contribution of the setting of thtural heritage asset tp
its significance is slightly degraded as a restthe
development, but without adversely affecting the
interpretability of the asset and its setting; eleteristics of
historic value can still be appreciated, the chardgenot
strongly conflict with the character of the sitadacould be
easily reversed to approximate the pre-development
conditions.

Moderate adverse

The contribution of the settinthefcultural heritage asset t
its significance is reduced appreciably as a resute
development. Relevant setting characteristicsstéroe
appreciated but less readily.

o

Major adverse

The contribution of the setting of ¢h#ural heritage asset to
its significance is effectively lost or substaritiaeduced as 4
result of the development, the relationship betwberasset
and its setting is no longer readily appreciable.

Table 6: Criteria for Assessment of Magnitude ofrapact on the Setting of a Cultural

Heritage Asset

The interaction of the sensitivity of the settifigable 5) and the impact on the
setting (Table 6) produce the impact significarieis may be calculated by
using the matrix shown in Table 7, which is incldde allow an objective
assessment to be presented.
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SENSITIVITY

No
Change

Negligible
harm

Minor
adverse

M oder ate
adverse

Major
adverse

Very High

Neutral

Slight

Moderate/

large

Large /very
large

Very large

High

Neutral

Slight

Moderate
/slight

Moderate
/llarge

Large
large

Ivery

M edium

Neutral

Neutral
/slight

Slight

Moderate

Moderate
/llarge

Low

Neutral

Neutral
/slight

Neutral
/slight

Slight

Slight
/moderate

Negligible

Neutral

Neutral
/slight

Neutral
/slight

Neutral
/slight

Slight

Significance of the Impact

7.2

7.2.1

71.2.2

7.2.3

Table 7: Impact Significance Matrix for adverse anpon setting

THE QUARRY SETTING

The majority of the identified heritage assets shar common setting,
dominated by woodland enclosed to the south byettge of the gorge with
the A6 to the north partially visible through theed¢ cover. Despite its
immediate woodland setting, this part of the quasrynot tranquil and the
sounds of the busy road at the bottom of the skeaccompanied by the
noise of the active quarry on the opposing sidéhefroad. Site91, 02, 03
and 04 are all located to the south of the access tradkich becomes
increasingly less defined eastwards, but is stdhdy utilised. The quarry
buildings and other associated features revealsbbkms gradually along this
track, giving a sense of anticipation as to whaeptlecaying structures might
be hiding.

Views towards the heritage assets from the roadmideneavily obscured by
the tree cover (Plates 10 and 11), and it is likbBbt the majority of people
passing by are unaware that the quarry and assdcstuctures exist. The
roadside is not pedestrian friendly, with the spekthe traffic, blind corners
and occasional sections of narrow pavement produam intimidating and
dangerous environment for walkers and cyclistsealik

The present setting is considerably different frtora setting of the quarry
during its working life. An aerial photograph of 2B shows the Cowdale
Lime Works as an active quarry, which would haverba noisy environment
with heavy vehicle movements. At this time the wlaod, which dominates
the sides of the gorge to the east and west, mnalsom the slope in front of
the quarry, and the works was clearly visible fritva road.
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274N

Plate 11: View along the A6, looking east to thets®f the proposed location of the lay-by
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8. IMPACT ASSESSMENT

8.1

8.1.1

8.1.2

8.1.3

8.1.4

SIGNIFICANCE OF IMPACT ON HERITAGE ASSETS

Following consultation with Derbyshire County Coiuindhe most viable
location for the replacement lay-by straddles tbemeastern boundary of the
Scheduled Monument, a short distance to the narsh-@& the Crushing Plant
(Fig 2). The preferred option for the lay-by allofes a length of 37m, with
30m long splays at each end.

Following on from the above considerations, theniigance of effects has
been determined based on an assumption that tis¢rection of the proposed
lay-by will necessitate considerable works to thekiface alongside the A6.
The results are summarised in Table 8, below, emabsence of mitigation.
Table 8 indicates that there is some potentialSies 04, 05 and 06 to be
affected by the proposed development and, pendiveg flesign detail, the
significance of this predicted impact on some ef tieritage assets is assessed
to be substantial. The direct impact on the otdeniified heritage assets is
likely to be negligible.

Any substantial direct impact on the former railwiae (Site05) within the
limeworks complex, and also on the crushing plamdt bbading gantry (Site
06), would clearly constitute substantial harm thatuld be very difficult to
justify in the context of creating a new lay-by.wever, the preferred location
for the proposed lay-by is unlikely to have a diregpact on these designated
heritage assets, providing careful consideratioaffierded to the extent that
the existing rock face is cut back into the Schedionument.

Additionally, there is potential for the presenck poeviously unidentified
remains of archaeological interest in the propdsedtion. The existence of
such sites is currently uncertain.

Site | Sitename Nature of I mpact Scale of | mpact
No. I mpact Significance

01 Culvert/Drain Whilst the nature and extent of | Negligible Neutral
this site is not fully understood, it
may be assumed that any
regarding of the rock-cut face of
the gorge in this area will result
in damage or destruction of the
surviving remains.

02 Brick/stone Potential destruction of Negligible Neutral
structure remaining above-ground
elements and damage to sub-
surface remains

03 Devonshire None Negligible Neutral
Arms

04 Bridge None Substantial | Major
abutments
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8.2
8.2.1

8.2.2

Site | Sitename Nature of I mpact Scale of I mpact
No. I mpact Significance
05 Railway Potential destruction of surviving Substantial Major
sleepers elements
06 Crushing Plant | Substantial alteration to the Substantial Major
and Loading setting of the building and
Gantry potentially damaging to the

structure depending upon the
proximity of the cutting of the
bank

07 Lime Kiln Bank | Substantial alteration to the Negligible Neutral
setting of the building and
potentially damaging to the
structure depending upon the
proximity of the cutting of the

bank
08 Drum House None Negligible Neutral
09 Rock Cut None Negligible Neutral
Shelter
10 Midland None Negligible Neutral
Railway

Table 8: Assessment of the impact significanceash site during development of the lay-by

SIGNIFICANCE OF IMPACT ON SETTING

The earthworks that would inevitably be requireaddostruct the replacement
lay-by would have a significant impact upon theseré setting of several of
the identified heritage assets. In particular tkeagation of the present bank
would require the removal of a good deal of treeecodenuding a section of
the gorge of vegetation. However, the vegetatiomecily obscures views of
the Scheduled Monument, and whilst its removal woalter the semi-

woodland setting of the lower terrace structurest{pularly the crushing plant
and the bank of lime kilns), this impact must baged against the benefits
of opening up clearer views of the structures.

The vegetation in this area only regenerated #ftequarry closed in the mid-

1950s. The denudation of the rock face in this doeareate a new lay-by

would thus compatible with the original settingtbé industrial structures. In

this respect, coupled with the clearer views thaiileé be obtained of the lime

kiln bank and crushing plant, it can be concludbedsé heritage asset’'s
significance would be enhanced as the relationbbigveen the asset and its
setting is rendered more readily apparent, and thesmagnitude of impact

could be perceived as moderate beneficial.
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8.2.3

8.3
8.3.1

8.3.2

The construction of the proposed lay-by is likety cause damage to the
former bridge abutments (Sibd), although this could perhaps be mitigated by
further archaeological investigation. Pending firddsign proposals, and
specifically the extent to which the rock-face widted to be cut back, there is
some potential for substantial direct impact ooraer railway line within the
limeworks complex, and also on the crushing plaxd Eading gantry. Any
direct impact on these designated structures wotliarly constitute
substantial harm that would be very difficult tostifly in the context of
creating a new lay-by.

PROPOSED LAY-BY LOCATIONS

The proposed location of the new lay-by lies astrithe north-eastern
boundary of the Scheduled Monument, and will regsignificant alteration
to the bank and setting of Siéé. The presumption in favour of preservation
in-situ on sites of this nature does not favour this ocator the new lay-by,
although minimising the length of the proposed Itgyalongside appropriate
construction details to limit the required battaght offer a more acceptable
compromise.

A second location to the east of the Scheduled Mwmwani boundary was also
considered for the purposes of this assessmerd.Wduld perhaps be a more
appropriate location for the new lay-by from a tesye perspective. The
principal issue would be the potential loss of itsitu railway sleepers that

lies across the path above the lower slope. Agpiragriate construction

details to limit the required batter might prevetgmage or loss to these
heritage assets. However, other considerations haed this location as a
possibility for the new lay-by.
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location for the replacement lay-by

For the use of: Express Park Buxton Ltd © OA North: September 2014



MDisiey SNewtowi WIS

_ Hall

jw/ b ¥ N Furn\ess Vale g &
:‘gg//)— % PN it O
Lyme /|| Black \ A BONSo====3 Q.\_/ A
fi i e \A e =i

LANCASTER

MANCHESTER

BIRMINGHAM

Site location

Hil ;e >
Whaley. LY
ﬁ)} = ":93( =D

=

235970 SSE hapel-

N

"7 stacknall
p en-le-Fnth
Y

{
[ Holes

Az
Holllnscloush&
\\Lingnor )

:? FaM|eId(he=;/QAf@f\ |

Dove:

\422

Homa,
Farm

Tunstead Works

Caravan
Sita

Lime Tree
Pa

cort
Ciaft

Staden
Farm

B (Limestons)
A
%
Dalshead |
Low ]
Plantation
n
% Lowfoot
ﬁ‘, Farm
Clos; &
Far
Tongus Lane  FP
Industrial Estate "© —_— Church Lans
Farm
Comnoise TOTgue Lana Redgep
Fam Plantston
Sailey Fiat
Farm
%
5 %
o Tin
O, Loxdg
3
Supsrmarket~.
. Timiodge
Dipiry. Plantation
upper
P
o
v Rson G Cowlow
N i vigolow
BUXTON o Aot o
B =

Wye Dale

Farm

Staden
aver Study Area
Staden
Low " Staden
/ King Sterndale
Stad il pine st
Form s Farm,
Cowdais
(i
Comsste | | Higheitre
g Farm Yo"
Cowdale
o
ighelft i
Staden Plentation I
Grangs }
m |
Gospol Ouicarsse |
Hillocks
/ r
Cubenind
Cumperins moer s \
Fox Low uperana § \
& 3 )
$ s )
3 o /
&
/ X,
Manor &

High Peak College

Heathfield
Nook

Farm

Penmara

AnQFI 0

1:20,000 @ A4

oxford
()

500 m

o 1
north
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