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SUMMARY

Architects Plus propose to develop an area of |@aldnning Application No:
2/03/1170), by building a retail unit and flatsjaant to the Co-op and Post Office on
Station Street, Cockermouth, Cumbria (NY 3120 3056)lowing the submission of
a project design, Oxford Archaeology North (OA Nrtwas commissioned to
undertake a desk-based assessment and watchihg brie

The desk-based assessment was undertaken in M&@& and involved the
consultation of the Cumbria Historic EnvironmentcBel (HER) in Kendal and the
Cumbria Record Office (CRO) in Whitehaven. In tptaeh sites were identified within
the development area and its vicinity. Three suese identified from the HER,
including two listed buildings (Site82 - a former subscription school ar@i6 -
Christchurch, South Street) along with a gallowacplname, indicating the probable
location of such a facility (Sit®5). Six sites were identified from cartographic
sources, representing residential, commercial,t ligdustrial and public buildings;
these included an unidentified building, a timbardy a Sunday school, a sawmill, and
a post office with an associated lean-to struc{uespectively, Site®1, 03-05, 07-
08). One site, medieval burgage plot and associatedibgs, was identified from
previous excavations (SitH). All but the medieval burgage plots and possiblg
gallows sites date to the post-medieval period aritkre dates are available, to the
nineteenth century.

Sites within the study area were assessed for dnefiraeological significance by using
the criteria laid down in Annex 4 of Planning PgliGuidance 16 (PPG 16, DoE
1990). Only the medieval burgage plots (i@ were deemed to have any regional
significance, while the remainder were only sigrafit within either a very local
context, or, as a means of helping to ascertaimétere of previous land-use within
the development area itself.

One building of indeterminate function (Sid&) was identified as lying within the
area of the proposed development. The preservafionedieval burgage plots (Site
10) on Main Street, to the west of the developmeprbaraised the possibility that
medieval boundary features might also be presewiddn the current development
area.

The watching brief monitored groundworks within ##oining yard immediately to
the south of the Post Office building and was utakem in August and September
2005. These groundworks comprised the underpinmhghe western property
boundary wall and the excavation of a foundatien¢h along the southern wall of the
Post Office. No features of archaeological impareawere revealed.

The full results of the desk-based assessmentdimg an assessment of the impact of
the development and pertinent recommendationsjetaled in a previous OA North
report (OA North 2005). The current document dstaild discusses the results of the
desk-based assessment and watching brief.

For the use of Architects Plus © OA North: January 2006
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1. INTRODUCTION

11 CIRCUMSTANCES OF PROJECT

1.1.1 Architects Plus propose to develop an area of tanithe immediate south of
the Co-op and Post Office (Planning Application N¢03/1170) on Station
Street, Cockermouth, Cumbria (NY 3120 3056) (Fig HRccordingly,
following submission of a project desigAppendix ), Oxford Archaeology
North (OA North) were commissioned to undertakeeakdbased assessment
and a watching brief during groundworks relatedhe development of the
site.

1.1.2 The desk-based assessment, undertaken in March @@@prised a search of
both published and unpublished records held by Historic Environment
Record (HER) in Kendal, the Cumbria Record OffiGR(Q) in Whitehaven,
and the archives and library held at OA North. Tignificance criteria
detailed in PPG 16 (DoE 1990) was employed to assbhe potential
archaeological and historical significance of sitelentified during the
research. Because of the time delay between th@letion of the desk-based
assessment and the commencement of the watchiafy the results of the
desk-based assessment, including an assessmdet infigact of the proposed
development and pertinent recommendations, weraqu#ey submitted as a
separate document (OA North 2005).

1.1.3 A watching brief was maintained over three daysAugust and September
2005 and monitored groundworks within the adjoinyagd immediately to the
south of the Post Office building (Fig 8). Thesewrdworks comprised the
underpinning of the western property boundary wall,a length of 8.3m and
the excavation of a 4.2m by 2.3m foundation trealdmg the southern wall of
the Post Office. The current document containsfigddwork results of both
the desk-based assessment and of the watchingddoafy with a discussion of
the watching brief results within the context o information gained from the
desk-based assessment.

For the use of Architects Plus © OA North: January 2006
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2. METHODOLOGY

21 PROJECT DESIGN

2.1.1 A project designAppendix ) was submitted by OA North in response to a
request by Architects Plus for an archaeologicakdsmsed assessment and
watching brief of the proposed development of #redladjacent to the Co-op
and Post Office on Station Street, Cockermouth. Pphgect design was
adhered to in full, and the work was consistenhyliie relevant standards and
procedures of the Institute of Field Archaeologiatsd generally accepted best
practice.

2.2 DESK-BASED ASSESSMENT

2.2.1 Several sources were consulted in accordance \Wweghptoject design. A
search was conducted of both published and unaualisecords held by the
Cumbria Country Record Office (CCRO) in Whitehavehe Cumbria
Historic Environment Record (HER) in Kendal, ané #rchives and library
held at OA North. The study area consists of an approximately 10 x 10m
centred on land adjacent to the Co-op and Post®ffrig 2). The identified
sites were collated and are presented in the g&zeBection 4. The study
area and the town of Cockermouth were also exanimedovide an historical
and archaeological background. The results werdysath using the set of
criteria used to assess the importance of an ancienument (PPG 16, DoE
1990).

2.2.2 Cumbria Historic Environment Record (HER):the Cumbria Historic
Environment Record held in Kendal was consulteds Tonsists of a list of
known archaeological sites and monuments within toainty and is
maintained by Cumbria County Council. Each siteorded within the
assessment area was accessed and a brief entiydimgc grid reference,
sources, and description was collated.

2.2.3 Cumbria County Record Office (CCRO), Whitehavethe county record
office in Whitehaven holds original documents anapsifor the Whitehaven
area, including Cockermouth. It was visited prirtyatd consult early maps of
the area, which can provide details of the landscdpvelopment; other
documents relevant to the study area were alsaitteds

2.2.4 Oxford Archaeology North: OA North has an extensive archive of
cartographic and secondary sources relevant tostivy area, as well as
numerous unpublished client reports on work caroigidboth as OA North and
in its former guise of Lancaster University Archigical Unit (LUAU).
These were consulted where necessary.

For the use of Architects Plus © OA North: January 2006
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2.3
23.1

24

241

WATCHING BRIEF

Following the unmonitored removal of the uppest concrete surface at the
site, the watching brief comprised observation lbigeoundworks associated
with the development and the accurate recordingxpbsed soil horizons. Full
records were made on OA Nonpino-formarecording sheets accompanied by
scaled plans and sections; a monochrome and csliderphotographic record
was maintained throughout. Pits for the underpigrahthe western wall were
dug by hand and with the use of a pneumatic jackrhar, while the
foundation trench against the southern wall wasaexied by a mini digger
with a toothed ditching bucket.

ARCHIVE

A full professional archive has been compile@ccordance with the project
design Appendix ], and in accordance with current IFA and Englighitdge
guidelines (English Heritage 1991). The paper aigitad archive will be
deposited in Kendal HER on completion of the prbjec

For the use of Architects Plus © OA North: January 2006
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3. BACKGROUND

31

3.1.1

3.1.2

3.1.3

3.2
3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

L OCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The proposed development is located next to theeourCo-op and Post
Office buildings on Station Street, Cockermouth ({20 3056) at the
junction with South Street (formerly Back Lane) atodthe south of Main
Street. It covers an area of approximately 10 x #¥thin the historic centre
of Cockermouth.

The study area is situated within the West Cumbfaastal Plain to the
north-east of Workington and Whitehaven. The laagscconsists of a broad
flood plain of the river Derwent that flows throu@lmckermouth and joins the
north-flowing river Cocker (Countryside Commissit®98, 27).

The geology is typified by outcrops of Coal Measurghales and sandstones
of the Hensingham Group and the Chief Limestonau@rall of which date to
the Carboniferous periodb(d). Glacial deposits of boulder clay, sand, and
gravel are also present within this regidnd).

HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOL OGICAL BACKGROUND

Prehistoric Period: whilst no evidence for prehistoric activity hasehe
identified in Cockermouth itself, there is potehiia the area. Palynological
evidence from the Solway Plain to the north of Goaokouth suggests human
interference of forests during the Neolithic periadd the Bronze Age
(Bewley 1994, 54). Indeed, many stone axes have besovered from the
Solway Plain, but none specifically from Cockermoufbid). Further
evidence for Neolithic activity exists at the EIR&in Stone circle (NY 177
317), which consists of fifteen stones located apjpnately 5km to the west
of Cockermouth (www.visitcumbria.com/cm/elva.htmJhe earliest and
closest evidence for prehistoric activity is suggdsy a Bronze Age collared
urn find at Papcastle; 3km to the west of Cockermouttbi@, 61). There is
possible Iron Age activity within Cockermouth int&ZWood, where a ‘well-
preserved rampart and ditch, 750 feet (229 m) rpwvith a straight ditch
cutting across’ has been identified (Bradbury 1995,

Roman Period:no Roman evidence has been recovered within the tf
Cockermouth, but the fort derventioat Papcastle lies approximately 2km to
the west of the town (Birley 1963, 122). This refaly large fort was
excavated in the mid-1980s (Shotter 1993, 34),catdig evidence of its
importance in the communications network to otleetsfin the region (Holder
2004, 62).

Early Medieval Periodthe name ‘cocker’ is possibly Celtic in origin amay
have derived from the Welsh word ‘cock-or’ meanihg red (heather?) of the
mountain face (Bradbury 1995, 26). Alternativetycould come from the old
English word ‘kukra’ {pbid), meaning crooked, possibly relating to the shape
of the river. Little is known about the Dark AgesCumbria, not least because

For the use of Architects Plus © OA North: January 2006
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of lack of recognisable and datable material caltetween the end of Roman
administrationc410 AD and (O’Sullivan 1985). The native Britismgdom
of Rheged is known to have expanded into the Solplain by the fifth
century and, at its height, is thought to have rdéel north of the Solway and
as far south as the river Duddon (Higham 1986 fiossible that what may
have been a short-cist cemetery at Moreselhipkm to the south-west of
Cockermouth and a single, empty, cist from Backfe@bkm to the north-
west, date to this post-Roman, Early Christianquei{O’Sullivan 1985), as
may the cemetery at Eaglesfiet@km to the south-west and excavated during
the nineteenth century (Wilson 1978). By the midesgh century, Cumbria
had been incorporated into the kingdom of Northuanfi{irkby 1962) and an
Anglian influence can be seen on local place narfiesllinson 1996).
Although there is very little settlement evidencent this period, it has been
suggested that curvilinear churchyards (of whiabuad 30 survive in some
form and continue in use into the present, inclgdiaur within 10km of
Cockermouth), may well be of Anglo-Saxon origin $0llivan 1985). From
the later ninth century, the Christian kingdoms mafrthern Britain were
ravaged by Scandinavian armies. With the Danishucapf York in AD 865
the once-powerful Anglian kingdom of Northumbria swvagradually
dismembered, falling prey to the Danes of Yorkshind, from AD 902, to the
large-scale immigration of Norse settlers, evidted Ireland (Higham 1985).
Other parts of the North West, including the fornkémgdom of Rheged,
returned to British hands, this time in the formtloé kingdom of Strathclyde,
ruled from Dumbarton (Morris, 1973). It was the Berhowever, who had the
most considerable affect on the area, not leastmgpically (Higham 1986),
and it is possible that from the 920s, coastalesetint along the Solway Firth
was encouraged by the rulers of Cumbria (Highanb)l9B is possible that
one such settler, or perhaps an earlier raider,bmgaiged at Eaglesfieldlkid),
while examples of Scandinavian sculpture within Berwent valley to the
west of Cockermouth further attest to the preseficeich settlersilfid).

3.2.4 Medieval Period:following the turmoil of the Norman Conquest, Cumab
briefly fell into Scottish hands, but, by the endl the eleventh century,
Norman control had been asserted with William Ruéapture of Carlisle in
1092 (Rowley 1983). The earliest medieval struciar€ockermouth is the
castle, which was built sometime between 1072 dfb by Waldeve, second
son of Gospatric, Earl of Dunbar (Cumbria Countyu@ml 2002, 8). It was
constructed using stone from the Roman fort at &stfee and was extended
during the thirteenth and fourteenth centuriespimtection against the Scots,
who brutally sacked Cockermouth a number of tinkegther wars, such as
the Wars of the Roses and the Civil War, have kedtd present ruinous
condition. The construction of this castle provi@efibcus for the development
of the town of Cockermouth with the earliest setéat probably developing
on the East side of the river, by the castle aradhednarket place in the Bitter
Beck valley (Leectet al forthcoming). The earliest evidence for this liesa
charter referring to Alan son of Waldeve at ‘Cokytiri dating to around the
mid-twelfth century (Winchester 1986, 109). In 128 market was granted by
Royal Charter, and in 1270, approximately 175 bgegalots were recorded as
being laid out (Leeclet al forthcoming). The arrangement of these burgage
plots seems to have been typical of planned towrtkeo period - along the

For the use of Architects Plus © OA North: January 2006
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3.2.5

3.3

3.3.1

3.3.2

wide Main Street and with back lanes to the redwe Site’s position at the
junction of Station Street and South Street (fotynd8ack Lane) would
suggest that it occupied an area at the very rean® of these burgage plots.
A number of mills were also in operation, particlyahose involved with the
textile and leather industries, with wool being tbe/n’s economic mainstay.
Indeed, a fulling mill was recorded as early as6@L{Bradbury 1994). The
later thirteenth and fourteenth centuries wereugited by economic and
political struggles, as well as plague and pestderresulting in a lack of
tenants for the burgage plotbi¢l). The sheep murrains of the later thirteenth
century had a particular impact upon the town’snecoy, depending as it did
upon the cloth industry (Winchester 1986).

Post-Medieval Period:by the sixteenth century, the town was a thriving
market centre, which was maintained into the seeth and eighteenth
centuries (Leechet al forthcoming). The textile industry remained an
important focus, with the conversion of the burgadats into cottages and
terraces for the workforce by the nineteenth centiibid). By the mid-
nineteenth century, there were over 40 industitassncluding wool, linen
and cotton mills, hat factories and tanneries. 9651 the Council for British
Archaeology (CBA) selected Cockermouth as one of&&m Towns’ worthy

of special care in preservation and developmerdadBury 1994).

MAP REGRESSION ANALYSIS

Enclosure Map €1832): (Fig 3) given that this map is largely concernethwi

illustrating the ownership of various tracts ofdait is only of limited use for

establishing the contemporary landuse of the sarég regarding. Although

the map covers the area of the majority of the tamportant features, such
as the castle and Main Street, are not illustraaed, the same is true of the
study area. However, the map does illustrate a é&asywest-aligned building
immediately opposite the study area, on the south af Back Lane, and it

seems likely that the large area of enclosed lamdadiately to the south of
Back Lane, which is likely to represent one of thedieval open fields, is

owned by John Stoddart.

Wood’'s Map of Cockermouth (1832)Fig 4) this map offers more clues to
the character of nineteenth-century Cockermouthveld@pment along both
sides of Back Lane is limited to fewer, well-spacezhst/west-aligned
buildings, contrasting with the concentration ofthtsouth aligned buildings
fronting the parallel medieval thoroughfare of M&treet. One of these larger
buildings (Site01), encompasses about half of the southern endeostiidy
area. The open fields to the south of Back Lanenatloappear to have been
greatly subdivided by field boundaries, which maggest that the buildings
within that area may all be inhabited by the tesamft John Stoddart. In
contrast to this, there has been much greateratitiar of the Main Street
medieval toft boundaries, with very few retainingeit original length,
stretching between Main Street and Back Lane. &astéhe majority have
been truncated by straight boundaries parallel &n\btreet, and the original
toft boundaries removed, either to allow developnoérsmall plots either side
of Chaloner Street (perpendicular to Main Street] @ossibly originally a

For the use of Architects Plus © OA North: January 2006
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3.3.3

3.34

field vennel) or to create larger plots, two orethtofts wide, within which the
larger Back Lane buildings have been constructéd.0& occupies one such
plot, two tofts wide. Station Street does not yaest although it is notable that
a number of the larger Chaloner Street tenementk loato the eastern
boundary of the tenement occupied by Site Site 02, the subscription
school,also seems to be present on Back Lane to the Wwés¢ aevelopment
area, and appears to occupy three combined burgkge. Opposite the
development site are two buildings in very simitarsitions to the Timber
Yard (Site03) and Sunday School (Si#) annotated on the 1866 OS map.
Similarly, on the north side of Back Lane to thestvef the study area is a
building that may correlate with the sawmill (Si¥8), again annotated on the
1866 OS map.

First Edition Ordnance Survey Map (1866)(Fig 5) this map is well-
annotated and provides a number of clues regardhmg nature of
contemporary activity in the region of the studgarBack Lane has become
South Street, and many of the fossilised tofts Hm@me further subdivided.
That within which the development area lies hasallt expanded northwards
to encompass a tenement fronting Main Street, thetares of which have
been demolished. The result of this is to formalise area occupied by
modern Station Street, although it is not annota®duch and, whether the
land remained the property of the owner of 8iteis not apparent. Within the
study area, Sit®1 has been subdivided into two dwellings, each wééarr
extensions, fronting South Street. The western-rabshese dwellings has a
large and somewhat irregularly-shaped extensiamtifig South Street, which
could either represent another extension or, psrhape likely, a private yard
area. Opposite the study area are a timber yatd 8) and a Sunday School
(Site04), both of which utilise and extend the pre-exigtiildings illustrated
on Wood’s plan of 1832. They have also been pralvidih demarcated yard
areas. Four plots to the west of the study area tsnement occupied by a
sawmill (Site05) which, while it corresponds with a building on @¢bs plan,
appears larger and at a slightly different alignm@rist Church (Sit@6), at
the time only a year old, also appears on the nwapghé west of the
development area. The number of troughs scattarexsathe large fields to
the south of South Lane indicate the largely pastaharacter of the
surrounding area.

Second Edition Ordnance Survey Map (190QfFig 6) Station Street now
exists, flanked on both sides by regular squarddimgis without yards,
demonstrating an increase in construction overptteious forty years. Site
01 has been demolished to allow Station Street tom@cinwith South Street
and with the newly-constructed Station Road. Whkeswestern dwelling of
Site 01 once stood, there is now a vacant space on tmeicof Station Street
and South Street. The current layout of the Poft©{Site 07, immediately
adjoining the study area to the north), Co-op, Hearstore (Site08,
immediately adjoining the development area to tlestyjvand yard area are
now represented on this map, showing that few obsimgve occurred in the
study area over the past century. Whether or res#dwmill (Site05) to the
west of the development site survives, it has gitemame to a residential
estate. A further terrace of houses has appeardatieosouth side of South

For the use of Architects Plus © OA North: January 2006
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3.3.5

34

3.4.1

3.4.2

Street and much of the former meadow land and odshiaave been replaced
by new developments, including a School (Sitg a fire station (Sitd2) and

a large agricultural Hall (Sit&3); on the site of the timber yard (S@8) there

is a building of unidentified function (Site4) and, on the site of the Sunday
school (Sited4), an auction mart (Sit€s). Sitesl4 and15 are separated by the
newly constructed Station Road.

Third Edition Ordnance Survey Map (1925)Fig 7) this map depicts a very
similar layout to the previous map with no changescurring in the
development area. Within the vicinity, the constiare of the grand theatre
(Site 16), a pavilion (Sitel7) and the tennis ground (Sit8) accentuate what
it is likely to be the more salubrious end of town.

PREVIOUS ARCHAEOL OGICAL INTERVENTIONS

Previous archaeological interventions by OA Nordvdntaken place in 1980—
1 on 75-87 Main Street, to the north-west of Stattreet, which uncovered
evidence for a succession of buildings dating frtme twelfth to the
nineteenth centuries within burgage plots (3e Leechet al forthcoming).
The earliest buildings, dating to the twelfth toufieenth centuries were
confined to the street frontage with a garden diivaied area to the rear. The
buildings were constructed around a framework ofhdast posts; whilst this
construction method is known from other parts o§land, such as the South
and the Midlands, this is the first known exampiethe North Westiljid).
These structures were then abandoned by the fifteeantury and new
structures erected, with further re-building ocmgrduring the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries.

Further interventions have been undertaken by aharaeological units, but,
despite the known antiquity of Cockermouth, vengldi archaeology was
encountered during these activities. In 1999, Narth Archaeological
Associates (NAA) monitored the line of a new floddfence along Rubby
Banks Road on the West bank of the River Cockertlio east of the
development area) (NAA 2000) while in 2000 Carliskehaeology Ltd (CA)
undertook an evaluation at Bridge Street, to thehnof the development area
(CA 2000); no archaeology was encountered at egiter A watching brief at
Curwen Grove, Crown Street, to the north-west efgtudy area, encountered
a 0.3m - 0.4m thick charcoal-rich subsoil above ghavelly yellow natural
(CCC 2002). An evaluation by North Pennines Hedtagust (NPHT) at
Mitre Court, St Helens Street, to the north-easttt development area,
recorded a cobbled surface and drains associatédtird former Crown and
Mitre Hotel (NPHT 2002). The same unit conductedcleng briefs behind
39 Market Place and at Cockermouth castle, botthéonorth-east of the
development area, but no archaeological featurese vebserved (NPHT
2003a; 2003Db).
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4. GAZETTEER OF SITES

Site number 01

Site name Building to the north of South Street

NGR NY 12077 30552

Sitetype Building

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Wood (1832), OS First edition (1866), OS Secontiau({1900)

Description A large, broadly east/west aligned building ideadffrom Wood’'s 1832 plan of
Cockermouth. The building would appear to encompassl extend slightly
beyond, the southern half of the development eBaae the building occupies a
double-width burgage plot, it is likely to have heesubstantial structure, and may
have been occupied by wealthier people. The 1866n@§ indicates that the
building has been subdivided into two equal-size@ltings, to the rear of which
of which are several small extensions. A large msiten appears to have been built
adjoining the western-most of the two dwellingshaligh the somewhat irregular
shape may indicate that this demarcates a privaie grea rather than a structure.
By the 1900 OS Second edition map, it seems likbpt Site 01 has been
demolished to make way for Station Street and thek kalley adjoining South
Street.

Assessment Within the study and any remains will be affectgdaby development.

Site number 02

Site name 24-28 South Street

NGR NY 11971 30583

Sitetype Subscription School

Period Post-medieval

Listed Building No 25882

Sour ces HER

Description Early nineteenth century. Roughcast walls, slatef,rdrick chimneys, three
storeys. Three panelled doors (no 28 with a tradefanlight); three 12-paned sash
windows on each floor, those on the top floor bediggare and smaller, all in plain
stone architraves. Cobbles in front of all thre@rdpwhich are slightly set back
from the rest of the street. The whole was builaasibscription school, and after
divided into three dwellings.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectediny development.

Site number 03

Site name Timber Yard

NGR NY 12076 30533

Sitetype Industrial building

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Wood (1832), OS First edition (1866), OS Secontiad(1900)

Description Building in this location first shown on the Woodl832 map, but only annotated
as a timber yard on the OS First edition map. Shesweral buildings within a
rectangular demarcated yard. By 1900, the OS Seeditibn indicates that an
agricultural hall has been built on the site.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectediny development.
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Site number 04

Site name Sunday School, South Street

NGR NY 12111 30530

Sitetype Building

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Wood (1832), OS First edition (1866), OS Second@u(1900);

Description Building appears on Wood’'s 1832 plan, but is natadated as a Sunday School
until the 1866 OS map, when there appears to beadl yard and extension. By
1900, the Second edition OS map indicates thabtiiding has been demolished
and replaced by the auction mart.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affecteadrny development.

Site number 05

Site name Sawmill

NGR NY 12030 30568

Sitetype Industrial buildings

Period Post-medieval

Sour ces Wood (1832), OS First edition (1866), OS Secondiadi(1900), OS Third
edition (1925)

Description Building within a plot 1.5 burgage plots in widthasvn on Wood’s map of 1832,
but would appear to be of a slightly different seed alignment to the sawmill
annotated on the 1866 OS First edition map. Theedaunidings are shown on the
1900 and 1925 OS maps, but the annotation, Sav@rélscent, would appear to
indicate a residential development.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectedmydevelopment.

Site number 06

Site name Christ Church, South Street

NGR NY 11892 30566

Sitetype Church

Period Post-medieval

Listed Building No 25884

Sour ces HER

Description Built 1865 by Bruce of Whitehaven. Early English stylarth-west angle tower
with lancets. Double-decked interior, with two $ierf iron columns with moulded
capitals, and a balcony over the aisles, cuttirgudry long two-light windows.
Stepped east window of five pointed lancets. Opebbdr roof (pointed wagon
vault) with a flat ceiling over the point.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affecteadrny development.

Site number 07

Site name Post Office

NGR NY 12088 30561

Sitetype Building

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Second edition OS 1900; Third edition OS 1925

Description Building first shown on the 1900 Second edition @%#&p. Dates to the
construction of Station Street at some point betwk66 and 1900.

Assessment Beside the study area and may be affected by arglafament.
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Site number 08

Site name Lean-to Store

NGR NY 12078 30556

Sitetype Building

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Second edition OS 1900; Third edition OS 1925

Description Building first shown on the 1900 Second edition @8p. Shown to the rear of
Post Office Sit@d4 and likely to be contemporary with the constrmctof Station
Street at some point between 1866 and 1900, a$ tde new buildings lining the
west side of the street are provided with suctcstres.

Assessment Within the study area and could be affected bydawelopment.

Site number 09

Site name Gallow Barrow Place Name Site

NGR NY 11900 30390

Sitetype Gallows Place Name

Period Undated

HER No 10773

Sour ces HER

Description Possible site of gallows

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectearny development.

Site number 10

Site name Burgage plots, Main Street

NGR NY 119 307

Sitetype Burgage plots

Period Medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Leechet alforthcoming

Description Three burgage plots along the west end of Maine&tre

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectearnydevelopment

Site number 11

Site name Schools, Gallowbarrow

NGR NY 11915 30470

Sitetype Buildings

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Second edition OS 1900; Third edition OS 1925

Description Two separate building complexes with adjoining warbssibly one each for boys
and girls. Some of the original structures appeahave survived as the current
school.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectearny development

Site number 12

Site name Fire Engine Station

NGR NY 11952 30519

Sitetype Buildings and yard

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Second edition OS 1900; Third edition OS 1925

Description A large open yard area and associated small bgildomplexes with access to

South Street via a small avenue. Although thediegion now stands further to the
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south-east, much of the open yard area currentlyiv@s as such and, the same
may be true of one or two of the buildings.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectediny development

Site number 13

Site name Agricultural Hall, South Street

NGR NY 12014 30532

Sitetype Building

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Second edition OS 1900; Third edition OS 1925

Description A large rectangular building bounded by South $ttedghe north, Kittyson Lane
to the east and adjoining a large yard to the @@t with possible storage
facilities. It is possible the building is still ®nt, as a structure of similarly size
and shape is shown on the current OS 1:10,000 map.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectearny development

Site number 14

Site name Unidentified building, South Street/Kittyson Lane

NGR NY 12170 30509

Sitetype Building

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Second edition OS 1900; Third edition OS 1925

Description A large building complex running almost the enteagth of Kittyson Lane with
what would appear to be extensive associated sofagjlities. A rectangular
building currently occupies the site, and it is gible that this is the structure
identified on the 1900 and 1925 OS maps. However storage facilities are no
longer extant.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectediny development

Site number 15

Site name Auction Mart, South Street

NGR NY 12124 30503

Sitetype Building

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Second edition OS 1900; Third edition OS 1925

Description A large building fronting South Street, bounded $tation Road to the west and
Lorton Street to the South-west. It is possible théding is still extant, as a
structure of similarly size and shape is shownhendurrent OS 1:10,000 map.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectearny development

Site number 16

Site name Grand Theatre

NGR NY 12094 30462

Sitetype Building

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Third edition OS 1925

Description A rectangular building fronting Lorton Street tethorth-east and Station Road to
the north-west. It is possible the building islsittant, as a structure of similarly
size and shape is shown on the current OS 1:10v2@0

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affecteary development
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Site number 17

Site name Pavilion

NGR NY 12156 30384

Sitetype Building

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Third edition OS 1925

Description A small building, no longer extant as the areadiase been developed.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectearnydevelopment

Site number 18

Site name Tennis Ground

NGR NY 12176 30366

Sitetype Facility

Period Post-medieval

HER No N/A

Sour ces Third edition OS 1925

Description A large area demarcated on the 1925 OS map asné tground, bounded by
Lorton Street to the north-east. No longer extasttlze area has since been
developed.

Assessment Outside the study area and will not be affectediny development
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5. SIGNIFICANCE OF THE REMAINS

5.1

5.1.1

5.2

5.2.1

5.2.2

INTRODUCTION

In total, 18 sites have been identified during tiesk-based assessment. Of
these, 14 were identified from cartographic souredslst a further three were
provided by the HER, and one from documentary ssur®©f these, two are
Listed Buildings (Site02, the former subscription school, and Sii6,
Christchurch, South Street) of which Sdis Grade Il listed. The earliest site
dates to the medieval period, and comprises burgége and buildings on
Main Street (Sitel0), to the north-west of the development area. Mbghe
identified sites in the study area are dated topbst-medieval period and
include 14 buildings (Site@1-05, 07 and08 and11-17), a tennis ground (Site
18) and a church (Sit67). The gallows place name site (S0i® is undated,
but may have a medieval origin. Only three of thédings are located within
the development area (Sit€4, 07 and 08) and may by affected by any
development. There is, however, potential on theeldgpment site for the
preservation of remains associated with a mediewajage plot, as evidenced
by further plots close-by, at Sii®. No scheduled monuments were identified
within the study area. The remainder of the sites wseful in tracing the
nature of development and land-use around the denent area.

Site Number Period No of sites
09 Undated 1

10 Medieval 1

01-08, 11-18 | Post-Medieval 15

Table 1: Number of sites by period

CRITERIA

There are a number of different methodologies used assess the
archaeological significance of sites; that to bedukere is the ‘Secretary of
State’s criteria for scheduling ancient monumewtsich is included as Annex
4 of PPG 16 (DoE 1990). The sites previously liftgéction 4 above) were
each considered using the criteria, with the resagtow.

Period: the earliest site, located within the study argaegents burgage plots
dating back to the medieval period (S8 and remains of activities carried
out to the rear of such plots may be preservedinvithe study area. The
majority of the identified buildings (Sitéd—-08 and11-15) are likely to have
been built at various dates within the span ofrtimeteenth century, although
the possibility remains that those first appearamgWood's map of 1832,
including building (Site01), timber yard (Sited3), Sunday school (Sité4)
and sawmill (Site€d5) could be older. Site¥6-17, the Grand Theatre, pavilion
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5.2.3

5.24

5.2.5

5.2.6

and tennis ground respectively, all date from th& fjuarter of the twentieth
century. It is also possible that the gallows repreed by the place name (Site
09) could be medieval in origin. With the exceptiointive medieval burgage
plots (Sitel0), none of the sites can be considered to speltyficharacterise
their period of origin.

Rarity: while it can be argued thas all the sites represent the development of
Cockermouth, they have some local significance, taeire of most of the
sites ranges from common to ubiquitous. They repredomestic (Sit@l),
public (schools - Site82, 04 and11; church - Sited6, Fire Station - Sitd2,
Grand Theatre - Sit&6, pavilion - Sitel7, tennis ground - Sit&8), industrial
(timber yard - Site03; sawmill - Site05) and commercial (Post office and
associate structure - Siteg and08, Agricultural Hall - Sitel3, Auction Mart

- Site 15) functions, activities that must be common to amevery British
town. With the exception of listed buildings S@2 (subscription School) and
Site 06 (Christchurch), the structures themselves are umlite be rare, or
significant, particularly in the case of Si@and08, which date to the end of
the nineteenth century. Site% and02 are perhaps locally significant, as they
are slightly older. Whilst the gallows place narte £Site09) is of interest in
terms of social history, it is again quite commonmany historic towns.
Burgage plots Sitd0 are not particularly rare within the context ofdieval
Cockermouth, although the opportunity to invesegauch a feature is
somewhat more-so.

Documentation: many of the properties on Station Street which ewer
constructed in the nineteenth and twentieth cesdurare commercial
properties. This is known from the many directortbat list the uses of
properties €g Kelly 1873, Bulmer 1883). Of interest is the Maoyp Co-
operative Society Limited, which was in use in 1§84lly 1894, 119) and
may have been housed in the same building withiclwthe Co-op superstore
is presently located. Whilst the precise uses eflthildings in the study area
are unknown (building Sit1, in particular), the uses of some properties on
Station Street and South Street are known frometheade directories,
although none are accompanied by much in the walpofimentary evidence.
The exception is perhaps the burgage plots (%0 which do have
documentation relating to their origin and uSedtion 3.2}

Group Value: the medieval burgage plots (Sit8) have group value as they
represent part of the wider, planned medieval tov@ockermouth. It could
be argued that Site@l - 05, a possibly domestic building, the subscription
school, the timber yard, the Sunday school andsévemill respectively, also
have some group value as they represent contenypsurburban development.
However, of these, only the timber yard (28 and the sawmill (Sité5) are
likely to have any direct relationship with eaclthat as might the pavilion
(Site17) and the tennis ground (Sit8) and thus any real group value.

Survival/Condition: a number of the sites are no longer extant, inofydi
building Site01, the timber yard (Sit€3), and the Sunday school (Siid).
While the gallows place name site (S0 remains, the physical elements of
this feature no longer exist. Remains of medievaghge plots (Sit&0) were
preserved below ground, and there may be furtheleage of similar activity
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5.2.7

5.2.8

5.2.9

5.3

5.3.1

in the development area. The remaining sites &graktures and have so far
survived.

Fragility/Vulnerability: if remains of any potential medieval burgage plot
activity, similar to that discovered at Sit® exist, they are potentially
vulnerable to any ground disturbing future develepitas are any remains of
building Site 01. The Post Office and lean-to structure (Si@&sand 08)
adjoining the development area are cosmeticallyenalble, but they cannot
be considered fragile and are unlikely to be undfgcted by the proposed
development. The remaining sites are too far awaypd affected by any
activity within the development area.

Diversity: there is limited diversity in the function of thelividual siteswith
domestic, commercial, industrial, agricultural apdblic roles represented,
(Sites05-07), with occasional change of use of the same strest(eg the
sawmill, Site05). Diversity within the study area would appeadézline over
time, with an increase in domestic, commercial gandlic buildings at the
expense of agricultural and industrial featuresttes area becomes more
intensely developed.

Potential: there is potential for some medieval activity e tstudy area with
the existence of burgage plots close-by (R0g There is also potential for
further investigation of any physical remains oéearly nineteenth century
building Site 01, along with any related backyard deposits andufeat

relating to the use of this structure.

SIGNIFICANCE

Whilst only 16 post-medieval sites, one medliesite and one undated site
have been identified during this assessment, theyall of some local
significance for expanding our knowledge of histad@iockermouth and of the
development area. The burgage plots ($ieare regionally significant, not
just because they highlight the medieval originstlué town, but mainly
because of the good state of preservation of mablechaeological features
within an area where contemporary remains are cfpamse and restricted to
fossilised burgage boundaries. The old subscripsohool (Site02), and
Christchurch (Site06) are Listed Buildings and are, therefore, histlhc
significant, both within Cockermouth, but also @wally. The remainder of
the sites cannot be argued to have anything grelaser local significance
beyond a characterisation of the potential arcloagodl remains within the
proposed development area; they are informativeitate progression of the
southern part of Cockermouth from an area to the o€ burgage plots and of
common pasture with some agriculture and light sty through increasing
development of what may have been more salubriolsrbs, to a much more
commercialised part of town.
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6. WATCHING BRIEF RESULTS

6.1

6.1.1

6.1.2

6.1.3

6.1.4

RESULTS

Groundwork locations:all groundworks were enacted within the rear yard
the south of the Post Office, bounded to the nbythhe southern wall of the
Post Office building, to the south by a wall alddguth Street, to the east by a
gated wall onto Station road itself and to the wmsta wall along an alley
accessing the rear of the Station Street propeiiesng the underpinning of
the western wall, a series of pits measuring 1nasgbyc 0.5m deep were
excavated at roughly 2m intervals along the bagbeinternal surface of the
wall. Observations of these pits indicated that tinelerlying soil horizons
were broadly similar in character and represergatiection of Trenches 1 and
2 are reproduced in Figure 9. Trench 1 was excdva@8m south of the Post
Office wall, while Trench 2 was excavated in thethavest corner of the site
where the western wall of the yard met the southeh of the Post Office.
After the wall footings were laid along the westeboundary wall, a
foundation trench for a staircase (Trench 3) wasaeated against the
southern wall of the Post Office. Trench 3 ran 4&amst/west from the north-
west corner of the development area and was 2.3t by 2m deep.

Trench 1. examination of the south-facing section (Sectigrsiowed that
below the 0.06m thick modern concrete surfacethere was a 0.3m thick
make-up layer2, which consisted of a greyish-black friable, stighsilty-
sandy soil mixed with ash (50%) with inclusionsmwdderate small to medium
sub-rounded stones. Lay2rsloped east to west and overlay the natural drift
geology,3, which was a creamy-yellow loose sandy gravel.fé&dures were
revealed.

Trench 2: excavation of Trench 2 (Section 2) revealed onig deposit4,
which consisted of a friable dry silty-sandy soiked with loose mortar and
ash, with frequent inclusions of small to mediunb-sounded stones. This
layer was at least 0.5m thick and was probably kemg layer for concrete
surfacel.

Trench 3: beneath concrete lay&y natural drift geolog was revealed at the
western end of Trench 3. Natural geoldgyhad been cut to the north by a
foundation trenchg) for the southern wall of the Post Office (Fig &8on 4).
Foundation trencl6 was had been backfilled with depoSsit a firm dark
brown/black silty-sand with rare inclusions of geav Both natural geolog$
and foundation cu6 had been cut by possible @t which ran diagonally
across Trench 3 from the south-western corneraontirth-east. This feature
had been filled with a single deposit,throughout the entire exposed depth of
2m. Context7 was fairly homogenous, though faint layers cou&l deen
within it and, overall, consisted of a yellowishelan friable sandy-clay soil
with occasional pockets of gravel. A moderate anooin post-medieval
pottery ranging in date from the seventeenth to tthentieth century was
recovered from context (Section &; Appendix 3.
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6.2 FINDS

6.2.1 In total, seven fragments of pottery were veced during the groundworks,
all from backfill 7 in Trench 3 Appendix 3. But for a single sherd of bone
china hollow-ware, all were of earthenware and daly be broadly dated,
generally ranging from the late seventeenth ortemghth centuries to the
twentieth century. Considering the fact thatgduts the foundation trench for
the construction of the Post Office building, aelatineteenth or twentieth
century date for the assemblage seems more plaukdnh an early one.
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7. CONCLUSIONS

7.1

7.1.1

7.1.2

DiscussioN

Although the desk-based assessment identifretbd potential for medieval
and post-medieval archaeological remains within tevelopment area,
particularly of previous phases of post-medievaldiyg activity (Site01), no
such remains were encountered during the watchiled. @here is, however,
the possibility that archaeological remains sunaweay from the monitored
interventions which, located so close to existitrgcures, are most likely to
show evidence of disturbance. The absence of madmmains, even of
refuse, is perhaps unsurprising given the locaticthe site, right at the rear of
the medieval burgage plots. A comparison of thetjosof the groundworks
with the location of the known post-medieval stauet (Site01) within the
development area would suggest that any sub-sudtoetural remains of
Site 01 are likely to lie just to the south of the monitdriterventions. The
location of such features, further away from thanraaea of recent activity,
may mean that they have a greater potential foriglrthan the disturbed
deposits within the monitored interventions.

It would also appear, from the fact that tlatural geology lay immediately
beneath the modern concrete surface of the developarea, that a degree of
preparation, including removal of topsoil and arybsoil deposits (and
possibly the upper levels of the natural geologyweall), had occurred. This
would have had a serious impact upon archaeologgoaains in the area. The
date of this truncation possibly relates to theerlahineteenth century
construction of the Station Street buildings. Theppse of pit8 is uncertain,
as it did not contain vast amounts of building debr refuse and, at over 2m
in depth, it represents a substantial feature. iGthe date of the pottery and
its stratigraphic relationship with the Post Offlmalding, it is highly likely to
be of late nineteenth to early twentieth centurggda
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gravel

Plate 4. cut of ?PB in section within Trench 3, facing east

For the use of Architects Plus © OA North: January 2006



T VVATWICKITTal ===

\ #~  Wellington
\
) @ Hindrigg
iR A W () a
e v 2
Ny ===\
Whitelees — — .\ e
Z__4 ——__'Aspatria]c>
e
* 2
A596 b D
N ! J|” River Ellen
=" Hall Bank ASPATRIA‘S/}\ sy
g (o
\/J P/ul{/ah) ;
= TN Narkieby /7 Mil% e
J e FAVLZ8\

?ﬁﬂ;&m

L
\ Hill
High Close Th 725

eapland A/
\YJ

Motel

\ =)
Grange
Grassings ,,//

NG,
\  Moota Hill S Threapland
b o
) 82
/. Millstone
=7 Moor

y

L 6

N\
Brow “Ss
SN AN
?TO\E;G\?CI Low Ho. %,_§=§
‘7’/‘

I West Ho.
Woodside
N

froughton 14
o Low\\
Close)(

kmoor

W
-\ 7 Little
/Broughton
A

ovenby,
Craggs.

Hill
N
Hill Setmurthy\ \Common

il

Park Ho

CACKEBMOQUTH
cz{ns’} AP

i ‘aﬁ, Eo_ Embleton

R 55

g Gl = :
Lambfoot /Z——" ( S B\
"\ East Ho.

« Cockermouth

| A

Scalegill

-

Barkhouses?” S\ Shibo
o
(Dubwath
&

e

\
Lowfield pfma !hybi{w

\ Houses (

Park

A gt ) Ty )\ W ‘"EDy\‘
Lowmoor\- / 1:‘ \_,j‘
il Whittas A
] 9
1l

/ The |
Marshalls

Bin‘sey
1467

Common

r~/A/:ebank
Mill
Whin Fell
R

g/\ T, ;
\ ) High Side e L/ngAFeI/
Z S\N 1225

Empleton High Wythop Moss

Sale Fell N\
2
1170 o

Broom Fell
A
1670

pike™ 1811

s

geck | Lord’s Seat

< A //B’I}\a\dne\)
O
IS

'SS
L
& 1
NS ¢ /j il
S

Swan Long Clp.

% Hotel

\

\

14 N ) —n
\

‘orntl\1w7ai-te/ " \

THORNTHWAITE 22N

] (ERIES] A\
7 Suses\

€.~ g
Q//4/ “ ///,/ 7 "/5 |
osser\\\ fa;/b//ﬁ%’z\f‘é;/:i'a\x\
N 1 3‘64 ‘:wsquféx;\\
AN Fellbarrow CEL// I A
i s = =50 0
Sosgill P || Mosser Fell  Thackthwaite 5 o6 } /,//',/0?1",}?,/, @
- / . JE
A Mockerkin f 2 i 47 Brail
Mméekerin \/‘Fangs Brow il @ / 7 Littl
Tarn \\ ehm “\ v p 4// 3
) h) \M\f:\\\ Darling Fell Latterhead 3 Grisedale|Pike s aithwaite
Rodoad, )) %, ¢ Waterend S N Low Fell Hopegill Head N 2599 /ffeﬂ/‘e
549 Nl N Brackenth oo s el
s A g N | A 2625 ¥V
oL T NGO \ Rurnhank Foll ~ NI\'€ N\ ° ey At A7 b/
310000 320000
based upon the Ordnance Survey 1:100,000
with the permission of the controller of HMSO D % 2000
metres

(© Crown Copyright

Figure 1: Location Map
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Figure 3: Extract of the Enclosure Map (c 1832
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Figure 4: Extract of Wood's plan of Cockermouth (¢ 1832)
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Plate 2: Post Office wall showing blocked chute, and west-facing section



Plate 3: East-facing Section 4 in Trench 3 showing foundation trench and natural
gravel

Plate 4: cut of ?Pit 8 in section within Trench 3, facing east
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APPENDIX 1. PROJECT DESIGN

Oxford
Ar chaeology
North

M ay 2004

PROPOSED FLATS, STATION STREET,
COCKERMOUTH, CUMBRIA

ARCHAEOLOGICAL DESK-BASED ASSESSMENT AND WATCHING BRIEF

PROJECT DESIGN

Proposals

The following project design is offered in respotsen request by Architects
Plus for an archaeological desk-based assessmehwartching brief of an area
outlined for a proposed commercial and residentigvelopment on Station
Street, Cockermouth, Cumbria.
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121

1.2.2

1.2.3

124

1.25

13

131

1.3.2

INTRODUCTION

BACKGROUND

Architects Plus (hereafter the ‘client’) has redadsthat Oxford Archaeology North (OA
North) submit proposals for an archaeological itigasion of the Co-op and Post Office on
Station Street, Cockermouth, Cumbria (centred NY@B056), which is outlined for
redevelopment as a retail unit and flats. Thes@ggals have been prepared in accordance
with a brief provided by Cumbria County Council As=ology Service (CCCAS) in
response to consultation with Allerdale Borough @olregarding the planning application
(Planning Application No 2/03/1170) for the proposkevelopment.

The area surrounding the site has been designatednaarea of high archaeological
importance by the Cumbria Extensive Urban Survehe Proposed development is situated
within the medieval core of the town of Cockermqutihich grew up around the castle first
erected by the Normans in 1134. The castle wastremtsd from stone mainly from the
Roman fort ofDeventioat Papcastle, approximately a mile to the nortthefpresent town,
on the intersection of roads from Maryport, Cagljshnd Penrith. Significant additions were
made to the castle in the thirteenth and fourteeptituries, mainly as a result of the wars
with Scotland when it was sacked several timesthedown plundered and put to the sword
most notably by William Wallace and Robert the RBru€he castle played a significant role
in the Wars of the Roses, and the Civil Wars of#640's when it was besieged. After this it
was dismantled on the orders of Parliament, anchrofid is still in a ruinous condition.

The town received a borough charter in 1210, andhnai the medieval street plan remains
today. The site lies within an area of medievaletaants, and two archaeological
investigations undertaken in the town centre havealed medieval deposits and artefacts.

Cockermouth became prosperous much later, in th gart of the nineteenth century, with
the advent of water mills. However, this fortuneswaversed when steam overtook water
power in later half of the same century.

Further afield, the earliest known activity in th@rounding area can be seen in the form of
Elva Plain Stone Circle, which lies on a level aee on the southern slope of Elva Hill. It
consist of 15 of the original 30 stones, of whibé tallest is just under one metre, to form an
almost perfect circle some 40m in diameter. The isitlikely to be of Neolithic origin, and
has been linked with the trade in Neolithic axdse Toute was from the factory sites in the
central fells through Borrowdale and over the helst of Bassenthwaite.

OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY NORTH

OA North has considerable experience of the assgsof sites of all periods, having
undertaken a great number of small and large-qualects during the past 23 years. Such
projects have taken place within the planning psecto fulfil the requirements of clients and
planning authorities, to very rigorous timetablestecent years OA North also has extensive
experience of archaeological work in Northern EndlaExamples of work in the vicinity
include investigations at Appleby, Brampton, BroaighCastle, Longtown, Penrith, Kendal,
Hackthorpe, Dacre, Fremington, Eamont Bridge, al a& extensive investigations on
Askham Fell. These investigations have been vdrmu desk-based studies and landscape
surveys to excavations. More specifically, OA Noh&s extensive experience of Carlisle
through our work and expertise in the Carlisle Btithium Project, and of Hadrian's Wall
both from the commercial aspect, ie water improvetnprojects, through to our Assistant
Director, Rachel Newman, who is the consultant e Countryside Agency in the
development to the Hadrian's Wall National Trail.

OA North has the professional expertise and ressuto undertake the project detailed
below to a high level of quality and efficiency. ONorth is an Institute of Field
Archaeologists (IFA) registered organisation, registration number 17, and all its
members of staff operate subject to the IFA Cod€arfduct.
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2.2
2.3

2.4

3.1.1

3.1.2

3.2

3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

3.2.5

OBJECTIVES

The following programme has been designed accortting brief prepared by CCCAS to
identify any surviving archaeological deposits gmmbvide for accurate recording of any
archaeological remains that are disturbed by graumds for the proposed development.

Desk-based assessmetu provide a low level desk-based assessmenedita.

Watching brief to carry out a watching brief during associatedugd disturbance, to
determine the quality, extent and importance of amaeological remains on the site.

Report and Archivea report will be produced for the client within leigveeks of completion
of the fieldwork. A site archive will be producem English Heritage guidelines (MAP 2) and
in accordance with th&uidelines for the Preparation of Excavation Arasvor Long Term
Storage(UKIC 1990).

METHOD STATEMENT

DESK-BASED ASSESSMENT

A rapid desk-based study will be undertakea@sopriate, depending on the availability of
source material. The level of such work will betdied by the timescale of the project.

Documentary and cartographic materialthis work will consult the range of potential
sources of information, both primary and secondatythe Cumbria Sites and Monuments
Record, including OS *1Edition maps (both 6” to 1 mile and 25” to 1 mil®ublished
documentary sources will also be examined and sesdexs appropriate.

WATCHING BRIEF

It is proposed that within the area of develept all topsoil stripping, footings, service
trenches and trench cutting will be undertakenrdpd programme of field observation. This
will accurately record the location, extent, andareltter of any surviving archaeological
features and/or deposits within the proposed gradisturbance. This work will comprise

observation during the excavation for these wattks,systematic examination of any subsoil
horizons exposed during the course of the grountksyand the accurate recording of all
archaeological features and horizons, and anyaatgfidentified during observation.

Putative archaeological features and/or depa@ntified by the machining process, together
with the immediate vicinity of any such featuresll Wwe cleaned by hand, using either hoes,
shovel scraping, and/or trowels depending on thesal conditions, and where appropriate
sections will be studied and drawn. Any such fezgwrill be sample excavated (i.e. selected
pits and postholes will normally only be half-seatd, linear features will be subject to no
more than a 10% sample, and extensive layers wilgre possible, be sampled by partial
rather than complete removal).

It is assumed that OA North will have the authotitystop the works for a sufficient time
period to enable the recording of important degodit may also be necessary to call in
additional archaeological support if a find of partar importance is identified or a high
density of archaeology is discovered, but this woahly be called into effect in agreement
with the Client and the County Archaeology Sendoe will require a variation to costing.

During this phase of work, recording will camsp a full description and preliminary
classification of features or materials revealadl] #éheir accurate location (either on plan
and/or section, and as grid co-ordinates where ogpjate). Features will be planned
accurately at appropriate scales and annotated ararge-scale plan provided by the Client.
A photographic record will be undertaken simultarsyp.

A plan will be produced of the areas of ground vgoskowing the location and extent of the
ground disturbance and one or more dimensionedbssawill be produced.

For the use of Architects Plus © OA North: January 2006
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3.2.6

3.2.7

3.2.8

3.2.9

3.2.10

3.2.11

33

3.3.1

3.3.2

3.3.3

All information identified in the course of the esitvorks will be recorded stratigraphically,
using a system, adapted from that used by CentreAfohaeology Service of English
Heritage, with sufficient pictorial record (plarsgctions and both black and white and colour
photographs) to identify and illustrate individdehtures. Primary records will be available
for inspection at all times.

Results of all field investigations will be recodden pro forma context sheets. The site
archive will include both a photographic record adurate large scale plans and sections at
an appropriate scale (1:50, 1:20 and 1:10). Akfadts and ecofacts will be recorded using
the same system, and will be handled and storedrdiog to standard practice (following
current Institute of Field Archaeologists guideip@ order to minimise deterioration.

The deposition and disposal of any artefacts reeaven the evaluation will be agreed with
the legal owner and an appropriate recipient museton to the work taking place.

Where environmental deposits are encountered, gnoppate sampling strategy will be
agreed with CCCAS. (Environmental sampling wouldsbbject to a variation to this project
design).

Human burials: should evidence of burials be identified, the 1&ifial Act would apply
and a Home Office Licence would be sought. This ldidavolve all work ceasing until the
proper authorities were satisfied that the burgalsld be removed. In normal circumstances,
field recording will also include a continual praseof analysis, evaluation, and interpretation
of the data, in order to establish the necessityifty further more detailed recording that may
prove essential.

Health and Safety OA North provides a Health and Safety Statementall projects and
maintains a Unit Safety policy. All site proceduege in accordance with the guidance set out
in the Health and Safety Manual compiled by then&itag Conference of Archaeological
Unit Managers (1997). A written risk assessment bél undertaken in advance of project
commencement and copies will be made availableequast to all interested parties.

ARCHIVE/REPORT

Archive: the results of all archaeological work carried el form the basis for a full
archive to professional standards, in accordandb wirrent English Heritage guidelines
(Management of Archaeological Projecnd edition, 1991). The project archive represent
the collation and indexing of all the data and mategathered during the course of the
project. The deposition of a properly ordered amitked project archive in an appropriate
repository is considered an essential and intedlesthent of all archaeological projects by the
IFA in that organisation's code of conduct. OA NModonforms to best practice in the
preparation of project archives for long-term sg@raThis archive will be provided in the
English Heritage Centre for Archaeology format andynthesis will be submitted to the
CSMR (the index to the archive and a copy of thmrg. OA North practice is to deposit the
original record archive of projects (paper, magnetnd plastic media) with the County
Record Office, and a full copy of the record areh{microform or microfiche) together with
the material archive (artefacts, ecofacts, and ssshwith an appropriate museum. Wherever
possible, OA North recommends the deposition ohguaterial in a local museum approved
by the Museums and Galleries Commission, and wmad#le appropriate arrangements with
the designated museum at the outset of the prégedhe proper labelling, packaging, and
accessioning of all material recovered.

The Arts and Humanities Data Service (AHDSlinendatabase projeddnline Access to
index of Archaeological Investigatiof®ASIS) will be completed as part of the archiving
phase of the project.

Report; one bound and one unbound copy of a written syiatheport will be submitted to
the client, and a further three copies submittethtoCumbria SMR within eight weeks of
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3.34

3.3.5

3.3.6

3.3.7

3.3.8

completion. A further copy will also be offered tioe National Monuments Record. The
report will include;

. a site location plan related to the national grid

. a front cover to include the planning applicatiamber and the NGR

. the dates on which the fieldwork was undertaken

. a concise, non-technical summary of the results

. an explanation to any agreed variations to the birieluding any justification for any

analyses not undertaken
. a description of the methodology employed, workarteken and results obtained

. plans and sections at an appropriate scale shottieglocation and position of
deposits and finds located

. a list of and dates for any finds recovered an@scdption and interpretation of the
deposits identified

. a description of any environmental or other spétialork undertaken and the results
obtained
. a predictive model of surviving archaeological rémadetailing zones of relative

importance against known development proposalsaaninpact assessment will be
provided, where possible. However, no recommendsti@garding any subsequent
mitigation will be included.

. a copy of this project design, and indicationsrof agreed departure from that design

. the report will also include a complete bibliogrgpdf sources from which data has
been derived.

This report will be in the same basic format as firioject design; a copy of the report can be
provided on CD, if required.

The deposition and disposal of any artefacts reeaven the evaluation will be agreed with
the legal owner and an appropriate recipient museum

The Arts and Humanities Data Service (AHDS) onlidsabase projedDnline Access to
index of Archaeological Investigatiof®ASIS) will be completed as part of the archiving
phase of the project.

Provision will be made for a summary report to hdrsitted to a suitable regional or
national archaeological journal within one yeacompletion of fieldwork, if relevant results
are obtained.

Confidentiality: all internal reports to the client are designedlasuments for the specific
use of the Client, for the particular purpose d#ed in the project brief and project design,
and should be treated as such. They are not smifablpublication as academic documents
or otherwise without amendment or revision.

PROJECT MONITORING

OA North will consult with the client regardirgccess to the site. Whilst the work is
undertaken for the client, the County Archaeolowidk be kept fully informed of the work
and its results and will be notified a week in awb@of the commencement of the fieldwork.
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5.2

5.3

5.4

6.2

6.3

6.4

7.1

Any proposed changes to the project design wilhdpeeed with CCCAS in consultation with
the client.
WORK TIMETABLE

OA North could commence the archaeological programifnworks within a week of receipt
of written notification from the client.

Desk-based assessmaite day will be required for this element.

Watching brief the duration of the archaeological presencetferwatching brief is thought
to be one to two days, being dictated by the sdeeafuvorks.

Archive/Report:the report and archive will be produced followithg completion of all the
fieldwork. The final report will be submitted withieight weeks of completion of the
fieldwork and the archive deposited within six mwt

STAFFING

The project will be under the direct managenwnStephen Rowland (OA North project
manager) to whom all correspondence should be ssielle
The watching brief will be supervised in theldieby either an OA North supervisor

experienced in this type of project. All OA Northropect officers and supervisors are
experienced field archaeologists capable of cagrgimt projects of all sizes.

Present timetabling constraints preclude datnilat this stage exactly who will be
undertaking the watching brief element of the prbje

Assessment of the finds from the evaluation @l undertaken under the auspices of OA
North's in-house finds specialist Sean McPhillips @A North project supervisor). Sean
has worked as a finds supervisor for English Hgeitand MOLAS on a number of occasions
and has extensive knowledge concerning finds.

INSURANCE

OA North has a professional indemnity cover t@lae of £2,000,000; proof of which can be
supplied as required.

REFERENCES

Association of County Archaeological Officers (ACAD993Model briefs and specifications
for Archaeological Assessments and Field Evaluati@edford

English Heritage 199Management of Archaeological Project&? Edition London

Institute of Field Archaeologists (IFA), 1992uidelines for data collection and compilation
London

SCAUM (Standing Conference of Archaeological Uniamdgers), 199Health and Safety
Manual Poole
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APPENDIX 2. CONTEXT LIST

Context Trench Description Interpretation Depth
1 1,2,3 Concrete Modern yard surface 0-0.06
2 1 Greyish-black friable slightly silty- | Make-up deposit fot 0.06m-
sandy soil 0.36m
1&3 Creamy-yellow loose sandy gravel Natural drifolpgy 0.06m+
4 2 Friable silty-sandy soil mixed with | Make-up deposit fot 0.06m to
loose mortar and ash with inclusions c0.5m
of small to medium sub-rounded
stones
5 3 Cut Foundation cut for 0.06m -
southern wall of Post c2m
Office
6 3 Backfill of Cut5 Foundation backfill 0.06na-
2m
7 3 Homogenous yellowish-brown Backfill of ?Pit8 0.06m-c
friable sandy-clay soil with 2m
occasional pockets of gravel
8 3 Cut Cut of possible pit 0.06m -
c2m

For the use of Architects Plus
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APPENDIX 3. FINDS SUMMARY

All the finds were ceramic, and were retrieved frpiidump laye9

Quantity | Description Daterange

1 Red earthenware flower pot base Nineteenth - tetmtientury

2 Black-glazed red earthenware crock base and | Late seventeenth - early twentieth
body fragments century

1 Brown-glazed red earthenware hollow-ware baseate seventeenth - early twentieth
fragment century

1 Self-glazed buff-coloured earthenware fragmentLate eighteenth - early twentieth
abraded century

1 White bone china hollow-ware fragment Nineteentlientieth century

1 White earthenware hollow-ware rim Nineteenth -yeaslentieth century

For the use of Architects Plus © OA North: January 2006



	9408 front cover
	9408 inside cover
	9408 DBA & WB report
	fig1
	fig2
	fig3
	fig4
	fig5
	fig6
	fig7
	fig8
	fig9
	9408 plates
	9408 DBA & WB report

