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Figure 5: LiDAR Data
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Figure 7: 1842 Broughton
Tithe Map
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Figure 9: 1908 Ordnance 
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Figure 10: 1956 Ordnance 
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Figure 11: Photograph Locations
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Appendix 3: Earthwork Survey 
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Appendix 4: Non-Scheduling Report 
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Appendix 5: Sources 
Cartographic Sources 
1824 Ordnance Survey map. County of Lincoln and parts adjacent 
1842 Broughton Tithe Map. LA ref. I 291 

1849 Broughton Enclosure Map. LA ref. LINDSEY AWARD/124 
1887 25-inch Ordnance Survey map 
1889-91 6-inch Ordnance Survey map 
1907 25-inch Ordnance Survey map 

1908 6-inch Ordnance Survey map 
1948-50 6-inch Ordnance Survey map 
1956 6-inch Ordnance Survey map 

19565-67 25-inch Ordnance Survey map 
1970 6-inch Ordnance Survey map 
1972-79 1:10,000 Ordnance Survey map 

1977 25-inch Ordnance Survey map 
1978-95 1:10,000 Ordnance Survey map 
1984 1:10,000 Ordnance Survey map 

 

Documentary Sources 
1852 Broughton Estate Sale Particulars 

Topographical Notes on Gokewell Priory. LA ref. AS/9/94 
Notebook O (relating to Gokewell Priory) LA ref. AS/9/13/11 
Broughton, Castlethorpe, Santon, Gokewell, Manby and Raventhorpe, General Survey and Valuation. LA ref. YARB/5/1/50 and YARB/5/1/33 
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For Bibliographic Sources, see footnotes in text 

 

 

 
Aerial Photographic Sources 
Oblique 

 
 

Photo reference 
(NGR and Index 
number)

Original 
number

Date

Photocopy Photographic 
copy

SE 9208 /  1 02 NOV 1999 Colour slide 35 mm Y Y
SE 9208 /  2 02 NOV 1999 Colour slide 35 mm Y Y
SE 9209 /  6 02 NOV 1999 Colour slide 35 mm Y Y
SE 9209 /  7 02 NOV 1999 Colour slide 35 mm Y Y
SE 9308 /  6 02 NOV 1999 Black & white 70mm,120,220 Y Y
SE 9308 /  7 02 NOV 1999 Black & white 70mm,120,220 Y Y
SE 9409 /  1 14 JUN 2011 Digital colour 35 mm Y Y
SE 9409 /  2 14 JUN 2011 Digital colour 35 mm Y Y
SE 9409 /  3 14 JUN 2011 Digital colour 35 mm Y Y
SE 9409 /  4 14 JUN 2011 Digital colour 35 mm Y Y
SE 9409 /  5 14 JUN 2011 Digital colour 35 mm Y Y
SE 9409 /  6 14 JUN 2011 Digital colour 35 mm Y Y
SE 9410 /  1 RZ 28 MAR 1956 Black & white Unknown N N
SE 9410 /  2 RZ 28 MAR 1956 Black & white Unknown N N
SE 9410 /  3 RZ 28 MAR 1956 Black & white Unknown N N
SE 9411 /  1 17 JUL 1996 Black & white 70mm,120,220 Y Y
SE 9411 /  2 17 JUL 1996 Black & white 70mm,120,220 Y Y
SE 9411 /  3 17 JUL 1996 Colour slide 35 mm Y Y
SE 9411 /  4 17 JUL 1996 Colour slide 35 mm Y Y
SE 9411 /  5 14 JUN 2011 Digital colour 35 mm Y Y
SE 9411 /  6 14 JUN 2011 Digital colour 35 mm Y Y

U
NMR 28159

U
NMR 12845

Total 21 records

NMR 28159 / 14 SE 946110 Y

U
NMR 12851

/ 15 SE 946111 Y U

NMR 12845 / 23 SE 949110 Y

U
CAP 8330

/ 24 SE 949110 Y U

NMR 12851 / 29 SE 948110 Y

U
CAP 8330

/ 30 SE 948110 Y U

CAP 8330 / 56 SE 942103 N

U
NMR 28159

/ 57 SE 942103 N U

NMR 28159 / 13 SE 941097 Y

U
NMR 28159

/ 55 SE 942103 N U

NMR 28159 / 11 SE 941098 Y

U
NMR 28159

/ 12 SE 941098 Y U

NMR 28159 / 09 SE 942098 Y

U
NMR 17396

/ 10 SE 942099 Y U

NMR 17396 / 13 SE 930086 Y

U
NMR 17389

/ 08 SE 941098 Y U

NMR 17389 / 22 SE 926090 Y

NMR 17389 / 19

/ 12 SE 930086 Y U

NMR 17389 / 20 SE 927087 Y

Film and frame number Film type

/ 21 SE 926090 Y U

Laser 
copy

Digital 
copy

Map 
Reference 
(6 figure 

What can you order?

SE 926085 Y U
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Vertical 
Sortie number Library  

number 
Camera 
position 

Frame 
number 

Held Centre 
point 

Run Date Sortie 
quality 

Scale 1: Focal 
length  

Film details (in inches) Film 
held 
by 

             

                    (in 
inches) 

    

RAF/CPE/UK/1880 540 FP 1167 P SE 937 108 2 06 DEC 1946 AC 12000 36 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/CPE/UK/1880 540 FS 2023 P SE 944 095 5 06 DEC 1946 AC 10000 36 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/CPE/UK/1880 540 FS 2024 P SE 936 095 5 06 DEC 1946 AC 10000 36 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/CPE/UK/2042 619 FS 2087 P SE 948 100 11 29 APR 1947 AB 9800 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/CPE/UK/2042 619 FS 2088 P SE 941 101 11 29 APR 1947 AB 9800 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/CPE/UK/2042 619 FS 2089 P SE 935 101 11 29 APR 1947 AB 9800 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/CPE/UK/2043 624 FP 1041 P SE 944 090 1 29 APR 1947 AB 9800 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/CPE/UK/2043 624 FP 1042 P SE 937 091 1 29 APR 1947 AB 9800 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/CPE/UK/2043 624 FP 1043 P SE 931 091 1 29 APR 1947 AB 9800 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/CPE/UK/2563 832 RS 4024 N SE 945 090 12 28 MAR 1948 AB 10000 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/540/612 1223 RS 4018 P SE 940 091 9 09 OCT 1951 A 10000 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/540/612 1223 RS 4019 P SE 941 098 9 09 OCT 1951 A 10000 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/540/612 1223 RS 4020 P SE 943 106 9 09 OCT 1951 A 10000 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/58/1096 1438 F21 28 P SE 938 101 2 22 APR 1953 A 10000 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/58/1096 1438 F21 29 P SE 945 101 2 22 APR 1953 A 10000 20 Black and White 8.25 x 7.5 NMR 
RAF/58/1934 2264 V 125 P SE 946 094 13 12 JAN 1956 A 8000 6 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
RAF/58/1934 2264 V 126 P SE 941 091 13 12 JAN 1956 A 8000 6 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
RAF/58/1934 2264 V 133 P SE 939 104 14 12 JAN 1956 A 8000 6 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
RAF/8/OTU/DYCE/D1300 6273 V 6045 P SE 934 100 2 06 NOV 1944 AC 12200 14 Black and White 5 x 5 FDM 

MAL/76036 7353 V 193 P SE 947 102 4 06 JUN 1976 A 10000 6 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
MAL/76036 7353 V 194 P SE 938 102 4 06 JUN 1976 A 10000 6 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/67035 9281 V 238 P SE 951 095 1 17 APR 1967 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
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OS/67035 9281 V 241 P SE 946 104 4 17 APR 1967 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/73195 11315 V 36 P SE 937 104 3 17 MAY 1973 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/73195 11315 V 37 P SE 937 097 3 17 MAY 1973 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/73195 11315 V 38 P SE 937 091 3 17 MAY 1973 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/93179 14385 V 18 P SE 935 089 1 23 MAY 1993 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/93179 14385 V 38 P SE 934 104 2 23 MAY 1993 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/93179 14385 V 39 P SE 939 101 2 23 MAY 1993 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/93179 14385 V 40 P SE 944 098 2 23 MAY 1993 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/93179 14385 V 41 P SE 949 095 2 23 MAY 1993 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/95259 14880 V 22 P SE 931 106 1 10 OCT 1995 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/95259 14880 V 23 P SE 938 106 1 10 OCT 1995 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/95259 14880 V 24 P SE 945 106 1 10 OCT 1995 A 7500 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/00916A 15722 V 24 N SE 947 105 2 12 MAR 2000 A 7800 6 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/00916A 15722 V 25 N SE 940 105 2 12 MAR 2000 A 7800 6 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/00916A 15722 V 26 N SE 933 104 2 12 MAR 2000 A 7800 6 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/96594 20833 V 22 N SE 938 094 1 05 JUN 1996 A 7600 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/96594 20833 V 23 N SE 945 094 1 05 JUN 1996 A 7600 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/98060 22574 V 30 N SE 930 105 2 29 APR 1998 A 5100 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/98060 22574 V 31 N SE 930 101 2 29 APR 1998 A 5100 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/98060 22574 V 32 N SE 930 096 2 29 APR 1998 A 5100 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/98060 22574 V 33 N SE 930 092 2 29 APR 1998 A 5100 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/01531 23617 V 24 N SE 934 100 1 11 MAY 2001 A 7600 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/01531 23617 V 25 N SE 941 100 1 11 MAY 2001 A 7600 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
OS/01531 23617 V 26 N SE 948 100 1 11 MAY 2001 A 7600 12 Black and White 9 x 9 NMR 
         

Total Sorties  17 
 

         
Total Frames 46 
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1 SUMMARY OF RESULTS 

 A detailed magnetometer survey was conducted over approximately 
214 ha of arable land near Scunthorpe, Lincolnshire. A ring ditch has 
been identified in the data, along with a few other ditch-like 
anomalies of possible archaeological origin. Several linear responses 
are of uncertain origin and could be archaeological, agricultural or 
natural. Evidence of fracturing within the limestone geology is 
visible, along with further areas of natural magnetic variation. 
Former field boundaries and ploughing effects have been mapped, 
as well as underground services and areas of magnetic disturbance. 
 

2 INTRODUCTION 

2.1 Background synopsis 
 

 SUMO Geophysics Ltd were commissioned to undertake a 
geophysical survey of an area outlined for solar farm development. 
This survey forms part of an archaeological investigation being 
undertaken by Cotswold Archaeology on behalf of INRG Solar 
(Little Crow) Ltd. 

 
2.2 Site details 

 
NGR / Postcode SE 941 150 / DN20 0BQ 
Location The site is located c.5km to the east of Scunthorpe, 

Lincolnshire, to the north-west of the village of 
Broughton. Areas of woodland surround the site on 
all sides.  

HER/SMR  Lincolnshire 
District North Lincolnshire 
Parish The site straddles two parish boundaries; Broughton 

CP and Appleby CP 
Topography Gently sloping down from east to west 
Current Land Use Arable 
Geology Solid: Charmouth Mudstone Formation - mudstone is 

predominantly recorded across the west of the site, 
with bands of Pecten Ironstone - ironstone, Marlstone 
Rock Formation - ferruginous limestone and 
ferruginous sandstone flanking either side. Bands of 
Whitby Mudstone Formation - mudstone, 
Northampton Sand Formation - sandstone, 
Grantham Formation - sandstone, siltstone and 
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mudstone and Lower Lincolnshire Limestone Member 
- limestone run down the centre of the site on a 
north-south alignment. The geology across the east 
of the site comprises Kirton Cementstone Beds - 
mudstone and limestone (interbedded) and Scawby 
Limestone - limestone and argillaceous rocks   
Superficial: Sutton Sand Formation - sand is 
recorded across the west of the site and in small 
pockets across the western half (BGS 2018).                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    

Soils Newport 1 Association (551d) - deep well drained 
sandy and coarse loamy soils (SSEW 1983). 

 
Archaeology Three potential prehistoric records from the NLHER 

have been identified within the site. These include 
the site of a possible round barrow (MLS22718) 
located on aerial photographs. The data, function and 
archaeological provenance of this cropmark have not 
been proven through fieldwork. The NLHER also 
records the findspot of a number of flints (MLS6695) 
and the posited route of a prehistoric track 
(MLS20003), called the Jurassic Way, which runs 
from Winteringham to Lincoln. The line of the former 
Ermine Street Roman road (MLS100) follows the line 
of the B1027, a small portion of which is included in 
the site boundary at its eastern-most extent. It is 
possible that the site comprised part of an 
agricultural landscape during the Roman period. 
Within the northern part of the site is the location of 
the former Gokewell Priory, a small Cistercian 
nunnery founded in the 12th century (MLS1805, 
ELS800, ELS2566, ELS4211). The priory was a minor 
establishment with a small community of nuns. 
Potential below-ground remains relating to a former 
WWII Heavy Anti-Aircraft Battery (MLS21408) could 
survive within the eastern portion of the site 
(Pegasus 2018).  

Survey Methods Magnetometer survey (fluxgate gradiometer) 
Study Area c. 214 ha 

 
2.3 Aims and Objectives 
 To locate and characterise any anomalies of possible archaeological 

interest within the study area.  
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3 METHODS, PROCESSING & PRESENTATION 

 
3.1 Standards & Guidance 

 This report and all fieldwork have been conducted in accordance 
with the latest guidance documents issued by Historic England (EH 
2008) (then English Heritage), the Chartered Institute for 
Archaeologists (CIfA 2014) and the European Archaeological 
Council (EAC 2016). 

  

3.2 Survey methods 

 Detailed magnetic survey was chosen as an efficient and effective 
method of locating archaeological anomalies. 

 
Technique Instrument Traverse 

Interval 
Sample 
Interval 

Magnetometer Bartington Grad 601-2 1.0m 0.25m 
 
 More information regarding this technique is included in 

Appendices A, B and C.  

  
3.3 Data Processing 

 The following basic processing steps have been carried out on the 
data used in this report:   

 De-stripe; de-stagger; interpolate 

  

 
3.4 Presentation of results and interpretation 

 The presentation of the results includes a ‘minimally processed 
data’ and a ‘processed data’ greyscale plot. Magnetic anomalies are 
identified, interpreted and plotted onto the ‘Interpretation’ 
drawings.  

  
 When interpreting the results, several factors are taken into 

consideration, including the nature of archaeological features being 
investigated and the local conditions at the site (geology, pedology, 
topography etc.). Anomalies are categorised by their potential 
origin. Where responses can be related to other existing evidence, 
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the anomalies will be given specific categories, such as: Abbey Wall 
or Roman Road. Where the interpretation is based largely on the 
geophysical data, levels of confidence are implied, for example: 
Probable, or Possible Archaeology. The former is used for a 
confident interpretation, based on anomaly definition and/or other 
corroborative data such as cropmarks. Poor anomaly definition, a 
lack of clear patterns to the responses and an absence of other 
supporting data reduces confidence, hence the classification 
Possible. 

 
 
4 RESULTS 

 
 The survey has been divided into twenty survey areas (Areas 1-20) 

and specific anomalies have been given numerical labels [1] [2] 
which appear in the text below, as well as on the Interpretation 

Figure(s). 

 
Plan showing boundaries of individual survey areas 1-20. 
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4.1 Probable Archaeology  

4.1.1 A small, circular anomaly [1] in Area 14 is the only response of 
‘probable’ archaeological origin that has been identified in the 
data. The anomaly is indicative of a ring ditch which could be 
associated with a former barrow, though does not correspond with 
the location of the possible barrow (MLS22718) identified on aerial 
photographs.   

4.2 Possible Archaeology 

4.2.1 A long curvilinear anomaly [2] can be seen in Area 7 and has been 
assigned a ‘possible’ archaeological origin. The response is ditch-
like in its characteristics, hence its classification as being possibly 
archaeological; however, there is no further evidence of 
archaeological activity within the area. It is possible that the 
response could relate to a former field boundary, but none are 
visible on historic mapping, hence the possible archaeological 
interpretation.  

4.2.2 Similar ditch-type anomalies [3-4] have been identified in Areas 
17 and 20. These are both of uncertain antiquity; the responses 
are very straight which suggests they may have a more recent 
origin and could relate to former field boundaries. However, no 
boundaries are visible in these locations on available historic 
maps.  

4.3 Uncertain 

4.3.1 A series of linear and rectilinear anomalies [5] can be seen 
throughout Area 20. Although they have the appearance of 
archaeological enclosures, the pattern is very similar to that 
typically produced by limestone fracturing and therefore their 
exact origin cannot be determined with confidence. The anomalies 
have therefore been assigned to the category Uncertain Origin.   

 
4.3.2 A small rectilinear feature with closely spaced linear anomalies 

within [6] has been identified in the south-west of Areas 18 and 
19. The anomaly is of uncertain origin, and an archaeological 
explanation is thought unlikely. The feature could instead be a 
result of more recent agricultural activity.  
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4.3.3 Several linear trends [7] and other ditch-like anomalies are 
present in the data and their interpretation is subjective. They 
could be the result of former ditches though their exact origin 
remains unclear; they may have archaeological, natural or 
agricultural origins.  

4.4 Former Field Boundary 

4.4.1 A number of linear anomalies [8-16] have been identified across 
the site and are associated with former field boundaries, visible on 
available historic OS mapping dating from 1889. Other linear 
anomalies in Areas 11-12 and 16 may be a result of former 
boundaries, though no such features are visible in these locations 
on historic mapping; hence the conjectural interpretation.  

4.5 Agricultural – Ploughing  

4.5.1 Closely spaced, parallel linear anomalies have been identified 
throughout the site. These are a result of agricultural activity.  

4.6 Natural / Geological / Pedological / Topographic 

4.6.1 A large number of amorphous, sinuous and curving responses 
have been identified in several areas. These are of natural origin 
and are a result of localised variations in the underlying geology.  

4.7 Ferrous / Magnetic Disturbance 

4.7.1 Magnetic disturbance is visible across Areas 3, 4, 5, 6 10, 11, 12 
and 15, but have not been marked on the interpretation figures so 
as not to detract from other visible anomalies. This disturbance is 
a result of the spreading of modern ‘green waste’ fertilisers which 
contain large numbers of small ferrous items and metal 
contaminants and has the potential to mask weaker, more 
ephemeral responses. The ironstone geology underling the site is 
also likely to be contributing to the enhanced magnetic responses 
in these areas.   

4.7.2 Strong bipolar linear anomalies running across Areas 6, 7, 13-14 
and 20 are related to underground services, such as pipes or 
cables.  
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4.7.3 Ferrous responses close to boundaries are due to adjacent fences 

and gates. Smaller scale ferrous anomalies ("iron spikes") are 
present throughout the data and are characteristic of small pieces 
of ferrous debris (or brick / tile) in the topsoil; they are commonly 
assigned a modern origin. Only the most prominent of these are 
highlighted on the interpretation diagram. 

 
5 DATA APPRAISAL & CONFIDENCE ASSESSMENT 

 
5.1 Historic England guidelines (EH 2008) Table 4 states that the 

average magnetic response on limestone, mudstone and sandstone 
can be variable. The results from this survey indicate the presence 
of a ring ditch, along with possible archaeological ditches and 
several linear trends of uncertain origin. However, the ‘green waste’ 
fertiliser and effects of ferruginous geology has the potential to 
mask weaker features, with only the strongest of features being 
visible. In areas where there is geological cracking, a medium level 
of confidence has been assigned.   

 
6 CONCLUSION 

 
6.1 The survey at Little Crow has revealed evidence of a ring ditch along 

with linear anomalies which may be related to former ditches. 
Several linear trends are of uncertain origin, though an 
archaeological explanation cannot be ruled out entirely. Former 
field boundaries and evidence of ploughing can be seen in the data, 
along with natural fracturing in the limestone geology and other 
areas of localised magnetic variations. Green waste fertiliser 
appears to have been spread across several fields though uncertain 
linear features can still be seen. The remaining responses are 
modern and include underground services and disturbance from 
nearby ferrous objects such as fences and pylons.  
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	1 introduction
	1.1 This draft Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) has been prepared to address the transport elements associated with the construction of a renewable led energy scheme on land to the east of the British Steel site and to the west of the B1207...
	1.2 The site comprises approximately 226.81 hectares of land located approximately 2.1 kilometres north of the village of Broughton. Junction 4 of the M180 is approximately 4.5 kilometres to the south.
	1.3 The proposal is for the development of a renewable led energy scheme with Solar Photovoltaic (PV) Farm comprising 359,688 modules, power inverter cabinets and sub-stations with the potential to produce up to 150 MW of power annually, and a 90MW ba...
	1.4 This CTMP has been produced further to a detailed site visit and sets out the proposed construction deliveries and mitigation measures for the route to the site.
	Need for Secondary Consents
	1.5 No traffic regulation orders, temporary traffic management, footway closures or parking suspensions are required as a result of the construction phase at the site.

	Report Structure
	1.6 This CTMP sets out the strategy for the following;
	(i) construction traffic routing;
	(ii) site access;
	(iii) site compound and internal routing;
	(iv) vehicle size, number and frequency; and
	(v) proposed mitigation measures.
	1.7 It will be the responsibility of the appointed contractor to comply with all statutory regulations and guidelines as appropriate, in relation to construction and movement activities.
	1.8 The site manager’s details will be provided to the highway authority in advance of any work being carried out.


	2 site access
	2.1 All construction vehicles will access the site via the existing farm access road from the B1207, as shown at Figure 2.1.
	2.2 The width of the access junction where it meets the B1207 is approximately 17 metres and visibility splays of 2.4 x 215 metres can be achieved in both directions, as shown at Figure 2.1.
	2.3 The access track is a consistent width of around 3.2 metres and is straight.  Figure 2.2 demonstrates that a 16.5m long articulated vehicle, the largest that will need to access the site, can traverse the track from the B1207.
	2.4 A passing place will be provided on the northern edge of the access track approximately 20 metres from the junction with the B1207, as shown on Figure 2.1.
	2.5 The passing place will be 40 metres long and four metres wide, and will be large enough to allow for two 16.5 metre long articulated vehicles to pass one another without obstructing the adjacent highway.
	2.6 All construction vehicles will enter and exit the site in a forward gear.  Banksmen will not direct general traffic, but will indicate to heavy and large construction vehicles when it is appropriate for them to enter and leave the site.  Priority ...
	2.7 Temporary signage will be erected in the vicinity of the site during the construction phase. Diagram 7301 ‘WORKS TRAFFIC’ in the Traffic Signs Regulations and General Directions (TSRGD) will be used to indicate the access and will read ‘WORKS TRAF...

	3 Construction Traffic rOUTING
	3.1 The designated route for all traffic associated with the construction is illustrated on Figure 3.1. Visitors, delivery drivers and contractors will be advised of the agreed route in advance of driving to the site.
	3.2 It is proposed that construction traffic will arrive from the M180 junction 4, the A15, the A18, the B1208 and B1207 to the site access.
	Details of the Route
	3.3 From the M180 junction 4 vehicles will use the A15 northbound to the Briggate Lodge Roundabout and then travel east along the A18 towards Brigg.
	3.4 From the A18, vehicles will turn left onto the B1208. The B1208 measures between approximately 5.5 and six metres wide. Vehicles will travel along the B1208 to the junction with the B1207 and then continue straight ahead into the site access.
	3.5 The swept path analysis of an HGV accessing and egressing the access track is provided at Figure 2.2.
	3.6 The B1207 south of the site access, towards the village of Broughton is subject to a 7.5 tonne weight restriction, except for loading, as shown on Figure 3.1.  As such, no Heavy Goods Vehicles (HGVs) will be permitted to travel through the village.
	3.7 The roads leading to the site already serve HGVs associated with the Steel Works, which is accessible from Dawes Lane to the north of the site, and are therefore subject to use by large vehicles. The proposed construction traffic route is therefor...
	Management of Deliveries
	3.8 Advisory signs will be provided along the construction traffic route, as shown on Figure 3.2 with the exact positions to be agreed with North Lincolnshire Council (NLC) officers.  The signs will be compliant with Chapter 8 of the Traffic Signs Man...
	3.9 Due to the relatively low number of vehicles associated with the construction phase at the site, there is not anticipated to be any delay to background traffic and background traffic will always be given priority on the B1207.
	3.10 No traffic regulation orders, temporary traffic management, footway closures or parking suspensions are required as a result of the construction phase at the site.
	3.11 The phone number of the Site Manager will be made available to all drivers of vehicles that will be accessing the site. The drivers of the HGVs will be required to call ahead, either whilst stopped or using their hands-free.  Drivers will be advi...
	3.12 The following procedure will be initiated when deliveries are made to the site:
	Procedure for Arrival to Site
	 Driver to call ahead to site when they reach the A18 layby;
	 The banksmen are mobilised and will go to position at the site access;
	 Driver will be informed the operators are in place and it is appropriate to travel to the site via the agreed route;
	 Each of the operatives will have a ‘walkie-talkie’ and will be able to communicate with each other, the site manager and the HGV drivers, as necessary;
	 Banksmen will assist HGVs to manoeuvre at the site access junction, but will not direct general traffic.
	3.13 The contractor will employ qualified banksmen who are experienced at traffic management.
	3.14 The following procedure will be initiated when HGVs are leaving the site:
	Procedure for Leaving the Site
	 Before drivers depart the site the site manager will be notified. They will then mobilise the banksmen at the site access;
	 Drivers will be advised when the banksmen and operatives are in place and will leave the site;
	 Banksmen will guide the drivers exiting the site access.
	Summary
	3.15 The proposed construction traffic route is considered to provide a direct route from the highway network to the site. It is of a consistent width and considered appropriate to accommodate HGV traffic associated with the construction phase, as set...
	3.16 The route is currently also used by HGV traffic generated by the local Steel Works and therefore is suitable for traffic generated during the construction phase of the development.
	3.17 The use of any other roads other than the designated and signposted route shall not be permitted and this shall be enforced through the agreement of the CTMP.
	3.18 Appropriate mitigation measures will be provided throughout the construction phase in order to manage the arrival and departures of HGVs are the site, as set out further in Chapter 6.

	4 Site Compound and internal routing
	Contractor’s Compound
	4.1 A contractor’s compound is proposed to be located at the end of the access track where all vehicles will be able to turn.  All construction vehicles will therefore enter and exit the site in forward gear. The location of the construction compound ...
	4.2 The Compound will include for up to 50 parking spaces for construction workers and visitors as well as a staff office, storage and staff welfare facilities, the location is shown at Appendix A.
	4.3 No parking by contractors, visitors or delivery vehicles will be permitted on the B1207 or the access track at any time during the construction phase and visitors will be advised of the parking arrangements in advance of travelling to the site. Th...
	4.4 The construction works will be wholly contained within the site and as such no diversion of pedestrian routes, parking suspensions or closure of lanes are required.
	Internal Roads
	4.5 The solar farm layout will include permanent four metre wide access tracks throughout the site allowing for the movement of construction and maintenance vehicles.
	4.6 It is proposed that these access tracks are completed during the initial stages of construction so temporary haul routes are not necessary.
	4.7 The tracks will provide ground protection and enable it to support the loading of HGVs and plant and reduce the propensity of debris being taken on to the adjacent access track and highway. Internal access tracks will be constructed of graded ston...
	4.8 If ground conditions dictate, wheel washing facilities will be provided at a contractor’s compound, or at the end of the access track within the proposed passing place, to ensure no mud is taken onto the local highway network and a road sweeper wi...
	4.9 Wheel wash facilities will be provided in the form of a portable automated high pressure washer with motion sensors to conserve water. All construction vehicles will therefore have to exit through the wheel wash area and as such will reduce the sp...

	5 vehicle trip attraction
	Construction Phase
	5.1 The applicant has advised that the construction period will take approximately 11 months (up to 47 weeks). Construction activities will be carried out Monday to Friday 0800-1800 and between 0800 and 1330 on Saturdays.
	5.2 The construction phase for the solar farm includes the preparation of the site, installing the access tracks, erection of security fencing, assembly and erection of the PV strings, installation of the inverters/transformers and grid connection.
	5.3 The construction of the battery storage facility will include the preparation of the site, installation of the access roads, erection of security fencing, assembly of the battery system, and installation of the switch room and grid connection.
	5.4 The construction period will include the use of HGVs to bring the equipment onto the site and this will be strictly managed to ensure that vehicle movement is controlled and kept to a minimum.  It should be noted that unlike wind farms, the constr...
	5.5 Deliveries to the site shall be reported to the site manager and will be made on the smallest possible vehicles for that particular item of plant or material, to ensure that vehicles can manoeuvre safely.
	Solar Farm
	5.6 The components which are required to construct the solar farm will arrive in 40ft containers by 15.4m long articulated vehicles.  From experience elsewhere, the applicant has confirmed that around 140 15.4m articulated vehicles are required for ev...
	5.7 Inverter stations will be delivered to the site through the construction period. These are likely to be up to 11m in length.  The proposed solar farm will have a total of 48 inverters. It is assumed that the inverters will be transported individua...
	5.8 In addition, the Distribution Network Operator (DNO) will install a switchgear cabinet, which connects the underground grid connection cable of the solar farm to the distribution network.  It is typically no larger than 6m long, 2.55m wide and 2.6...
	5.9 It is likely that the material required for the access tracks will arrive by 10m rigid vehicles. The precise number will depend on the type and the amount of material required, but for the purpose of this assessment we have assumed that one delive...
	5.10 A number of front end JCBs will also be required to transport equipment around the site, and to distribute stone as necessary.  This is a similar size to a tractor and will either be transported to the site or be driven to the site.
	5.11 A maximum of between 80 and 100 construction workers are anticipated to be on site during peak times during the construction period.  A temporary construction compound will be provided and will provide storage, parking for contractors and turning...
	5.12 The location where staff will travel from is unknown at this stage as it will depend on the appointed contractor.  However, it is envisaged that the majority of non-local workforce will stay at local accommodation and be transported to the site b...
	5.13 In summary, the following heavy goods movements could be associated with the construction period of the solar farm, as set out in Table 5.1.
	5.14 Table 5.1 therefore confirms that a maximum of 2,062 deliveries (4,124 two-way movements) could be made by HGVs associated with the construction of the solar farm, at an average of around eight deliveries, or 16 two-way movements per day. If a 5%...
	5.15 In addition to the HGV movements identified in Table 5.1, there will also be a small number of construction movements associated with smaller vehicles such as the collection of skips for waste management and the transportation of construction wor...
	5.16 Where possible, construction deliveries will be coordinated to avoid HGV movements during the traditional AM peak hour (08:00-09:00) and PM peak hour (17:00-18:00). Due to the site operational hours (08:00-18:00), construction worker travel will ...
	Battery Storage
	5.17 Components which are required to construct the battery storage facility will arrive in 20ft containers by 16.5 metre long articulated vehicles.
	5.18 Each of the battery units will require four containers measuring 6.1m x 2.4m, and a TRAFO/Inverter unit measuring up to 6.1m x 2.4m.  Two containers and Inverter Units will therefore arrive per delivery. It is forecast that there will be a total ...
	5.19 In summary, it is proposed that the following heavy goods vehicle movements could be associated with the construction phase of the development as set out in Table 5.2.
	Table 5.2 – Heavy Goods Vehicle Movements – Construction Phase
	Operational Phase
	5.20 After commissioning, general maintenance of the site will be carried out by the existing farm tenant.  However there are anticipated to be around four visits to the site a year (one per quarter) for additional equipment maintenance.  These would ...
	Summary
	5.21 Based on the above, it is expected that there will be a maximum of around 16 large vehicles per day accessing the site over the 26 week period when deliveries will occur. There will also be construction workers arriving at the site first thing in...

	1,903 (3,806 two-way movements)
	16.5m Articulated
	48 (96 two-way movements)
	11m Rigid
	1 (2 two-way movements)
	10m Rigid
	1 (2 two-way movements)
	10m Rigid
	1 (2 two-way movements)
	10m Rigid
	104 (208 two-way movements)
	10m Rigid
	4 (8 two-way movements)
	Front End JCB by low loader
	2,062 deliveries (average of 8 deliveries per day or 16 two way movements per day)*
	TOTAL
	2,165 deliveries (average of 8 deliveries per day or 16 two way movements per day)*
	5% Buffer
	* Deliveries taking place over a 47 week period (282 working days). 
	6 Proposed Mitigation Measures
	7 condition surveys
	7.1 A pre-commencement Walk-Over condition survey on the local highway network will be carried out and agreed with highway officers at NLC, in order to assess the baseline condition of the adopted highway.
	7.2 The extent of the survey will be agreed with highway officers and is anticipated to include the B1207 in the vicinity of the site access only. The wider road network, including the B1208, is already used by HGVs and as such any damage caused would...
	7.3 The survey will incorporate a photographic record as appropriate.  This would be followed by a further condition survey with highway officers with a further photographic record covering the same extents at the end of construction activities, in or...
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	1. Non-Technical Summary
	1.1 Pegasus Group have been commissioned by INRG Solar (Little Crow) Ltd to carry out a Cultural Heritage Baseline Study of the proposed renewable led energy scheme on land to the east of British Steelworks site, Scunthorpe, North Lincolnshire. The re...
	1.2 Due to time constraints, this draft report does not contain Historic Environment Record (HER) data for a revised 1km study area, which resulted from the recent alterations to the Site boundary (Rev C), which includes the addition of a proposed con...
	Archaeological Resource
	1.3 One area of specific prehistoric archaeological potential has been identified within the Site (c. 0.16ha), a cropmark of a possible round barrow (MLS22718). However, this feature has not been positively identified by archaeological fieldwork. Poor...
	1.4 A former Cistercian nunnery known as Gokewell Priory, was located in the northern part of the Site. Gokewell Priory was established in the 12th century, and dissolved in the 16th century. Gokewell Priory Farm was built on the site of the former me...
	1.5 Beyond the site of the former Gokewell Priory, there is no proven evidence for medieval activity within the Site.  No above-ground remains of ridge and furrow earthworks survive within the Site.
	1.6 The Site also contains a slight ovoid possible earthwork (MLS22780) enclosure preserved partly within the woodland of Little Crow Covert which may extend west, into the adjacent field, however it is not visible as a cropmark on aerial photographs ...
	1.7 Within the southern portion of the Site are the records of two cropmarks of possible enclosures, one square (MLS21943) and one ovoid (MLS21941). These assets are located to the north of the Manby deserted medieval village (outside of the Site boun...
	1.8 An undated limestone wall (MLS21242) was recorded adjacent to the B1027 in the north-eastern part of the Site. However, this area adjacent to a public road is unlikely to see groundworks which would impact upon this asset.
	1.9 Potential below-ground remains relating to a former WWII Heavy Anti-Aircraft Battery in the eastern portion of the Site (MLS21408) could potentially survive.
	1.10 While a number of areas containing archaeological remains or with archaeological potential have been identified by this assessment, significant archaeological constraints do not appear to be present in many areas of the Site.
	Setting Assessment
	1.11 It is not considered that the Site forms part of the setting of any of the identified designated heritage assets within the vicinity the Site which contributes to their heritage significance, nor has any intervisibility been identified.
	1.12 The Site forms part of the setting of the non-designated site of the former medieval Gokewell Priory which makes a moderate contribution to its overall significance.

	2.  Introduction
	2.1 Pegasus Group have been commissioned by INRG Solar (Little Crow) Ltd to carry out a Cultural Heritage Baseline Study for a proposed renewable led energy scheme on land to the east of British Steel site, Scunthorpe, North Lincolnshire, shown on Pla...
	2.2 The application site (henceforth referred to as ‘the Site’) is approximately 218ha in area and is located to the northwest of the settlement of Broughton and immediately to the east of the Scunthorpe Steel Works.
	2.3 The application seeks permission for the construction and operation of up to 160MW capacity of ground-mounted solar photovoltaic panels, the installation of up to 90MW batteries and associated infrastructure. The proposed development is a ‘Nationa...
	2.4 This Cultural Heritage Baseline Study provides information with regards to the significance of the historic environment, to inform the heritage chapter of the Environmental Statement and to fulfil the requirement given in paragraph 5.8.8 of Nation...
	”…the applicant should provide a description of the significance of the heritage assets affected by the proposed development and the contribution of their setting to that significance. The level of detail should be proportionate to the importance of t...

	3.  Site Description and Location
	3.1 The Site, approximately 228ha in area, includes a series of post-war agricultural fields and an existing 775m-long access track, plantations and the site of a former oil well.  The Site outline is irregular, but roughly rectangular in shape.  The ...
	3.2 The fields within the Site are arable with the crop being harvested during the site visit.  The areas of the Site under arable cultivation are subject to deep ploughing to a depth of 0.6m every year (pers. comm: information obtained from the lando...
	3.3 The Site is surrounded by post-war agricultural fields and woodland plantations on the northern and eastern sides, with a large, modern poultry farm located directly adjacent to the eastern boundary.  The eastern boundary abuts a dense block of wo...
	3.4 The eastern part of the Site is situated on a broad plateau at approximately 60m aOD.  The crest of the plateau runs through the centre of the Site on a north-northeast to south-southwest alignment. From this crest, the land within the western par...
	3.5 From within the Site, there are long-distance views available to the west, particularly from the highest points within the Site.  However, the presence of the pylons and steel works in views to the west from the Site means that these views are cha...
	3.6 From within the Site, there are no views towards any designated heritage assets.  Although the Site is large in scale, the topography, the Scunthorpe Steel Works and the dense woodland vegetation combine to largely enclose the Site from views outw...
	3.7 The nearest settlement to the Site is the village of Broughton located 860m to the southeast of the proposed Site boundary, with dense woodland between.  There is no visibility of this settlement from within the Site, nor any visibility of the Sit...

	4.  Methodology
	4.1 The aim of this Cultural Heritage Baseline Study is to provide a baseline of information to support the Cultural Heritage chapter of the Environmental Statement.  This baseline sets out the significance of elements of the historic environment (her...
	Site Visit
	4.2 A site visit was undertaken by Pegasus Group on 14th August 2017, during which the Site and its surrounds were assessed.
	Sources of information and study area
	4.3 The assessment has been informed by appropriate sources of information, including:
	 Historic England’s National Heritage List for England (NHLE) for information on designated heritage assets;
	 Historic England Archive AMIE data for information on non-designated heritage assets;
	 North Lincolnshire Historic Environment Record (NLHER) for information on non-designated heritage assets, previous archaeological works, HER files and aerial photographs, consulted digitally and in-person;
	 Historic maps and documentary sources held at the Lincolnshire Archives and Scunthorpe Library;
	 LiDAR data: and
	 Historic aerial photographs held at the Historic England Archives.
	4.4 For digital data sets (e.g. the NLHER) information was obtained for a 1km study area from the Site boundary (excluding the access road). Tables summarising this data are included in Appendix 1 and records are discussed in the text, where relevant....
	4.5 Designated heritage assets were reviewed in the wider area, as professional judgement deemed appropriate.
	4.6 Historic cartographic sources were reviewed for the Site, and beyond this where professional judgement deemed necessary. Such sources are reproduced in Section 6 where appropriate.
	4.7 A list of sources consulted by this report is provided at Appendix 5.
	Assessment of significance
	4.8 In the NPPF, heritage significance is defined as:
	“The value of a heritage asset to this and future generations because of its heritage interest. That interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or historic. Significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical presence, but also...
	4.9 Historic England’s Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 2: Managing Significance in Decision Taking in the Historic Environment0F  (henceforth referred to as ‘GPA 2: Managing Significance’) gives advice on the assessment of s...
	4.10 Conservation Principles provides further information on the heritage values it identifies:
	 Evidential value: the potential of a place to yield evidence about past human activity. This value is derived from physical remains, such as archaeological remains, and genetic lines.
	 Historical value: the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life can be connected through a place to the present - it tends to be illustrative or associative. Illustrative value is the perception of a place as a link between past and pres...
	 Aesthetic value: the ways in which people draw sensory and intellectual stimulation from a place. Aesthetic values can be the result of conscious design or fortuitous outcome or a combination of the two aspects. The latter can result from the enhanc...
	 Communal value: the meanings of a place for the people who relate to it, or for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory. This can be through widely acknowledged commemorative or symbolic value that reflects the meaning of the place,...
	4.11 Significance results from a combination of any, some or all of the values described above.
	Setting and significance
	4.12 As defined in the NPPF:
	“Significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical presence, but also from its setting. ”2F
	4.13 Setting is defined as:
	The surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is not fixed and may change as the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative contribution to the significance of an asset, may affect ...
	4.14 Therefore, setting can contribute to, affect an appreciation of significance or be neutral with regards to heritage values.
	Assessing change through alteration to setting
	4.15 How setting might contribute to these values has been assessed within this report with reference to Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 (Second Edition): The Setting of Heritage Assets4F  (henceforth referred to as GPA 3:...
	4.16 In GPA 3: The Setting of Heritage Assets, a stepped approach is recommended, of which Step 1 is to identify which heritage assets (both designated and non-designated) and their settings are affected. Step 2 is to assess “whether, how and to what ...
	4.17 Step 3 is to assess the effect of the proposed development on the significance of the asset(s). Step 4 is to explore ways to ‘maximise enhancement and minimise harm’. Step 5 is to ‘make and document the decision and monitor outcomes’.
	4.18 Descriptions of significance will naturally anticipate the ways in which impacts will be considered. Hence descriptions of the significance of Listed Buildings will be discussed with reference to the building, its setting and any features of spec...
	Levels of significance
	4.19 In accordance with the levels of significance articulated in the NPPF, three levels of significance are identified:
	 Designated heritage assets of the highest significance, as identified in paragraph 194 of the NPPF comprising Grade I and II* Listed buildings, Grade I and II* Registered Parks and Gardens, Scheduled Monuments, Protected Wreck Sites, World Heritage ...
	 Designated heritage assets of less than the highest significance, as identified in paragraph 194 of the NPPF, comprising Grade II Listed buildings and Grade II Registered Parks and Gardens (and also some Conservation Areas); and
	 Non-designated heritage assets. Non-designated heritage assets are defined within the Government’s Planning Practice Guidance as “buildings, monuments, sites, places, areas or landscapes identified as having a degree of significance meriting conside...
	4.20 Additionally, it is of course possible that sites, buildings or areas have no heritage significance.
	Assessment of harm
	4.21 Assessment of any harm will be articulated in terms of the policy and law that the proposed development will be assessed against.  For this proposed development, this will be done in accordance with the policies contained within the Overarching N...
	4.22 In order to relate to key policy, the following levels of harm may potentially be identified:
	 Substantial harm or total loss. It has been clarified in a High Court Judgement of 20136F  that this would be harm that would ‘have such a serious impact on the significance of the asset that its significance was either vitiated altogether or very m...
	 Less than substantial harm. Harm of a lesser level than that defined above.
	4.23 It is also possible that development proposals will cause no harm or preserve the significance of heritage assets. A High Court Judgement of 2014 is relevant to this7F . This concluded that with regard to preserving the setting of a Listed buildi...
	4.24 Preservation does not mean no change; it specifically means no harm. GPA 2: Managing Significance states that “Change to heritage assets is inevitable but it is only harmful when significance is damaged”. Thus, change is accepted in Historic Engl...
	4.25 As part of this, setting may be a key consideration. For an evaluation of any harm to significance through changes to setting, this assessment follows the methodology given in GPA 3: The Setting of Heritage Assets, described above. Again, fundame...
	4.26 It should be noted that this key document states that:
	 “setting is not itself a heritage asset, nor a heritage designation”8F
	4.27 Hence any impacts are described in terms of how they affect the significance of a heritage asset, and heritage values that contribute to this significance, through changes to setting.
	4.28 With regards to changes in setting, GPA 3: The Setting of Heritage Assets states that “conserving or enhancing heritage assets by taking their settings into account need not prevent change”.
	4.29 Additionally, it is also important to note that, as clarified in the Court of Appeal9F , whilst the statutory duty requires that special regard should be paid to the desirability of not harming the setting of a Listed Building, that cannot mean t...
	Benefits
	4.30 Proposed development may also result in benefits to heritage assets, and these are articulated in terms of how they enhance the heritage values and hence the significance of the assets concerned.

	5.  Planning Policy Framework
	Planning Policy Framework
	5.1 This section of the Baseline Study sets out the legislation and planning policy considerations and guidance contained within both national and local planning guidance which specifically relate to the application site, with a focus on those policie...
	Legislation
	5.2 Legislation relating to the Built Historic Environment is primarily set out within the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 which provides statutory protection for Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas.
	5.3 Section 66(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 states that:
	“In considering whether to grant planning permission [or permission in principle] for development which affects a listed building or its setting, the local planning authority or, as the case may be, the Secretary of State, shall have special regard to...
	5.4 In the 2014 Court of Appeal judgement in relation to the Barnwell Manor case10F , Sullivan LJ held that:
	“Parliament in enacting section 66(1) did intend that the desirability of preserving the settings of listed buildings should not simply be given careful consideration by the decision-maker for the purpose of deciding whether there would be some harm, ...
	5.5 Recent judgement in the Court of Appeal11F  (‘Mordue’) has clarified that, with regards to the setting of Listed Buildings, where the principles of the NPPF are applied (in particular paragraph 196, see below), this is in keeping with the requirem...
	5.6 Scheduled Monuments are protected by the provisions of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 which relates to nationally important archaeological sites. Whilst works to Scheduled Monuments are subject to a high level of protectio...
	National Policy Guidelines
	5.7 This project is being submitted to the Planning Inspectorate as a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project in order to gain a Development Consent Order. Therefore, the proposed scheme will be assessed against, and recommendations made in acco...
	5.8 The Energy NPSs are divided into six.  The first is an overarching NPS setting out the overarching policies on all forms of energy development. The remaining five target specific energy technologies and developments including Renewable Energy in E...
	5.9 Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1) sets out the Government policy for delivery of major energy infrastructure and should be considered in conjunction with the technology-specific NPS.
	5.10 Section 5.8 of EN-1 is concerned with the historic environment, recognising that:
	“The construction, operation and decommissioning of energy infrastructure has the potential to result in adverse impacts on the historic environment.”12F
	5.11 EN-1 states that the impacts should be considered not only on designated assets, but also on non-designated assets identified either through the development plan making process (such as local listing) or through the Planning Inspectorate’s decisi...
	5.12 As part of the applicant’s assessment, the significance of the heritage assets affected by the proposed development should be set out, at a level of detail proportionate to importance of the heritage assets, as set out in Section 5.8.8:
	“As part of the ES (see Section 4.2) the applicant should provide a description of the significance of the heritage assets affected by the proposed development and the contribution of their setting to that significance. The level of detail should be p...
	5.13 Section 5.8.9 expands further on 5.8.8:
	“Where a development site includes, or the available evidence suggests it has the potential to include, heritage assets with an archaeological interest, the applicant should carry out an appropriate desk-based assessment and, where such desk-based res...
	5.14 Section 5.8.10 states:
	“The applicant should ensure that the extent of the impact of the proposed development on the significance of any heritage assets affected can be adequately understood from the application and supporting documents.”
	5.15 Section 5.8.14 sets out the considerations that the Planning Inspectorate should take into in the decision-making process.  This states:
	“There should be a presumption in favour of the conservation of designated heritage assets and the more significant the designated heritage asset, the greater the presumption in favour of its conservation should be.”14F
	5.16 This section recognises that significance can be harmed or lost through alteration or destruction of the heritage asset or development within its setting and that “loss affecting any designated heritage asset should require clear and convincing j...
	5.17 Section 5.8.15 sets out the requirement for a balance to be struck between an identified harmful impact and the public benefit of development, recognising that the greater the significance of the heritage asset, the greater the justification for ...
	5.18 Section 5.8.18 of EN-1 deals specifically with developments affecting the setting of designated heritage assets.  It states:
	“the (Planning Inspectorate) should treat favourably applications that preserve those elements of the setting that make a positive contribution to, or better reveal, the significance of, the asset.  When considering applications that do not do this, t...
	5.19 EN-1 provides a mechanism whereby if heritage assets are impacted by a development, then the developer should facilitate the creation of a record of such assets. This is set out at Sections 5.8.20 to 5.8.22 of EN-1.
	5.20 National Policy Statement for Renewable Energy Infrastructure (EN-3) 2011 provides specific guidance on how to assess impacts arising from renewable energy technology, in this case, ground-mounted solar photovoltaic panels.  At the time of writin...
	5.21 Some guidance can be taken from the section concerned with Onshore Wind Farm impacts which states that visualisations may be required to demonstrate the effects of a proposed development and that micro-siting of infrastructure should be considere...
	The National Planning Policy Framework (July 2018)
	5.22 Whilst regard has been made to the NPPF policies set out below, Paragraph 5 of the NPPF is clear that it does not contain specific policies for NSIPs and these are to be determined in accordance with the decision making framework set out in the P...
	 “The Framework does not contain specific policies for nationally significant infrastructure projects. These are determined in accordance with the decision-making framework in the Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and relevant national policy statements...
	5.23 The NPPF sets out the Government’s economic, environmental and social planning policies for England. Taken together, these policies articulate the Government’s vision of sustainable development, which should be interpreted and applied locally to ...
	5.24 The presumption in favour of sustainable development (the ‘presumption’) sets out the tone of the Government’s overall stance and operates with and through the other policies of the NPPF. Conserving historic assets in a manner appropriate to thei...
	5.25 The purpose of the planning system is to contribute to the achievement of sustainable development and the NPPF sets out three overarching objectives to sustainable development: an economic objective, a social objective, and an environmental objec...
	“So that sustainable development is pursued in a positive way, at the heart of the Framework is a presumption in favour of sustainable development (paragraph 11).”18F
	“For decision-taking this means:
	c) approving development proposals that accord with an up-to-date development plan without delay; or
	d) where there are no relevant development plan policies, or the policies which are most important for determining the application are out-of-date, granting planning permission unless:
	i) the application of policies in this Framework that protect areas or assets of particular importance provides a clear reason for refusing the development proposed; or
	ii) any adverse impacts of doing so would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits, when assessed against the policies in this Framework taken as a whole.”19F
	5.26 However, it is important to note that footnote 6 of the NPPF applies in relation to the bullet d, part i of paragraph 11. This provides a context for paragraph 11 and reads as follows:
	“The policies referred to are those in this Framework (rather than those in development plans) relating to: habitats sites (and those sites listed in paragraph 176) and/or designated as Sites of Special Scientific Interest; land designated as Green Be...
	5.27 Heritage Assets are defined in Annex 2 of the NPPF as:
	“A building, monument, site, place, area or landscape identified as having a degree of significance meriting consideration in planning decisions, because of its heritage interest. It includes designated heritage assets and assets identified by the Loc...
	5.28 The NPPF goes on to define a Designated Heritage Asset as:
	“World Heritage Site, Scheduled Monument, Listed Building, Protected Wreck Site, Registered Park and Garden, Registered Battlefield or Conservation Area designated under relevant legislation” 20F
	5.29 As set out above, significance is also defined as:
	“The value of a heritage asset to this and future generations because of its heritage interest. The interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or historic. Significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical presence, but also ...
	5.30 Section 16 of the NPPF relates to ‘Conserving and enhancing the historic environment’ and states at paragraph 190 that:
	“Local planning authorities should identify and assess the particular significance of any heritage asset that may be affected by a proposal (including by development affecting the setting of a heritage asset) taking account of the available evidence a...
	5.31 Paragraph 192 goes on to state that:
	“In determining planning applications, local planning authorities should take account of:
	a) The desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets and putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation;
	b) The positive contribution that conservation of heritage assets can make to sustainable communities including their economic vitality; and
	c) The desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local character and distinctiveness”
	5.32 With regard to the impact of proposals on the significance of a heritage asset, paragraphs 193 and 194 are relevant and read as follows:
	“When considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s conservation (and the more important the asset, the greater the weight should be). This is irrespect...
	Any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a designated heritage asset (from its alteration or destruction, or from development within its setting), should require clear and convincing justification. Substantial harm to or loss of:
	a) grade II listed buildings, or grade II registered parks or gardens, should be exceptional;
	b) assets of the highest significance, notably scheduled monuments, protected wreck sites, registered battlefields, grade I and II* listed buildings, grade I and II* registered parks and gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should be wholly exceptional”
	5.33 Section b) of the above describing assets of the highest significance also includes footnote 63 of the NPPF, which states that non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest which are demonstrably of equivalent significance to schedule...
	5.34 In the context of the above, it should be noted that paragraph 195 reads as follows:
	“Where a proposed development will lead to substantial harm to (or total loss of significance of) a designated heritage asset, local planning authorities should refuse consent, unless it can be demonstrated that the substantial harm or total loss is n...
	a) the nature of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the site; and
	b) no viable use of the heritage asset itself can be found in the medium term through appropriate marketing that will enable its conservation; and
	c) conservation by grant-funding or some form of not for profit, charitable or public ownership is demonstrably not possible; and
	d) the harm or loss is outweighed by the benefit of bringing the site back into use”
	5.35 Paragraph 196 goes on to state:
	“Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal including, where appropriate, securing its optimum viable...
	5.36 With regards to non-designated heritage assets, paragraph 197 of NPPF states that:
	“The effect of an application on the significance of a non-designated heritage asset should be taken into account in determining the application. In weighing applications that directly or indirectly affect non-designated heritage assets, a balanced ju...
	National Planning Guidance
	5.37 The Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) launched the planning practice web based resource in March 2014, accompanied by a ministerial statement which confirmed that a number of previous planning practice guidance documents were...
	5.38 This also introduced the national Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) which comprised a full and consolidated review of planning practice guidance documents to be read alongside the NPPF.
	5.39 The PPG has a discrete section on the subject of ‘Conserving and enhancing the historic environment’ which confirms that the consideration of ‘significance’ in decision taking is important and states:
	“Heritage assets may be affected by direct physical change or by change in their setting. Being able to properly assess the nature, extent and importance of the significance of a heritage asset, and the contribution of its setting, is very important t...
	5.40 In terms of assessment of substantial harm, the PPG confirms that whether a proposal causes substantial harm will be a judgement for the individual decision-taker having regard to the individual circumstances and the policy set out within the NPP...
	“In general terms, substantial harm is a high test, so it may not arise in many cases. For example, in determining whether works to a listed building constitute substantial harm, an important consideration would be whether the adverse impact seriously...
	While the impact of total destruction is obvious, partial destruction is likely to have a considerable impact but, depending on the circumstances, it may still be less than substantial harm or conceivably not harmful at all, for example, when removing...
	The Local Development Framework
	5.41 Planning applications within North Lincolnshire are currently subject to policy set out within the Core Strategy and saved policies of the North Lincolnshire Local Plan.
	Core Strategy
	5.42 The Core Strategy, adopted in June 2011, sets out the long-term vision for North Lincolnshire and provides a blueprint for managing growth and development in the area up to 2026.
	5.43 Policy CS6 relates to the Historic Environment, stating:
	“The council will promote the effective management of North Lincolnshire’s historic assets through:
	• Safeguarding the nationally significant medieval landscapes of the Isle of Axholme (notably the open strip fields and turbaries) and supporting initiatives which seek to realise the potential of these areas as a tourist, educational and environmenta...
	• Preserving and enhancing the rich archaeological heritage of North Lincolnshire.
	• Ensuring that development within Epworth (including schemes needed to exploit the economic potential of the Wesleys or manage visitors) safeguards and, where possible, improves the setting of buildings associated with its Methodist heritage.
	• Ensuring that development within North Lincolnshire’s Market Towns safeguards their distinctive character and landscape setting, especially Barton upon Humber, Crowle and Epworth. The council will seek to protect, conserve and enhance North Lincolns...
	North Lincolnshire Local Plan
	5.44 The North Lincolnshire Local Plan was adopted in May 2003. It is gradually being replaced by new documents which make up the Local Development Framework; however, a number of policies are currently ‘saved’ and remain relevant in the decision maki...
	5.45 The following saved policies pertain to the historic environment:
	HE5 - Development affecting Listed Buildings
	“The Council will seek to secure the preservation, restoration and continued use of buildings of special architectural or historic interest.
	When applications for planning permission relating to a listed building or listed building consent are being assessed, the primary consideration will be the need to preserve or enhance the fabric and character of the building.
	Permission or consent will not be granted unless it has been demonstrated that the proposed works would secure this objective.
	The Council will encourage the retention and restoration of the historic setting of listed buildings. Proposals which damage the setting of a listed building will be resisted.
	Whenever appropriate, proposals which would entail the loss of historic fabric from a listed building will be conditional upon a programme of recording being agreed and implemented.”
	HE8 - Ancient Monuments
	“Development proposals which would result in an adverse effect on Scheduled Ancient Monuments and other nationally important monuments, or their settings, will not be permitted.”
	HE9 - Archaeological Evaluation
	“Where development proposals affect sites of known or suspected archaeological importance, an archaeological assessment to be submitted prior to the determination of a planning application will be required.
	Planning permission will not be granted without adequate assessment of the nature, extent and significance of the remains present and the degree to which the proposed development is likely to affect them. Sites of known archaeological importance will ...
	When development affecting such sites is acceptable in principle, mitigation of damage must be ensured and the preservation of the remains in situ is a preferred solution.
	When in situ preservation is not justified, the developer will be required to make adequate provision for excavation and recording before and during development.”

	6.  The Historic Environment
	6.1 This section provides a review of the recorded heritage resource within the Site and its vicinity in order to identify any extant heritage assets within the Site and to assess the potential for below-ground archaeological remains.  The designated ...
	Designated Heritage Assets
	Within the Site
	6.2 No designated heritage assets are located within the Site.
	Beyond the Site
	6.3 Designated assets are shown on Figure 1.
	6.4 The Scheduled Raventhorpe Medieval Settlement Earthworks immediately south-west of Raventhorpe Farm (1016426) are located c.940m to the south of the Site, with the later 17th-century Grade II Listed Raventhorpe Farmhouse c.900m to the south (13468...
	6.5 A group of designated heritage assets are located at Springfield Cottage c.390m northeast of the Site, comprising the Grade II Listed Springwood Cottage (1083734) and Stables approximately 20 metres northeast of Springwood Cottage (1310038).
	6.6 The Grade II Listed Stone Cottage and adjoining outbuildings are located (1310013) c.900m southeast of the Site.
	6.7 The Grade II Listed Broughton Grange Farmhouse (1083736) and Grade II Listed Coach House/Stables approximately 10 metres east of Broughton Grange Farmhouse (1346496) are located c.1.9km east of the site.
	6.8 A number of Listed Buildings are located within the settlement of Broughton c.1-1.5km east of the Site, including the Grade I Listed Church of St Mary (1161801).
	6.9 The Site is not located close to a Conservation Area, Registered Park and Garden, Registered Battlefield or World Heritage Site.
	6.10 Potential impacts resulting from the proposed development on the heritage significance of designated heritage assets within the surrounds of the Site via a change in setting are discussed in detail in Section 7.
	Previous Archaeological Works
	6.11 The locations of the archaeological events recorded by the NLHER are shown on Figure 3. With the exception of the earthworks survey of the site of the former medieval Gokewell Priory, no systematic archaeological works have taken place within the...
	6.12 A number of previous archaeological investigations have taken place within the study area, with a small number within the Site itself related to the former location of Gokewell Priory.  These comprise:
	 ELS4211 – A sketch earthwork survey was carried out in the 1970s on the possible medieval earthworks to the south and west of the post-medieval Gokewell Priory Farm (Appendix 3).  This must have occurred prior to the reduction of the earthworks thro...
	 ELS2566 – Photographs of the former Gokewell Priory Farm area taken in 1976.
	 ELS3145 – Watching brief on groundworks for the Sawcliffe Area Water Mains Replacement Scheme. This recorded an east to west-orientated drystone wall near the junction of the B1027 and B1028, within or in close proximity to the Site. Three regular c...
	6.13 A number of aerial photograph sorties have been flown across the Site and study area and have been identified as fieldwork events by the NLHER, which were either carried out for/by the council or by the University of Cambridge. Some of these phot...
	 ELS800 – Aerial photographic sortie – 1956;
	 ELS808 – Aerial photographic sortie – 1984;
	 ELS922 – Aerial photographic survey – 1989;
	 ELS3677 – Aerial photographic assessment and transcription – 2011;
	 ELS3871 – Aerial photographic survey – 2012;
	 ELS3479 – Aerial photographic survey – 2011;
	 ELS4112 – Aerial photographic survey – 1976;
	 ELS4125 – Aerial photographic survey – 1971.
	6.14 Other fieldwork events located outside of the Site boundary are:
	 ELS2965 – Walkover survey at Forest Pines Golf and Country Club, 2006 – Carried out by Humber Field Archaeology to investigate cropmarks shown on aerial photographs.  The earthworks related to trackways which defined the boundary of the fields.
	 ELS3685 – Yarborough Quarry desk-based assessment, 2003.  Carried out by Wardell Armstrong in advance of continued use for Yarborough Quarry.  Nothing of archaeological significance was identified.
	 ELS3933 – Flint collection, 1930s.  The flint collection and fieldwalking of D. N. Riley in the Raventhorpe area.
	 ELS3980 – Site visit to RAF Camp in Manby Woods, 2013.  Carried out by Sue Oliver who took digital photographs of the former RAF camp in Manby Woods.
	 ELS4190 – Building recording RAF Accommodation site, 2015. A photographic and measured survey was carried out in the site of a former RAF accommodation camp in Manby Wood, known as RAF Broughton.  This was undertaken in advance of construction of a ...
	 ELS4130 – Desk-based assessment of Solar Park on Land at Raventhorpe Farm, 2014.  Carried out by AOC Archaeology in advance of the development of a solar farm.
	 ELS4120 – Geophysical Survey, Raventhorpe, 2014. Carried out by AOC Archaeology in advance of development of a solar farm. This identified a number of archaeological anomalies including possible enclosures and structures.
	 ELS 4274 – Archaeological Evaluation at Raventhorpe Solar park, 2014.  Excavation of 47 trial trenches by AOC Archaeology in advance of the construction of the Raventhorpe Solar park. Identified a small number of Roman enclosures and post-medieval m...
	 ELS4275 – Archaeological Evaluation, Raventhorpe Solar Park, 2014.  Further element of evaluation by AOC Archaeology identified a substantial Roman enclosure ditch on the west-facing slope of the hill above Raventhorpe Farm.  Possibly the site of a ...
	 ELS4273 – Archaeological Monitoring, Raventhorpe Solar Park, 2015.  Watching brief carried out by AOC Archaeology during the construction of the solar park at Raventhorpe.  Two archaeological linear features were identified, tentatively interpreted ...
	6.15 Other desk-based assessments undertaken within the study area include ELS2962 ELS3077, ELS3357 and ELS4160 (while the outer edge of the study area for ELS2962 overlaps the south-eastern edge of the Site, this can be regarded as an event which too...
	6.16 The Environment Agency LiDAR survey flights are also identified as events (ELS2568, ELS2577, ELS2582), undertaken from 2000 – 2006.
	Geology and Topography
	6.17 The Site features a complex geology, with the following bedrock geology recorded within the Site boundary24F :
	 Charmouth Mudstone Formation – Mudstone;
	 Marlstone Rock Formation - Ferruginous Limestone And Ferruginous Sandstone;
	 Whitby Mudstone Formation – Mudstone;
	 Grantham Formation - Sandstone, Siltstone And Mudstone;
	 Lower Lincolnshire Limestone Member – Limestone; and
	 Kirton Cementstone Beds – Limestone.
	6.18 Superficial deposits of sand of the Sutton Sand Formation are recorded across the Site. 25F
	6.19 The topography of the Site slopes downward to the west from the centre of Site, with the western part of the Site lying in the west-facing valley overlooking Bottesford Beck, which lies outside the western Site boundary.  The highest point is at ...
	Historic Background
	6.20 The locations of the records identified from the NLHER are shown on Figure 2. This historic background section has been sub-divided between those assets located within the Site boundary and those located beyond, within the wider study area.
	Prehistoric (10,000BC – 43AD)
	Within the Site
	6.21 The superficial geological deposits of Sutton Sand Formation within the western part of the Site were formed by post-glacial wind-blown processes. While there is generalised potential for such deposits to contain archaeological remains from the p...
	6.22 Three potentially prehistoric records from the NLHER have been identified from within the Site boundary.  The first is the possible site of a round barrow (MLS22718, ELS3479) located on aerial photographs (Plate 18).  The date, function and archa...
	6.23 The third potentially prehistoric feature within the Site is the posited route of a prehistoric track (MLS20003) called the Jurassic Way, which runs from Winteringham to Lincoln.  This is the record of a broad trade route corridor which ran acros...
	Beyond the Site
	6.24 There are a number of records of prehistoric and possible prehistoric activity within the wider study area.  There are a small number of other findspots of flints within the study area which originate from the 1976 gazetteer (MLS7556, MLS7563).  ...
	6.25 Two putative sites of potential long barrows are identified c. 620m and c.860m northeast of the Site (MLS93) (100m and 745m north of the existing access track). These are identified by the NLHER as ‘site A’ and ‘site B’, with ‘site B’ being that ...
	6.26 To the southeast of the Site boundary, a single flint arrowhead was found within Manby Wood c.65m south-east of the Site (MLS1822) in the 1950s.  To the south of this and around Raventhorpe and the Stonewall Reservoir, a number of flint artefacts...
	6.27 A findspot of prehistoric pottery is recorded c.950m to the southeast of the Site boundary, on the outskirts of Broughton.  This is the findspot of prehistoric pottery sherds and a Roman brooch (MLS1818).
	Prehistoric summary
	6.28 Potential prehistoric archaeological remains within the Site comprise the site of a possible prehistoric round barrow, although this is currently unproven. The full extent of the feature is unclear, but even if an area of 40m by 40m was considere...
	6.29 The ambiguously-located flint finds and deposits of Sutton Sand Formation within the Site do not necessarily suggest the presence of further archaeological remains within the Site.  The broad transport corridor of the Jurassic Way is indicative o...
	Roman (43AD – 410)
	Within the Site
	6.30 The line of the former Ermine Street Roman road (MLS100) follows the line of the B1027, a small portion of which is included in the Site boundary at the eastern-most extent.  The former Roman road runs to the west of Broughton on a north-south al...
	Beyond the Site
	6.31 There are a number of other records of Roman activity from within the study area, most of which are associated with the fieldwalking which was undertaken at Raventhorpe prior to the construction of Raventhorpe solar farm.  Fieldwalking to the nor...
	6.32 Roman pottery and glass recorded at Raventhorpe c.580m south of the Site (MLS1819) were found within the ploughsoil, and were not associated with the fieldwalking which took place in advance of the solar farm construction.
	Roman Summary
	6.33 Recorded Roman archaeological remains are located beyond the Site.  It is possible that the Site comprised part of an agricultural landscape during the Roman period. The Roman road known as Ermine Street is located to the east of the Site, and th...
	Early Medieval and Medieval (410 – 1540)
	Within the Site
	6.34 The medieval period sees the first documented activity within the Site.
	6.35 Within the northern part of the Site is the location of the former Gokewell Priory, a small Cistercian nunnery founded by William De Alta Ripa in the 12th century (MLS1805, ELS800, ELS2566, ELS4211).  The former Priory was a minor establishment w...
	6.36 The NLHER detailed record references a 19th-century documentary source named as “Trollope 1868, 178, n.31” which mentions burials at the site. However, the original source could not be identified and was not located at the North Lincolnshire Loca...
	6.37 The extent of the former Priory precinct is unknown, however Abraham de la Pryme, an antiquarian writing in the 17th century, visited the former Priory following the Dissolution, and seemingly prior to the construction of Gokewell Priory Farm.  H...
	6.38 In the 1970s earthworks of ponds and ditches associated with Gokewell Priory still survived to the south, east and west of the later Gokewell Priory Farm. The earthworks were recorded during an earthwork survey in the 1970s which forms part of th...
	6.39 Cropmarks of some of the former earthworks have also been mapped by the NLHER (Plate 20 and Figure 2). These earthworks extend beyond the approximate area of the Gokewell Priory indicated by the NLHER data (Figure 2 MLS1805).
	6.40 While it has not been possible to copy or reproduce the aerial photographs held by the NLHER for copyright reasons, the earthworks can also be seen on aerial photographs held at the Historic England Archives (Plate 21).
	6.41 A current aerial image of the Site is provided at Plate 22, below.
	6.42 There are few traces of the former Gokewell Priory surviving as earthworks today as the arable and other agricultural use of the fields, including recurring ploughing activity, has reduced and levelled the earthworks. In some cases, the levelling...
	6.43 The construction of the later Gokewell Priory Farm buildings at the location of the main former Priory buildings may have preserved elements of the former medieval Priory beneath the foundations.  However, this area is currently within a small po...
	6.44 The area surrounding the core of the former Gokewell Priory, where the ancillary buildings of the former Priory may have been located and where the earthworks were once visible, has less potential for survival of archaeological remains due to plo...
	6.45 The site of the former Gokewell Priory was assessed for Scheduling by Historic England in 1998. The Non-Scheduling Report concluded that “a case for national importance cannot be made at this time given the lack of evidence for surviving remains....
	Beyond the Site
	6.46 A number of small settlements were established in the vicinity in the early medieval period, some of which are still extant but others which have shrunk or disappeared.
	6.47 The deserted medieval village of Manby (MLS1806) is located c.130m to the south of the Site.  It was mentioned in the Domesday book as Mannebi held by Edwin which means that it was established and large enough to pay tax by the time of the Domesd...
	6.48 The Scheduled Monument of Raventhorpe which lies c.920m to the south of the Site is another example of a deserted medieval village.  It was first recorded 1067 and then again in the Domesday book where it was recorded as a settlement held by Pete...
	6.49 There are three areas of ridge and furrow and a headland (two areas labelled MLS21187, and MLS21642) located to the northwest and northeast of Raventhorpe.  Given the location close to Manby and Raventhorpe it is likely that part of the Site was ...
	Early Medieval and Medieval Summary
	6.50 There is potential for medieval archaeology to survive below-ground within the Site in the area of the former Gokewell Priory. This could include below-ground remains of the chapel and main Priory structures.
	Post-medieval and Early Modern (1540 – 1914)
	Within the Site
	6.51 The Site is recorded on the 1824 Ordnance Survey map (Plate 24). This depicts Gokewell Priory Farm in the northern part of the Site, along with a number of trackways, mostly concentrated in the vicinity of the farm (NLHER refs. MLS1027 and MLS254...
	6.52 Some time after the dissolution of the former medieval Gokewell Priory in 1536, Gokewell Priory Farm had been constructed at the former location of the core of the Priory.  The exact date of construction of Gokewell Priory Farm is unknown, possib...
	6.53 The siting of Gokewell Priory Farm at the location of the former core of the medieval Gokewell Priory is logical as it would have facilitated the easy re-use of the ruined building material from the former Gokewell Priory within the buildings of ...
	6.54 The layout of Gokewell Priory Farm is depicted clearly on 1956 Ordnance Survey mapping and aerial photography (Plate 26 to Plate 29). This area, following the demolition of the former Gokewell Priory Farm between c. 1991 and 2003, was left to be ...
	6.55 The Broughton Tithe Map of 1842 (Plate 30) provides the first detailed depiction of the Site.  Details as to the ownership and use of each of the individual land parcels is detailed in Table A and illustrated on Figure 7, informed by the Tithe Ap...
	6.56 Field number 622 is named ‘Lime Kiln Close’ in the Tithe Apportionment, which could refer to a former lime kiln which may have been located within or adjacent to the field. This putative feature could have been located within the Site, on the Sit...
	6.57 The Tithe Map clearly depicts Gokewell Priory Farm, annotated as ‘Cokewell’. All of the Gokewell Priory Farm buildings were, however, demolished between c. 1991 and 2003. The former Gokewell Priory Farm buildings were located within an area which...
	6.58 The morphology of the Site had already seen a degree of change by the late 19th century, with the Ordnance Survey mapping of 1889-91 (Plate 31 and Figure 8) demonstrating that a number of fields had been consolidated and areas of woodland extende...
	6.59 The mapping shows that the only buildings within the Site in the late 19th century were the buildings of Gokewell Priory Farm (Plate 31), the remaining fields being in arable and pasture use.  The 1889-91 Ordnance Survey map shows Manby Hall to t...
	6.60 No substantial changes are recorded within the Site by the 1908 Ordnance Survey map (Plate 33 and Figure 9), apart from the reversion of a field in the southwestern part of the Site to scrubland.
	Beyond the Site
	6.61 Within the medieval settlement of Manby around 300m to the south of the proposed development boundary, Manby Hall was constructed c. 245m south of the Site in the post-medieval period (MLS19488). A designed landscape of formal gardens and parklan...
	6.62 The 19th century saw the establishment of farmsteads within the area as agricultural activity increased.  Farmsteads were constructed at High Santon c. 790m north of the Site (MLS25150) and at Manby c. 275m south of the Site (MLS25431).  Both of ...
	Post-medieval and Early Modern Summary
	6.63 There is potential for post-medieval archaeology within the Site, but this is likely to be associated with agriculture, for example, field boundaries and ridge and furrow (the area of the former Gokewell Priory Farm buildings is not proposed for ...
	Modern (1914 – present)
	Within the Site
	6.64 Within the Site is the record of a World War II Heavy Anti-Aircraft Battery (MLS21408).  It was identified as Scunthorpe H10, but was recorded as de-armed in 1942. Any surviving below-ground remains of this feature are considered to be of low her...
	6.65 Throughout the modern period, the consolidation of smaller fields into larger parcels continued, in particular during the post-war period, gradually establishing the Site as seen today.  By the latter half of the 20th century, the majority of the...
	6.66 The final modern record identified from the NLHER is a linear cropmark (MLS24688, ELS808) running across the southeastern portion of the Site.  The landowner has confirmed that this relates to a modern water main.  It has no heritage value.
	Beyond the Site
	6.67 To the north of the Site, adjacent to the 1km study area boundary, another Heavy Anti-Aircraft Battery is recorded at High Santon (MLS22523), located near High Santon Farm.  This Anti-Aircraft Battery dates from World War I and was armed with an ...
	6.68 To the east and southeast of the Site, beyond the Site boundary were two sites associated with the RAF from WWII.  The first was the site of a military supply depot (MLS22696) 209MU RAF Broughton.  It was opened in 1943 within Far Wood and closed...
	6.69 To the southeast of the Site boundary was the site of a former WWII accommodation site associated with the supply depot of 209MU RAF Broughton (MLS22710).  The site may have been used by WAAFs but was also used as emergency accommodation in the p...
	6.70 The surrounds of the Site also experienced much change during the post-war period, principally the land to the west with the gradual expansion of the Scunthorpe Steel Works from the 1950s onwards.  This steel works now occupies a massive swathe o...
	Modern Summary
	6.71 The Site is not considered to have potential for significant archaeological remains of modern date. Remains relating to the anti-aircraft battery may survive below ground, although are likely to be of low heritage value.
	Undated
	Within the Site
	6.72 An undated slight earthwork of a possible enclosure has been identified within the northwestern portion of the Site (Plate 36, Plate 37) mostly located within Little Crow Covert (MLS22780).  It comprises an ovoid ditch measuring 72m by 55m. The e...
	6.73 Four undated cropmarks lie within the Site.  These include a square feature (MLS21941) and a small ovoid feature located to the west (MLS21943).  These assets are located to the north of the Manby deserted medieval village (located outside of the...
	6.74 Within the same field are two partial circular cropmarks, c.12m in diameter (A1, A2), visible on a 1973 aerial photograph (Plate 38). These features could represent partially ploughed-out ring ditches, although geological or agricultural origins ...
	6.75 Within the Site there is also the record of finds from the vicinity of Gokewell Priory Farm (MLS2333) noted from a gazetteer, however there is no further information for this, and therefore this findspot has no heritage value.
	6.76 A watching brief on a water mains replacement scheme (ELS3145) recorded an undated stone wall in a trench within or in close proximity to the northeastern part of the Site (MLS21242). It comprised three regular courses of unmortared limestone on ...
	Beyond the Site
	6.77 There are a number of unknown-period records on the NLHER beyond the Site area.
	6.78 Two sites of springs are recorded, one called Manby Springs (MLS22666), the other located within Manby Wood near to West Wood Lodge (MLS22667).  This spring is within a stone circular basin and possibly associated with Manby Estate.
	6.79 Immediately north-east of the Site and the B1027 is an amorphous or sub-rectangular possible enclosure feature now obscured within woodland, but previously identified from aerial photographs (MS24695). It is labelled as an Old Quarry on historic ...
	6.80 There are two records of mounds (MLS19644, MLS1813) which were once considered as potential archaeological assets but are now considered as natural features; the former definitively identified as a result of archaeological excavation.
	Summary of Archaeological Potential
	6.81 Five areas of archaeological potential have been identified within the Site; the possible site of a ring ditch; an ovoid enclosure partially surviving as a trace earthwork within woodland; the area surrounding the core of the former medieval Goke...

	Use
	Tennant 
	Owner
	Plot Name
	Plot
	Grass
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Great Dunnow Leys
	609
	Grass
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Horse Back
	610
	Grass
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Little Dunnow Leys
	611
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Rough Close
	612
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Manby Close
	613
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Feeding Close
	614
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Goswell Beck
	615
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Goswell Beck
	616
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Eleven Acres
	617
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Twenty Acres
	629
	Plantation
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Plantation
	618
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Fourteen Acres
	630
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Eight Acres
	619
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Old Wives Garth
	631
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Hill Side Close
	620
	Arable
	Himself
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Cana Close
	632
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Hill Side
	621
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Far Knowles
	633
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Lime Kiln Close
	622
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Stony Dales
	634
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Twenty Two Acres
	623
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Twenty One Acres
	635
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Wood Eleven Acres
	624
	Pasture
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Little Holt Hill
	636
	Wood
	Himself
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Plantation
	627
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	North Close
	637
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Far Twenty Acres
	628
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Paddock
	638
	Wood
	Himself
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Wood
	649
	-
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Paddock, Stacky and Buildings
	639
	Grass
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Labourers Close
	651
	-
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	House, Gardens etc.
	640
	Wood
	Himself
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Wood
	653
	-
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Cottages, Yard and Gardens
	641
	Wood
	Himself
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Wood
	655
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Ned’s Close
	642
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Horse Close
	643
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Clamors
	644
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Knowles Close
	646
	Pasture
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Roughs
	647
	Arable
	William Brown
	The Rt Hon Earl of Yarborough
	Diamond Leys
	648
	7.  Setting Assessment
	7.1 Step 1 of the methodology recommended by the Historic England guidance The Setting of Heritage Assets (see Methodology above) is to identify which heritage assets might be affected by a proposed development.
	7.2 Development proposals may adversely impact heritage assets where they remove a feature which contributes to the significance of a heritage asset, or where they interfere with an element of a heritage asset’s setting which contributes to its signif...
	7.3 It is widely accepted (paragraph 201 of the NPPF) that not all parts of a heritage asset will necessarily be of equal significance. In some cases, certain elements of a heritage asset, including important parts of its setting, can accommodate subs...
	7.4 Consideration was made as to whether non-designated heritage assets include the Site as part of their setting which contributes to their significance, having regard to their importance and the provision of a proportionate level of detail, as set o...
	7.5 There are no designated assets within the Site boundary.  Consideration was therefore made as to whether any of the designated heritage assets present within the vicinity include the Site as part of their setting which contributes to their heritag...
	7.6 Primary focus was placed upon designated heritage assets within a 2km study area around the Site boundary (excluding the access road), with assets beyond this distance considered where necessary based upon professional judgement.
	7.7 Designated heritage assets within the 2km study area are set out below, with their locations depicted on Figure 1, and distances are measured from the main body of the Site excluding the existing access road:
	 Scheduled Earthworks of Raventhorpe Medieval Settlement, located c.920m south of the Site (NHLE Ref: 1016426);
	 Grade II Raventhorpe House, located c. 875m south of the Site (NHLE Ref: 1346807);
	 Grade II Listed Springwood Cottage, located c.390m northeast of the Site (c.315m north of the access track (NHLE Ref: 1083734));
	 Grade II Listed Stable Northeast of Springwood Cottage, located c.420m northeast of the Site (NHLE Ref: 1310038);
	 Grade II Listed Low Santon Farmhouse (1346494), located c. 1.93km north of the Site;
	 Grade II Listed Barn Approximately 30 Metres North of Low Santon Farmhouse (1310004), located c. 1.98km north of the Site;
	 Grade II Listed Stone Cottage and Adjoining Outbuildings, Broughton, located c.900m southeast of the Site (NHLE Ref: 1310013);
	 Grade II Listed 66 High Street, Broughton, located c.1.5km southeast of the Site (NHLE Ref: 1083740);
	 Grade I Listed Church of St Mary Broughton and the Grade II Listed Church Gates, located c.1.4km southeast of the Site (NHLE Refs: 1161801 and 1083741);
	 Grade II Listed The Hollies, Broughton, located c.1.4km southeast of the Site (NHLE Ref: 1309931);
	 Grade II Listed Broughton War Memorial, located c.1.5km southeast of the Site (NHLE Ref: 1391424);
	 Grade II Listed Broughton Grange Farmhouse, located 1.9km east of the Site (NHLE Ref: 1083736); and
	 Grade II Listed Coach House/Stable approximately 10m east of Broughton Grange Farmhouse, located 1.9km east of the Site (NHLE Ref: 1346496).
	7.8 During the site visit it was ascertained that as a result of the natural topography, existing built form and mature vegetation that there was no intervisibility between the Site and the assets listed above. As a result, these assets have not been ...
	Scheduled Raventhorpe Medieval Village (1016426) and Grade II Listed Raventhorpe House (1346807)
	7.9 The Scheduled Earthworks of Raventhorpe Medieval Village are located c.920m to the south of the Site. Intervening land is occupied by dense woodland, existing built form and an extant solar farm located to the southeast of the Site. It is consider...
	7.10 The Grade II Listed Raventhorpe House is located to the north of the Scheduled Monument, c.875m to the south of the Site, with the intervening distance occupied by dense woodland, existing built form and a modern agricultural landscape. The asset...
	Listed Buildings at Springwood Cottage (1083734 and 1310038)
	7.11 The designated heritage assets at Springwood Cottage (Grade II Listed) area located c.390m northeast of the Site, with the intervening distance occupied by dense woodland and a modern agricultural landscape. The assets are located within a clearl...
	Listed Buildings within Broughton
	7.12 The group of designated heritage assets within the settlement of Broughton are located within the urban environment of the settlement, separated from the Site by c.1-1.5km of dense vegetation and existing built form. The key elements of the surro...
	Non-Designated Site of Gokewell Priory
	7.13 The site of the former medieval Gokewell Priory (NLHER ref. MLS1805) is located within the northern area of the Site. This asset and its historical and archaeological background are set out in Section 6 of this Baseline Study. Gokewell Priory sur...
	7.14 The landscape surrounding the site of the former medieval priory has undergone extensive change since the medieval period.  The medieval field systems are no longer extant, and the surrounding area is now made up of very large, modern blocks of a...
	7.15 The Site forms part of the agricultural surrounds of the asset which makes a moderate contribution to its significance through its illustrative historical value.
	Assessment Summary
	7.16 Based upon the above it is not considered that the Site forms part of the setting of the designated heritage assets within the 2km study area which contributes to their heritage significance, and they will not be impacted upon by the proposals. A...
	7.17 With regard to designated heritage assets beyond the 2km study area, due to the surrounding topography, existing vegetation and built form it was concluded during the site visit that the Site did not form part of the setting of designated heritag...
	7.18 The Site forms part of the setting of the non-designated site of Gokewell Priory which makes a moderate contribution to its significance. The Site is not considered to contribute to the significance of other non-designated heritage assets.

	8.  Discussion
	Archaeological Resource
	8.1 One area of specific prehistoric archaeological potential has been identified within the Site (c. 0.16ha), a cropmark of a possible round barrow (MLS22718). However, this feature has not been positively identified by archaeological fieldwork. Poor...
	8.2 A former Cistercian nunnery, Gokewell Priory, was located in the northern part of the Site. Gokewell Priory was established in the 12th century, and abandoned in the 16th century. Gokewell Priory Farm was built on the site of the former Gokewell P...
	8.3 However, there is potential for below-ground remains of ancillary structures and features associated with the former medieval Gokewell Priory to be present within the areas proposed for development. The potential extent of this area is demonstrate...
	8.4 Beyond the former Gokewell Priory there is no proven evidence for medieval activity within the Site. No above-ground remains of ridge and furrow earthworks survive within the Site.
	8.5 Two possible medieval stock enclosures (MLS21943, MLS21941) of low archaeological value (or potential geological origin) and two nearby partial circular features of unknown origin (A1, A2) are suggested within the Site by cropmarks.
	8.6 The Site also contains a slight ovoid possible earthwork enclosure preserved within the woodland of Little Crow Covert (MLS22780). Its origin and nature are currently unknown, and it does not appear to extend above-ground into the open-field area ...
	8.7 An undated limestone wall (MLS21242) was recorded adjacent to the B1027 in the northeastern part of the Site. However, this area adjacent to a public road is unlikely to see groundworks which would impact upon this asset.
	8.8 Potential below-ground remains relating to a former WWII Heavy Anti-Aircraft Battery (MLS21408) could potentially survive within the eastern portion of the Site.
	8.9 There is no current evidence to suggest that significant constraints are present across the majority of the Site.
	Setting Assessment
	8.10 Designated and non-designated assets within the Site and its vicinity have been considered within this baseline. It has been assessed that the proposed Site does not form part of the setting of the designated heritage assets which contributes to ...
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	NGR
	LegacyUID
	Grade
	Name
	ListEntry
	SE 95066 11064
	165975
	II
	SPRINGWOOD COTTAGE
	1083734
	SE 96985 10327
	165983
	II
	BROUGHTON GRANGE FARMHOUSE
	1083736
	SE 96194 08716
	165992
	II
	66, HIGH STREET
	1083740
	SE 96076 08640
	165994
	II
	CHURCHGATES
	1083741
	SE 96036 08625
	165995
	I
	CHURCH OF ST MARY
	1161801
	SE 95042 11070
	165976
	II
	STABLE APPROXIMATELY 20 METRES NORTH EAST OF SPRINGWOOD COTTAGE
	1310038
	SE 96079 08683
	165993
	II
	THE HOLLIES
	1309931
	SE 95607 09138
	165982
	II
	STONE COTTAGE AND ADJOINING OUTBUILDINGS
	1310013
	SE 93654 08114
	165707
	II
	RAVENTHORPE FARMHOUSE
	1346807
	COACH HOUSE/STABLES APPROXIMATELY 10 METRES EAST OF BROUGHTON GRANGE FARMHOUSE
	SE 97005 10340
	165984
	II
	1346496
	SE 96158 08664
	493248
	II
	BROUGHTON WAR MEMORIAL
	1391424
	SE 94001 12784
	165977
	II
	Low Santon Farmhouse
	1346494
	SE 94001 12824
	165978
	II
	Barn Approximately 30 Metres North of Low Santon Farmhouse
	1310004
	NGR
	LegacyUID
	Name
	ListEntry
	SE 93595 07948
	Raventhorpe medieval settlement earthworks immediately south west of Raventhorpe Farm
	32621
	1016426
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	APPENDIX 6.3 VIEWPOINT ASSESSMENT
	INTRODUCTION
	This Appendix provides an assessment of the visual effects of the Proposed Development from a selection of 11 viewpoints during the operational phase. For each of the assessment viewpoints a short description is given of the baseline view followed by ...
	During the construction phase of the Proposed Development there would be additional visual effects in relation to construction activities including the movement of plant on site. The construction activity on site would be visible for a brief period, a...
	Viewpoint 1: Footpath 214, near Little Crow Covert

	This viewpoint is taken from the western portion of an unsurfaced farm track that provides access for farm machinery through the site area. It leads from the B1207 to the east of the site, past the chicken farm complex on the eastern boundary of the s...
	Views are currently gained over the arable fields, which are largely open of field boundaries. The Scunthorpe Steelworks dominate the skyline including the rolling mills, chimneys and cooling towers. Views of the industrial form are broken in part by ...
	In the assessment criteria as set out in Appendix 6.1, users of public rights of way are considered to have high sensitivity to a change in their view. The proposed solar farm would occupy all of the foreground views in this location beyond the access...
	Viewpoint 2: Footpath 214, south eastern boundary of the site

	This viewpoint is taken from the eastern end of the public right of way, Footpath 214 as it emerges from the dense, enclosed woodland of West Wood into the site area. To the west, the footpath continues along the woodland edge as marked in the viewpoi...
	The proposed solar panels would be located in the foreground, beyond an offset at this position from the adjacent woodland. Views of the adjacent security fencing would be softened by proposed native hedgerows. The margin between the boundary and the ...
	Viewpoint 3: Footpath 212, near Raventhorpe Farm

	This public right of way, Footpath 212 runs to the south of the site area from the duelled A18 to the south west. It runs along the southern edge of the woodland to the south of the site, through Mamby Wood to the east, exiting in the settlement Broug...
	Existing views from this point on the footpath, (approximately 500m south of the site) as it crosses under the overhead powerline running above the arable field, are dominated by the extensive complex of the Scunthorpe Steel Works to the east. Views t...
	In the assessment criteria as set out in Appendix 6.1, users of public rights of way are considered to have high sensitivity to a change in their view. The potential view corridor towards the site is so limited the potential magnitude of change is jud...
	Viewpoint 4: Risby Road, near High Risby

	This viewpoint is located approximately 4.5km north east of the site, within an area the Screened ZTV indicates potential views of the site area may be available. The viewpoint is located on a minor road which runs to the settlement of Appleby from Wi...
	The field boundary adjacent to the road is sparse, allowing views over the adjacent arable field. Further to the south lies Risby Warren an area of rough grassland containing some areas of scrub. To the north of the site area is Santon Wood a deep are...
	Users of minor roads which do not appear to be used primarily for recreational activities or for the specific enjoyment of the landscape are considered in the assessment criteria at Appendix 6.1 to be of medium sensitivity. The intervening mature wood...
	Viewpoint 5: A1029, Winterton Road, Scunthorpe

	This viewpoint is located approximately 4km north west of the site area. Winterton Road at this point, runs through an industrial area to the north of Scunthorpe. On the western side of the road are a series of industrial units and on the eastern side...
	Users of minor roads which do not appear to be used primarily for recreational activities or for the specific enjoyment of the landscape are considered in the assessment criteria at Appendix 6.1 to be of medium sensitivity. People engaged in industria...
	Viewpoint 6: Lakeside Parkway, Scunthorpe

	This viewpoint is taken from approximately 2.3km to the south west of the site area to the south of a new area of housing and commercial units including the Lakeside Retail Park. Views towards the site include the large buildings on the southern side ...
	Users of minor roads which do not appear to be used primarily for recreational activities or for the specific enjoyment of the landscape are considered in the assessment criteria at Appendix 6.1 to be of medium sensitivity. The intervening industrial ...
	Viewpoint 7: Holme Lane, Overbridge of M180 motorway

	The M180 motorway is located to the south of the site. This viewpoint is taken from an overbridge, (approximately 3.2km south west of the site) providing access to the settlement of Messingham to the south west from Holme Lane, a minor road which runs...
	Views towards the site, from the elevated overbridge, are limited by vegetation growing on the adjacent embankment. Behind the close range vegetation lies the Steelworks complex. To the north east the existing Raventhorpe Solar Farm is visible in the ...
	Users of minor roads which do not appear to be used primarily for recreational activities or for the specific enjoyment of the landscape are considered in the assessment criteria at Appendix 6.1 to be of medium sensitivity. The intervening industrial ...
	Viewpoint 8:  Central Park, Scunthorpe

	This viewpoint is from within Scunthorpe Central Park located approximately 4.3km east of the site area. The park is furnished with numerous mature trees, providing containment to a network of pathways. The viewpoint photograph is taken from the centr...
	People undertaking slow paced recreational activities which derive pleasure from an appreciation of the setting such as walking and sitting in a park are considered in the assessment criteria at Appendix 6.1 to be of high sensitivity. The strong tree ...
	Viewpoint 9:  Carr Lane, near Worlaby Carrs Farm

	This viewpoint is located within open farmland approximately 4km to the east of the site area in a portion of the landscape indicated by the screened ZTV to have the potential to gain views of the site area and the proposed solar panels. The viewpoint...
	The ground on which the site area is located rises to the west over the limestone plateaux forming a scarp slope within the site area to the west. Containment of this higher ground is provided by the extensive woodland surrounding the site area to the...
	Users of minor roads which do not appear to be used primarily for recreational activities or for the specific enjoyment of the landscape are considered in the assessment criteria at Appendix 6.1 to be of medium sensitivity. The mature woodland vegetat...
	Viewpoint 10:  Holme Lane, Messingham

	The settlement of Messingham is located approximately 5.3 km to the south west of the site. Holme Lane runs adjacent to the northern extents of the village. An area of playing fields are located to the north east of the viewpoint position on the edge ...
	Users of minor roads which do not appear to be used primarily for recreational activities or for the specific enjoyment of the landscape are considered in the assessment criteria at Appendix 6.1 to be of medium sensitivity, people engaged in recreatio...
	Viewpoint 11: B1207, south of Appleby

	This viewpoint is located to the south west of the settlement of Appleby approximately 3.6km north of the site. The B1207, Ermine Street is lined with an intermittent hedgerow and occasional hedgerow trees. This road follows the line of a Roman Road, ...
	Users of minor roads which do not appear to be used primarily for recreational activities or for the specific enjoyment of the landscape are considered in the assessment criteria at Appendix 6.1 to be of medium sensitivity. The mature woodland vegetat...






