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NONTECHNICAL SUMMARY

AOC Archaeology Group was commissione@lyicoUKDevelopment Ltdo undertake & Archaeological
DeskBased Assessme(@BAYelatingtoa/ I NBI 2 F f | ydRessmiérs BuBnda®yid S NIN® (8 § SR
anextension to Scout Moor Wind FarifheAssessment Boundaryostly upland moorland, located between
Rochdale and Rawtenstall and straddling the county boundary of Greater Manchester and Lancashire (centred
at NGR SD 8555 185%heAssessment Boundaligs within the local authority administrative areaf
RochdaleMetropolitan Borough Council and Rossendale Borough Council

This PreliminanArchaeologicaDBA sets out the findings af initial phase of deskased research and
walkover survey, undertaken to review the current archaeological baseline. It is based primarily on initial
review of current HER/NHLE data, alongside historical mapaaral photographynd other online sources
pertaining tothe Assessment Boundagand a surrounding 1km Study Area.

A further, Detailed ArchaeologicBBAwill be completedo inform the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
and Environmental Statement (E8)rder to allow refinement of the preliminary baseline data and the
development of a better understanding of the archaeological resource within the Assessment Boundary. This
will allowfuller and more nuanceientification and assessment of potential direct effects on the
archaeological resource and will inform the development of a suitable mitigation strategy if required.

This phase of the assessment has established that the relevant Historic Environment Re&drdgurrently

record the presence d201knownarchaeologicaheritage assets within the Assessment Boundary. Comparison
of the currently available information with historical mapping, LIiDAR data, aerial imagery and the results of the
17 previous archaeological investigations that are recorded as having takennpthtgextended into the
Assessment Boundary has determirtbe likely presence of additional archalegical features within the
Assessment Boundatkat are not currently recorded. Mapping the location and character of these features
(and any others identified through consultation of additional documentary sources, historical and landscape
datasets), along with further walkover survey, will form pafrthe upcomingdetailed phase of archaeological
assessment and will enable the establishment of a robust baseline understanding of the archaeological
resource.

Currently recorded archaeological remains include evidence of prehistoric activity Asfessment Boundary
(including Mesolithic and Neolithic lithic finds and possible caatiepugh the landscape is dominated most
visibly by extensive remains of pasiedieval sandstone and coal extraction, with postdieval agricultural
remains evident around the downslogegnge of the open moorland. A number of boundary markers are also
present, along with Rooley Moor Road, which represents an older routeway iewdiy a 19-century public
works scheme. The moorland plateau includes extensive peat deposits.

Based on the current evidence, it is considered probable that unrecorded and/or hitherto unknown (buried)
archaeological remairare likely tobe presentwithin the Assessment Boundarglong with peat deposits that

are likely to contain palaeoenvironmental information. Any such archaeological remains that may be present
are most likely to be associated with prehistoric or postdieval activity. Although most of the of the later
remairs are considered to be of low heritage significance individuallynittisd thatcumulativelythey form a
coherent and legibleesource at the landscape scale.

The DetailedBAwill accompany the ES and will set out assessment of the significance of identified heritage
assets and the potential for impacts on them resulting from the Project for Assessment. The findings of the DBA

© AOC Archaeology Group 2024 6| www.aocarchaeology.com
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will be incorporated into the EIA process, in order to minimise the potential for impacts on the archaeological
record. Recommendations regarding any necessary mitigation measures will also be made.

1.8 In accordancevith national and local planning policies on heritage, additional intrusive archaeological
evaluation works may be required. Any decision relating to the requirement for and scope of further works
would be made bysreater Manchester Archaeological Advisory Service (GMAAS) and Lancashire County
Council Historic Environment Team (LCCHiSTadvisors to the local planning authorities on archaeological
matters.
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I E——

2 INTRODUCTION

2.1 Assessment Boundary

2.1.1 AOCArchaeology Group was commissioneddubico UK Development Lol undertake a DesBased
AssessmentDBAYegarding the Scout Moor Wind Farm Extensiok S NB | RAss&sddent Bokirlany
Figure 1)TheAssessment Boundalies within theadministrative areas of twincal authorites: Rochdale
Metropolitan Borough Council and Rossendale Borough Council.

2.1.2 TheAssessment Boundappmprisedandto the northwest ofRochdaleandlies withinan area oupland
moorandtypical of e South Pennines (National Character Area 36; Natural England ROict) of theland
within the Assessment Boundaigicommon land in use for rough graziagd is under extensive areas of
blanket bog and upland acid grasslaesdssed by aetwork of public rights of wayl helandscapés
characterisedby frequent historical remains of extractive industries (predominantly sandstone quarrying and
smaltscale coal miningwith several quarries remaining active in the surrounding afde existingscout
Moor Windfarm, consisting d26 turbines and two associatetasts,extends acrosgVhittle Hill and Knowl
Moor to the west of theAssessment Boundarywo of the extant turbines on Hail Storm Hill stand within the
current Assessment Boundary.

2.2 Development Proposal

2.2.1 This archaeological DBA relates to a proposed extension to Scout Moor WindTRafnoject for Assessment
will include

wSite securement;

wEnabling works and establishment of a temporary laydown area / construction compound;
wEarthworks to enable the creation of site access tracks, hardstands and other infrastructure;
wFormation of drainage features and creation of outfall(s);

wEarthworks and operations to create turbine foundations, crane pads (alongside associated landscaping), and
possible excavation of borrow pits;

wWind turbine erection;

winstallation of electrical connections and construction of substation / control facility;

wTurbine commissioning and testing;

wDecommissioning of temporary constructioompound, reinstatement of borrow pits, and site finishes;
wHabitat management / peatland enhancement works;

wWind farm operational fod0 years; and

wDecommissioning of wind farm.

2.2.2 The proposed access to thssessment Boundaduring the constructiorstagewill be from the west, with the
proposed grid connection running north and then west from the northern edge oAsessment Boundary
(see Figure 1).

2.3  Topographicabnd Geological Conditions

2.3.1 TheAssessment Boundagxtends across an upland moorland plateau that slopes slightly down towards the
south; the highest ground lies along a rounded ridge that extends from the western side A$sbesment

[
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Boundaryinto its centre, with elevations of ¢c. 477m above Ordnance Datum (aOD) on Cowpe Moss and c.

474m aOD at Top of Leagdhmore irregular ridgeforming the eastern watershed of the Naden Valkextends

south from Top of Leach, via Top of Pike (398m aOD) towards Hunger Hill (318m aOD) at the southern end of

the Assessment Boundaryhe plateau is drained by a series of approximately radial watercourses that have
incisedsmall\ K LISR @l tfSea oly2e¢y 20 2lattad andhicRalel Ka Q0 A
tributaries of the surrounding valleybat contain dense ribbon settlement associated with postdieval

industrial growth(particularly evident to the east, north and west of the platea@h the upper valley sides, a

fringe of improved, often rushy, pasture surrounds the edge of the open moorland, enclosed by drystone walls

of local sandstone; these fields extend into the Assessment Boundary along parts of the eastern and northern
edges 6 the Assessment Boundary

2.3.2 Thel:50,000 scale geological mappiBGS 2024hows that theAssessment Boundahgs within an areaf
Carboniferous rocks thatisplay a compledistributiondue to frequent faultingthe bedrock across the araa
dominated byvarious sand and gritstones, withudstones, siltstones and grey sandstones of the Pennine
Lower CoaMeasures also presentiultiple faults across théssessment Boundagye generally aligned NW
SEand coincidewith distinct change# bedrock strata as well as geomorphological features such as water
courses.

2.3.3 Althoughmappingundergroundstrataat this scald@nevitablyhas limitationsjt provides usail indications
relating tothe likelihood and distribution afurvivingarchaeological remains and historical land ,useth
directly (e.g. in terms of the distribution of caal stone extractioractivity)and indirectly (e.gvia current
surface habitatsincludingpeat distribution with implications for the survival and visibility of buried remains
The western and central areas of tAssessment Boundagye underlainpredominantly byrocks of the
Rossendale Formation, includiRgpugh Rock Sandstoned@arsegrained feldspathic sandstonahd Upper
Haslingden Flagas wells abeds ofsiltstones mudstonesseatearths andhin coal seamsThesoutheastern
(centred on Top of Pike) and northeastéNE of a linalongFern Isle BrogkOld Sink Slack aride eastern
sides of Hamer Hill and Top of Leaghgrts of theAssessment Boundagre underlain byhe PennineLower
Coal Measures Formatiponomprisingnterbedded mudstones and siltstones, and sandstones (including
Milnrow Sandstone, Darwen Flags, Ganister Rocks, Woodhead Hill Rocks, Great Arc Sandstone and Helpet Edge
Sandstone).

2.3.4 The samaeological mapping records no superficial deposits across much éfsgessment Boundary
althoughlarge areas of peat amapped across the high groungimall, dcalisedhead deposit@andmore
recent landslip depositg.g. around the sides of the Naden Valley) refthetsteep hillsides andften
waterlogged ground conditionsvhile Devensian till and glaciofluvishnds and gravels occur on the lower
slopes of the surroundinige-deepenedvalleysand, in a fewplaces extend a short distance into the
Assessment Boundary (e.g. on the nerhside of Hunger Hjll

2.3.5 The BGS (2024) recortiee locations otwo historical boreholes from withithe Assessment Boundary
(SD81NE11 at Top of Pike Hill; SD81N®¥owpe Mosshowever,the results of neither are publicly
available Where results are available fronarous boreholesocated a short distance outsidee Assessment
Boundary(e.g. SD8YE62; SD81INWSD8INEXBD81NE14}hey largelyshowmultiple layers okuperficial
deposits and sedimentary bedrock as outlined by geelogical mapping.

2.3.6 Itis well established thahe waterlogged, acidiand anaerobic conditionassociated with peat deposits in
good condition can facilitate the survival afchaeological remains and palaeoenvironmepaxies.Peat
depth survey and modelling carried out in association with the Project for Assessment (Hammond 2024)

© AOC Archaeology Group 2024 9|| www.aocarchaeology.com
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indicate that peat deposits (of various depths) are widespread acrosasbsessment Boundaandare both
deepest and most extensive across the northwestern and northeastern @hasgh it isrecognisedhat
turbines will not be placed ilocations where peat deposits are anticipated to be greater than itrshould be
noted that theareas of peat correlate well with the distribution dfibket bog habitat, also mapped across the
peat survey area (Hammond 20245 would be expectedhese areas also correspond'® Y LJaréasin

terms of thedistribution ofcurrently known heritage asseiscluded in the HER data. iSidemonstrates that

in terms of earthworks, standing remains and surface fitfus knownarchaeological resourds likely tobe
influenced bycurrent visibilityand reinforced by modern patterns of land use and accessiftlighould also

be borne in mind that thelistribution of bog, grassland, and indeed wooded, habi(atsich have inevitably
influenced the distribution of past activityjave notremained constant over time.

2.3.7 Archaeological investigations in advance of the construction of Scout Moor Win¢Earent 1110)ncluded
pollen analysis of samplésken from a location close to the access route at the western side of the
AssessmenBoundary, whicldemonstrated the survival of high concentrations of wekserved polle, and
radiocarbon dating of the earliegieatin the samplevas successfully undertakeBeomorphological and
palaeoenvironmental assessmentadnditions acrosparts of the easternsideof the Assessment Boundary
hasalsobeen undertake{Headland Archaeology 201dased on the results &1 auger coredMore detailed
analysis of the implications of these results for thevival of and potential impacten the archaeological
resource withinthe Assessment Boundary will be incorporated itite proposed detailed DBA and relevant
findings taken into account in the EIA aB8.

2.4 Government and.ocal Planning Policiesand Guidance
Legislative Framework

2.4.1 Parliamentary legislation for Scheduled Monuments and other buried archaeological remains is provided by
the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas1®it9. The most recent legislation, the Levelling Up and
Regeneration Act 2023, includes provision for designated heritage assets including Scheduled Monuments,
Listed Buildings and Registered Parks and Gardens, as well as placing a Statutory dutyRiariricg!
Authorities to maintain Historic Environment Records (HERs). With regard to World Heritage Sites, Scheduled
az2ydzySyidasz wSIAaGSNBR t I NJ & dihgrRAreds] oNdhe iyiciuded in &RgisterO i S R
maintained by the Historic Bdihgs and Monuments Commission for England [Historic Eng)&wdttion 102
of the 2023 Act amends Section 58 of the Town and Country Planning Actolid@ude a new section,

Section 58Bwhich states that:

In considering whether to grant planning permission or permission in principle for the development of land in
England which affects a relevant asset or its setting, the local planning authority or (as the case may be) the
Secretary of State must have s@dcegard to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the asset or its setting
(Town and Country Planning Act 198kction 58 as amended by LURA 2023, Section 102).

2.4.2 The Public Services (Social Value) AcR2@uires contractors, and their supply chains, to consider not only
cost when commissioning or procuring services but also how they can make a positive economic, social and / or
environmental impact and suppliers are required to set out their proposalddlivering social value that
results in positive benefits to communities through a development. In terms of heritage and archaeology, social
value can alsbeNBE ¥ S NNJpublic hehefd HaIHC SMCHLG iveDocument CIfA 202&; Mann2023).

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

2.4.3 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPFpulasshed by the Department for Levelling Up, Housing
and Communities (RIHC) andastupdatedin DecembeR023® ¢ KS bt t C aSda 2dzi GKS D2

© AOC Archaeology Group 2024 10| www.aocarchaeology.com
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policies for England and how these should be applied. It provides a framework within which-poepbyed

plans for development can be produced and assessed. Chapter 16 NPRE. & O2y OSNY SR A G K W
FYR SyKIyOAy3a (GKS KAadz2NRO Sy @bnNBphadeshbie teSodgcéndinotksRSy G A T
that they éshould be conserved in a manner appropriate to their significance, so that they can be enjoyed for

their contribution to the quality of life of existing and future generatéofl. UHQ023, para195).

244 2 KSNB RSaA3dylrGSR FaasSia INBE O2yOSNYySR aANBFG gSAIKG
AYLRNIIFYd GKS FaasSd GKS 3INBFGISNI 6KS ¢SA3IKG aK2dzZ R 0
NBadzZ & FNRY SAGKENRSARANEOSRAKSNDG I &2V aasSid 2N I OK.
IfSINIFYR O2y@AYyOAYy 3 2dzZAGATAO A2y ® {dzoadGlydAalf KINY
f 3ANIRS LL fA3a0GSR 0dAfRAY3I&EAT 2N SNOBBUGARYNBIAAGSNEF
1 FraasSia 2F GKS KAIKSald arayAaAFTAOryOSz: y2iGlo0fté& aOKSF

oFddt STAStRAY 3INIRS L YR LLF tAA0SR 0dzAf RAy3Iasz :
I SNAGFAS {AGS&az aKadINIcbem K2ttt e SEOSLIIAZ2YI

245 WSIMNENR L2 &l f& GKFEG FNB LINBRAOGSR (2 tSIFR (2 adzomaidly
RSaAdyl §SR | amaSid di Stal2NDIKF NOLIOK yw y 3 | dzi K2NAGAS&a akKzdzZ R
RSY2yaidNI SR GKIG GKS adzmadlydAlt KFENY 2N G2aGFft € 23&:
2dz0 6 SAIK { KEK OSKIRNNND d2NIGKE RO St 2 LIYSY G LINRPLI2Zalf gAff &
KENY (G2 GKS aA3yATADONWDOS NBEIKIG Soh KA KT VIl INYR aIKRHE R 0
GKS Lzt A0 o0SySTAGa 2F GKS LINRLRAlFE Ay OtdzAIRAE ¢
H 0O ©

2.4.6 Impacts upon nofdesignated heritage assets are also a pertinent planning consideration; Parag@&pta3
that din weighing applications that directly or indirectly affect raesignated heritage assets, a balanced
judgement will be required having regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the significance of the heritage
asset (ibid, para 2®).

2.4.7 Where a heritage asset is to be lost, either in part or in whole, as a result of the development, the local
planningauthority should require developers twecord and advance understanding of the significance of any
heritage assets to be lost (wholly or in part) in a manner proportionate to their importance and the impact, and
to make this evidence (and any archive generated) publicly accéggiidepara 211).

2.4.8 The NPPF sets out three objectives to achieving sustainable development: economic, social; and environmental
(ibid, para 8). Proposals for social value/public benefit can contribute to developments achieving these
objectives. In terms of heritage and aréwdogy,éPlans should set out a positive strategy for the conservation
and enjoyment of the historic environment, including heritage assets most at risk through neglect, decay or
other threatg (ibid, para 196). Any proposal for a social value/public barstfategy should take into account:

a) the desirability obustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets, and putting them to
viable uses consistent with their conservation;

b) the wider social, cultural, economic and environmental benefits that conservation of the historic
environment can bring;

c) the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local character and distinctiveness;
and
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24.9

2.4.10

24.11

2.4.12

2.4.13

d) opportunities to draw on the contribution made by the historic environment to the character of a place
(ibid).

Planning Practice Guidand®PG)

Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) was published Bt@@kpand upon the NPRiad is updated periodically

though the section on the Historic Environment was last updated on tFeJaB 2019. Section 18a of the

JdzA Ry OS A a daRdS0/SKINYYSARA yoh (IKy RV 02 y a S Nig/Gyidhncd hotes tiah & G 2 N C
oconservation is an active process of maintenance and managing change. It requires a flexible and thoughtful
approach to get the best out of assets as diverse as listed buildings in everyday use and as yet undiscovered,
undesignated buried remains of arctdegical interest (DLUHC &MHCLG.ive Document

PPG requires assessments to consider the potential for harnpaf@seddevelopment on heritage assets in

order to understand the impact on the significance of the heritage asset. Where designated heritage assets will
be impacted upon, the PPG requires the assessment to clearly state whether that harm will be substantial or
less than substantial (ibid, para 18).

When considering whether a proposal would cause substantial harm to a designated asset the PPG observes
that:

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 affects a key elemertits special architectural or historic interest. It is the degree of harm to the
FadaSiQa aArAayAFTAOrYyOS NIYUGKSNI GKFIYy (GKS aolrftsS 2F (GKS R
works to the asset or from development within its setting.

While the impact of total destruction is obvious, partial destruction is likely to have a considerable impact but,
depending on the circumstances, it may stilldss than substantial harm or conceivably not harmful at all, for
example, when removing later additions to historic buildings where those additions are inappropriate and harm
GKS o0dzZAf RAYy3aQ AAAYATFAOFIYyOSod { A Yelafe likblj té cRusasl@slthaa G K (|
substantial harm or no harm at all. However, even minor works have the potential to cause substantial harm,
depending on the nature of their impact on the asset and its sefiioidj).

PPG provides a definition and guidance for public benefit where a development can achieve sustainable

objectives (DLUHC 203%ra 8) and where there is the potential for harm to heritage assets. PPG states that
GKIit{Mzod AO 0SySTAla aKz2dzZ R FflR2YR TINRIY(ishaSye bRl aE R RS J
scale to be of benefit to the public at large and not just be a private benefit. However, benefits do not always

have to be visible or accessible to the public in order to be genuine pahlichRALUHCE& MCHLUG/e

Documeni.

LocalPlanning Policies

TheAssessment Boundaligs within the administrative aressof RochdaleMetropolitan Borough Council and
Rossendale Borough CounBiblicieselevant to cultural heritage conservation are outlinedthe Rochdale
Borough Unitary Development Plan 192616 (Rochdale Metropolitan Borough Council 2006) and the
Rossendale Local Plan 2e4@36 (Rossendale Borough Council 2021). Although the former is dated 1996 to
2016, it is still in place until a ndacal plan has been adopted. Policies relevant to the scope of this
assessment are as follows:

Rochdale Borough Unitary Development Plan 192316
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Policy BE/1@ Development Affecting Archaeological Sites and Ancient Monuments

WyOASY(lG az2ydzySyida IyR airaidsSa 2F | NOKIS2f23A0Ft AydSN
should be conserved as far as possible. The effects of development proposals on archaeological value must be
assessed and evaluated before planning applications are determined and the County Archaeological Sites and
Monuments Record (SMR) is a reference for this purpose

The development control process provides an opportunity to suggest amendments to a proposal to protect a
site or allow monitoring during development. In certain cases archaeological mitigation may be required. For
example, where the local planning authgridecides that the physical preservation in situ of known sites is not
justified and that development should proceed, the developer may be required to make appropriate provision
for the excavation and recording of remains. This can be achieved throughngamnditions and legal
agreements reached between appropriate parties. The policy applies to sites scheduled as being of national
importance and all other known sites and monuments. Although the Department for Culture, Media and Sport
(DCMS) is ultimate responsible for the protection of scheduled sites and monuments, the Council needs to
ensure the protection of other sites. The Council will consult with Greater Manchester Archaeological Unit,
English Heritage and DCMS as appropriate in respect abaiigit or implied threat to a site. It should be
recognised that proposals which do not require planning permission can have an impact on sites and their
settings and it may be appropriate to use planning legislation to bring minor works and develagmdent
planning contraR

Rossendale Local Plan 202936
Strategic Policy ENV2: Historic Environment

Whe Council will support proposals which conserve or, where appropriate, enhance the historic environment of
Rossendale.

Particular consideration will be given to ensure that the significance of those elements of the historic
SYGANRYYSyYyil 6KAOK O2y(iNAROdziS Yzaild G2 GKS . 2NRdJdZAKQa |
These include:

1 The legacy of mill buildings and their associated infrastructure including engine houses, chimneys and
YAttt ft2R3ISEAT IyR (GKS NBtlFIiA2yaKAL G2 ySFNbe SN

f ¢KS AYTFNIAaGNHzOGdzNE | 3a20AFGSR 6AGK GKS . 2NRdzZIKQA
9 Historic Landscape.

Proposals affecting a designated heritage asset (or an archaeological site of national importance) should
conserve thoselements which contribute to its significance. Less than substantial harm to such elements will
be permitted only where this is clearly justified and outweighed by the public benefits of the proposal.
Substantial harm or total loss to the significance diesignated heritage asset (or an archaeological site of
national importance) will be permitted only in exceptional circumstances. Where permission is granted for a
development which would result in the partial or total loss of a designated heritage appetyval will be
conditional upon the asset being fully recorded and the information deposited with the Historic Environment
Record (HER).

Proposals which would remove, harm or undermine the significance of-designated heritage asset will only
be permitted where the benefits asensidered sufficient to outweigh the harm
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The historic landscape of the Borough should be protected and any proposals which would impact on its
qualities or functions will be assessed according to policy ENV3.

Where the proposal affects (natesignated) archaeological sites of less than national importance it should
conserve those elements which contribute to their significance in line with the importance of the remains. In
those cases where development affegtsuch sites is acceptable in principle, mitigation of damage will be
ensured through the preservation of the remains in situ as a preferred solution. When in situ preservation is not
justified, the developer will be required to make adequate provisioaxcavation and recording before or

during development, the findings of which should be deposited with the Historic EnvironmentRecord

2.5 PlanningConsiderations

2.5.1 The local planning authorés of RochdaleéMetropolitan Borough Councdnd Rossendale Borou@ouncil are
advised on archaeological matters by the Greater Manchester Archaeological Advisory Service (8dAAS)
Lancashire County Council Historic Environment Team (LCreldaadtively.

2.5.2 There are201knownarchaeologicaheritage assets recorded within the Assessment Boundary by the HERs
and 1269assets within the 1km Studyrea(see Figur@ and Gazetteer)

2.5.3 Catley Lane Head Conservation Area (Asset 22) extends into southern tip of the Assessment Boundary and
includes a section of Rooley Moor Road (Asset 828).

2.5.4 An additionalConservation Area (Prickshaw and Broadley Foidfurther 21 Grade Il Listed Buildindje
within 1km of theAssessment Boundario World Heritage Sites, Scheduled Monuments, Registered
Battlefields or Registered Parks and Gardarespresentwithin the Assessment Boundaor the surrounding
Study Area.

2.5.5 Note that this assessmerns$ concerned with th@otential forimpacts on archaeological remaingthin the
Assessment Boundanpny anticipated impacts on the settings of upstanding heritage assets will be considered
separately in the ElASand accompanying Built Heritage Appraisal

2.6 Limitations of Scope

2.6.1 This assessment is based upon data obtained from publicly accessible archives as describ@dta Soeirces
in Section 4.2Data fom the National Heritage List for EnglafidHLEvas downloadedan the 29 of
September 2024Data provided byhe Greater Manchesteand LancashirdedERsvere receivedon the 23
September2024and 18" Septemberrespectively The information presented in the gazetteer regarding known
heritageassets is current tthesedates.

2.6.2 It should be noted that the report has been prepared under the express instructions and solely for the use of
Cubico Uk Development Ltohd their partners. All the work carried outtinis report is based upon AOC
I NOKF S2f 238 DNRAzLIQ& LINE F S a aokc@nehtOctohey2@2dandrlledat UniggdR  dzy RS
Kingdom standards and codéschnology,and legislation

2.6.3 Changes in these areas may occur in the future and cause changes to the conclusiongyraldeice
recommendations given. AOC Archaeology Group does not accept responsibility for abwiteggr
associated parties of the facts or implicationsaafy such changes in the future.

3 AIMS ANDOBJECTIVES

31 The aim of this assessment is to identify the cultural heritage vafitiee Assessment BoundaryThe evidence
presented and the conclusions offered will provide a comprehensive basis for further discussion and decisions
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regarding heritage constraints on the future development af tAnd within theAssessment Boundaand for
the formulation of further mitigation strategy, should this be required.

3.2 The objectiveso be undertaken in pursuing this study will be focused on the heritage significance of the land
at the Project for Assessmerithis will be done by examining a variety of evidence for upstanding and buried
remains of heritage interest includinryorld Heritage Sites, Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings,
Conservation Areas, Registered Parks and Gardens, Registered Battlefielgishamblogicaheritage assets
up to 1kmof the Assessment Boundaryhe assessment is based upon data obtained from publicly accessible
sourcesas described iData SourceéSection 4.2).

4 METHODOLOGY
4.1 Standards

4.1.1 The scope of this assessment meets the requirementsuofent planning regulations set out in the Planning
Practice Guidancd{UHC & MICLG.ive Documen)t National Planning Policy Framewok. JHQR023);
Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act, 1979; Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas)
Act, 1990 and Town and Country Planning Act, 1990 as amended by the Layeling Regeneration Act,
2023; and local planning paiis.

4.1.2 AOC Archaeology Group conforms to the standards of professional conduct outlined in the Chartered Institute
for Archaeologists' (Clf&ode of Condu¢CIfA 2@2), the CIfAStandard and Guidance for Commissioning
Work or Providing Consultancy Advice on Archaeology and the Historic Envir¢@ifier2@0a), the CIfA
Standards and Guidance for Historic Environment Besled Assessmer(iSIfA 2Q0b), the CIfARegulations
for Professional Condu@EIfA 2021), and other relevant guidance.

4.1.3 AOC Archaeology Group is a Registered Organisation of the CIfA. This status ensures that there is regular
monitoring and approval by external peers of our internal systestadardsand skills development.

414 ' h/ A& L{h dnamYunmp | OONBRAGSRE Ay NXBO23ayAlGA2Y 27F
4.2 Data Sources

4.2.1 The following sources were consulted during the preparation ofgdhgessment:

1 1 A&ad2NRO 9Nambhal HeRage Lisofdr Bngland (NHIE)r designatedheritageasset data
for statutory designations

i  TheGreater Manchesteand LancashirélER (GMHER and LHERpr records of designated and
archaeological heritagassets and previous archaeologicaerventions

1 Rochdale Borough Couneifor details of thePrickshaw and Broadley Folahd Catley Lane Hea
ConservatiorAreas;

9 The National Library oScotland (NLS), Old Maps Online, and the British Library ¢Bd) historical
Ordnance Survey (OS) and fdednance Survey mapping.

1 TheArchaeological Data Service (ADSpr heritage data including grey literature repodsad
archaeological journals;

1 | 9 Baiial Photo Explorer (APEX3nd The National Collection of Aerial Photography (NCARBbsites
- for historic and modern aerial photography

1  The Environment Agencyfor publiclyavailable LiDARata coveringthe Assessment Boundary
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1  Google Earth Prefor current and historical satellite imagery of thssessment Boundary

1  British Geological SurvefBGS} for information pertaining tothe geological character of the
Assessment Boundgry

1  Other relevantonline resources for archaeological and/or historic information about thssessment
Boundaryand surrounding area.

4.3 Report Structure

4.3.1 Each heritage asset referred to in the text is listed in the Gazeitte&ppendiX2 and mappedon Figures 2 5.
Alllocations of previous archaeological investigatioBse(ts) referenced are also detailed within the
accompanying gazetteeAppendix2) andare mappedn the same figuresEach has been assigned an
W1 FEvéntNumber unique to thisassessment, and the Gazetteer includes information regarding the type,
period, grid reference, HER number, protective designation, and other descriptive information, as derived from
the consulted sources.

4.3.2 Allcurrently recordedeatures of potential heritage significance located withidkmradius of theAssessment
Boundaryhave been included in the assessment. The aim of this is to help predict whether any, sithitato
unknown archaeological remains survive within th&sessment Boundary

4.3.3 All sources consulted during the assessment, including publications, archived records, photographic and
cartographic evidence, are listed amongst the Refereimt&ection’.

4.4 Assessment Criteria

4.4.1 The assessment aims to identify the known and likely archaeological potential lainithevithin the
Assessment Boundagnd the relative value or importance of such a resource / asset. The criteria for assessing
these factors are laid out in detail Appendixl.

4.4.2 The criteria for assessing archaeological potential are expressed in this report as ranging between the scales of
High, Medium, Low and Uncertain, criteria for which are also notépjpendix1.

4.4.3 Levels of importance in the report are expressed as ranging between the scales of High, Medium, Low,
Negligible and Unknown. The importanceanthaeologicaheritage assets is determined firstly by reference to
existing designations for example Scheduled Monuments are already classified as Nationally Important and
therefore of High importance. Farchaeological heritagassets where no designation has previously been
assigned, the likely importance of that resource has been based upon the availaldacv&hd professional
knowledge and judgement.

4.4.4  The likely magnitude of the impact of the workssociated with the Project for Assessmandetermined by
identifying the degree of chandgeom the Project for Assessmeniponii KS W6l 4SSt Ay SiendO2y RA (A
within the Assessment Boundagnd the heritage resource identified in the assessment. This impact can be
either adverse (negative), beneficial (positive) or neutral and is ranked according to the Sdajk,Medium,
Low, Negligible omNeutral.

4.45 The assessment of Direct Impacts will be undertaken in line with the assessment criteria noted above and in
Appendixl. This will be done by establishing the historic environment baseline through examination of the
data sources outlined iBection 4.2and a walkover survey. Thrroject for Assessmemtill be assessed against
the established historic environment baseline, and potential direct impacts on known and unknown
archaeologicaheritage assets will be identified.
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5 ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL EVIDENCE
5.1 Prehistoric(c. 14000 BG AD 4&)

5.1.1 A number of chance finds @ifnt implements, thought to date from th#lesolithic and Neolithic, are recorded
from within the Assessment Boundary. Thé@seludea Mesolithicflint flake or blade foundon RooleyMoor
(Asset 351)a Mesolithic point from Ding Quarry (Asset 388§ Neolithidlints found onBrandwood Moolin
the 19" century (Assef04). The LHERecordsa collection of Neolithic findérom Hunger Hill (Asset 514) and
TurnshawHill (AsseB52; notethe nominal NGR provided for this asset places it just outsidéH#sessment
Boundary on Figurg), found in the late 19 century. The HER entrider these assetboth contain the same
description of the implementsasW] Y A @S a3> A ONI LISNESX I NNRgKSI RdhE & LIS NIi /
entry relating toHunger Hill implies that a number of finds were recovered from a pit close tetthenit,
however, the original text from which this has been takey includesHunger Hiland Turnshaw Hit y Wl £ A & @
of twenty-five places in the parish where, from time to time, numbers of flint implements and chippings have
been found, which shows how wide spread was the area in which these early tool maker@dw&IC A & K g A O
1889:3)%. Accompanying illustrations include two arrowheddsm Hunger Hill (Fishwick889: 4) Fishwick
also notes thathe finds(i.e. from all 25 locationdy K @S ISy SNI ft & 06SSy RA&AO02IFSNEF
is found about 1300 feet above tleea level, and is covered with a layer of peat, varying from one to ten feet
indepthQ 6 CA & K g AMile thim gbgedvationadoagdt apply precisely to Hunger or Turnshaw Hills, the
summits of which are shown as 318m and 300m aOD respectively on current OS mapping and thus below
1300ft (396m)even allowing for use of a prE921 datum measuremeiptthe impression that the finds have
come fran a zone within the upland moorland but below thest elevated (generally begpvered) areas
appearsconvincing even if it only reflects a pattern pfeferential suvival and recovery rather trea WNB I £ Q
distribution.

5.1.2 Additional finds fronthe moorland plateau on which th&ssessment Boundaiy located (but from outside
the AssessmerBoundary itself) includa Mesolithic flint core from Scout Moor (Asset 87®)p flint and four
chert Mesolithicwaste flakes fronkKnowl Moor (Asset 551) andpassible Neolithic scraper retouched flake
from Great Ding (Asset 350)

5.1.3 TheGMHERecords two possibl8ronze Ageairnson (Asset 143) and below (Asdet4) the crest of Bagden
Hillocks(see Sectio®.8.5and Plate®2-23). They survive as grassed over moundih some evidence of
stone robbing the uppermost moundAsset 143)ncludes possible kerb stoneEheir locations afford
extensive views acrogbe lowlandssouthwest of the platea@ndsouthern parts of the plateau itself
(includingalongthe ridge extending south to Top of Pike addnger Hill, anécrosso Knowl Hil). From Asset
143, there are also clear views towards the surround®egnine uplands and valleys to the east/southeast

5.1.4 Nofurther Bronze Age or Iron Age archaeological remains are currently known froAsgessment Boundary
andfindsfrom the surrounding Study Arearelimited to a stone headrom Knack FarnfAsset 549) recorded
as being of Iron Age date.

5.1.5 The Rossendale uplands, and those of Lancashire and Greater Manchester moreasideisi] knowrfor
evidene of early prehistoric activity, bothia surface artefact collection aritbm palaeoenvironmental
material(Myers & Stallibras2024) However, gnthetic analyssof existingdatarelating to, for examplethe
onset of peataccumulationhasdemonstrated thatenvironmentaland vegetatiorconditions the impacs of

! The additional references cited in the HER entries appear to be incorrect and couldfodotved up.
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largescale climate changemd anthropogenic influences were highly localised gederalisations cannot be
successfully applieth individual sites (Myers & Stallibrass 2024gvertheless, peat deptsurvey and
modellingwithin the Assessment Boundafidammond 20243uggests th@resence of both extensive areas
FYR avYlff SN WA af Asgdksinent Bodndarngdiththave Bd\aBténtial tdi dsriseadrlier
ground surfaces (and any associated anthropogartiefactg, preserve remainand retain
palaeoenvironmental evidengghough it is understood that no turbines will be located in areas where the
depth of peat exceeds 1mindeed, dinear drystonebanktype feature identified insection inan
archaeological evaluation trendbcatedclose to the summit of Whittle Hith advance othe construction of
Scout Moor Wind Farm (Event 1124jgs found sealed by peat and, although it was not dateasinterpreted
by the excavatorsas being of possiblgrehistoric date Borehole survewlso associatedith the windfarm
construction (Event 1110) (located close to fireposed access route at the west of the Assessment
Boundary) included analysis pfeserved pollen andadiocarbon dating of a sediment sample that
demonstratedthat peat formation began around 4,500 BC at this site. The peHiemples contained high
concentrations of welpreserved pollen and indicatatie presence of birch fen, with mixed deciduous
woodland in the surroundig landscape, in the early stages of peat formatidbense woodlandontinued to
be presentin the wider landscape d@danket mire spreadh the immediate vicinity of the sampling site, with
the subsequent appearance of ribwort plantanggesting clearance of woodland for grazing (G2ata4)

5.2 Roman AD 43-410)

5.2.1 There is no recordedvidence of Roman activity within thessessment Boundaor the 1km Study Area.

5.3 EarlyMedievaland LateMedieval (AD 410 1540

5.3.1 There is currently verymited evidence fomedieval occupation in the Study Area, although it should be noted
that later features, including farmsteadsdagricultural activitysettlement,extraction and industrial remains
may havetheir origins in earlier centuriesvith earlier evidence being concealed or destroyed by ledase of
an area

54 PostMedieval (AD1540- 1750

5.4.1 The earliest available mapgof the areais Saxto® @ap of Lancashirdiom 1579 (ot illustratec), which
uses aschematicapproachand small scalto depictonly the primary landscape featuredVhile thefeatures
shown are not recorded with a high degree of spatial accuracysétteements in the vicinity of the
Assessment Boundagre generallycorrect interms of their relative positiondor examplealongrivers.The
map shows settlementat Rochilaleand Whitworth (on the River SpoddénBacup RossendalgHaslingden
9RSYTASEt R a@ntiNe&hklfoy fRSIiwdIErA dshworth Chapesurroundinga series of stylised hills
representingthe area of upland on which thassessment Boundaiy located{ | E (i 2 y<éngly i f | &
influenced mapping over the following centuries, and sevpoat-medieval maps foLancashirgincluding
those bySmith 1602,Blaey 1662 and Bowen1781;not illustrated)showa similar pattern of settlement and
upland(with an additional settlement to the south of thAssessment Boundast Wdstenholme}yp . f I SdzQa

2Saxton, C. 1579. LANCASTRIAE Comitatus Sheeti#8ble to view at:
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/Greater Manchester?year=1832&qid=1ea3e384+5612acl2
37112d2b65c1#position=9.947/53.6338/2544/6.61&year=157fPAccessed 04/10/2024]
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map of 16621 y R . 2 ¢ S yhapalsoincludahe boundary of the Royal Manor of Tottingt@previously
part of the Honour of Clitheroe and, subsequently, the Duchy of Lancastieigh incorporates the western
part of the plateau on which thAssessment Boundaiy situated.

5.4.2 The mttern of scatteredfarmsalong the upper valley sidés likely to have developed (or become more
formalised) in this period and several of the farmhouses and barns within the 1km Study Area contain surviving
16"-, 17"- and early 18-century fabric (e.g. Assets5l 7, 1613, 16, 17, 21). Given the topography and
geology of the area, the farms reta@rprimarily livestock traditionincludinguse ofthe common moorland for
grazingand suclcustomary rightof pasture(along withsimilar rightsof turbary,estover and common in the
soil) were probably established alongside medieval tenure (albeit adapted or redefined since, for example,
during Enclosure)lhedating of extractioractivity in particularcan be notoriously difficult, but, given the scale
of the undertakings shown on the earligsnid-19"-century)OS maps, it is likely that these resources have
been exploitel previously, albeit on a smatlor discontinuouscale.

5.4.3 Similarly, the early phases of use of many routeways are difficult to estaBlishey Moor Road (Asset 828)
bisects theAssessment Boundaryunning approximately NNYBSE between Catley Lane Head and Rake Head.
¢tKAada NRBIFIR Aad RSAONAROGSR Ay (KS curantly@omprises aleartrabk. @2 NJ f |y
first known documentary reference to it as a formalised and maintained route is from &2 court
records refer to it as being maintained at the cost of the local commuaitiypugh itis likely that itfunctioned
as a packhorse routgrior to this

5.5 Industrial and 28' Century(AD1750- preseni)

5.5.1 Themajority of therecordedarchaeological heritagassets within theAssessment Boundagre heavily biased
towardslater postmedieval extraction activities, primarily sandstone quarrying and coal mining (thasgh
noted, the surviving assets may have had earlier origibsich ofthe recorded evidence held in the H&lfas
been gathered from historical maps, which cumulatively show the development and decline of these industries
over the late 19th and 20th centuries, and from which the locations of moogesmall and mediursized
quarries, collieries and spoil heaps have been transcribed (see Figurla&)eAumber of recorded
archaeological heritagassets within or immediately adjacent to the Assessment Boun@aey Figures-3)
relate to postmedieval farmsteads and relatedyricultural activity and it is likely that local families and
communities derived their livelihoods from a mixture of both sources of incomeols historical township,
parish and county boundaries converge within the&sessment Boundagnd a number of boundary mounds
and stones (e.g. Assets 99, 100, 441, 442, 444, 1150) are recorded, some of which remain extant.

55.2 . | (i $78&map of the County Palatine of Lancasgeot illustratecf) shows the Study Area in more detail
than previousmap® ! f 1 K2dzaAK GKS YIF L) £t SISYyR AYyRAOIGSa GKFG YU
F2NXQsS (KS RSLIAOGAZ2Y 2F o0dzZAf RAy3Ia NBYlFAya az2vYSeKFG
the main road junctions. However, the map clearly shandifference between the largest tow(iacluding

3Blaeu, J. 1662. Lancastria Palatinatvs. Available to view at:
https://maps.nls.uk/atlas/blaetmaior/browse/5/page/236/Accessed 04/10/2024]
4Bowen, E. 1781. An accurate map of the county of Lancaster ... Available to view at:
https://maps.nls.uk/view/220113208Accessed 04/10/2024]

SYates, W. 178 he County Palatine of Lancast&vailable to view atttps://maps.nls.uk/view/22011307BAccessed
04/10/2024]
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Rochdale and Bujysurrounding valleypottom villageqsuch as Bacup andM#wvorth) that include numerous
mills, churches and chapelasndscattered® | NJ K 2vdatBe2 @Ol aA 2yl f WISy ({if SyYSya 4&a:¢
largersquare symbol. The farms occur most frequently along the valleys and thtowaitds the interfluvial
moorland, which is represented by shading depicting roughetation with hachures to indicate significant
topographic changedn the vicinity of theAssessment Boundarthe Naden Valleypre-reservoirss shown as

a prominent landscape element, with the surrounding Rooley Meast) and Knowl Hill Moor (west) labelled
and the distinctive knoll of KnowlilHllustrated. The detail of the lower moor edgghown as a distinct line

with numerous geometric changes of directjauggests that thapper limit of the improved pasture has been
clearly defined around the southern and eastern sides of the upland plateau by this date. Algimifaarking
the limit of the pasture intakes along part of the northern side of pteteau is also shown, though this is much
straighter, possibly indicatintipat the intake landwas enclosedh a less piecemeal fashioBy contrasto the
southern part of the plateau, theentral and northern areas are depicted as relatively featureless, urithear
boundariesand IASYSNI t 0SSt 2F Waz22NRQO®

5.5.3 This map is the earliest to show Rooley Moor R@stset328), which is depicted as a walkefined road
(though not a turnpike road)inking settlement to the south and north of the platedRooley Housglater
the Moor Cock Inn; Asset 639)abelledand islocatedat a fork in Rooley Moor Roadjth a second branch of
the routeway running south acro$&ooley Moormand past farms at Wood Housg@sow broadly followed by
paths and Woodhouse Lané)f 1 K2 dzaK | I § Q2 | YI WIAXNEOf &RSA Ga& f SISYR:Z
markedwithin the Study Arealwo unlabelled buildings are shown, within the moorland boundary, to the
northeast ofRooley House.

55.4 DNXB Sy g1BBRAp ot illustrated) of the county isbroadlysimilar to the 1786 map, althougidditional
detail, such as farmstead names, is included the topographic and land use boundaries of the plateau are
more clearly defined around all sides. Thap legend defines the shaded areas used for the upland moorland
Fa WKSEF{iKa dndfief D@ Str2yYa®sot S& a22ND I LRAwkySHaus@hsset § KS T dz
828)is shown within aectangular intakeRooley Moor RoafAsset 828) ipresent but itswestern branch,
AK2gy 2 ynap, ik nbSmaRed (althoughe section of Woodhouse Lane extending south from ¢ige
of Rooley Moor is depictedjt the western side of thelateau,2 KA GGt S | Aft Aa €165ttt SR
collectionof farms along its western slopesNB Y I NJ SR (.61 Astéfs D341BB The BistriRudion of
farmhouses around the periphery of the common lasttbwsa good correlation with later OS maasd farms
while some can be identified from their nantebelse.g.Naden HeadAsset 643and Intake(Asset 533).

555 | SyySi g 1818m¢mriotSlasaied) of Lancashirés also broadly similarto I 1 S&aQ 'y R DNB Sy
maps though the selection of farms that are labelled is slightly differtrg western branch of Rooley Moor
Road (Asset 828} shown agaiand the boundaries of the common land of Brandwood M(ibe
northeastern part of theAssessment Boundarpave been altered. WO 2 flabelle® Nut @ithik &he
southern tip of theAssessment Boundafyo asset number)

5.5.6 As common land, och ofthe areawithin the Assessment Boundary lay beyond titiee-ableland detailed on
the tithe maps produced for the relevant townships in the 1840w F' EditionSix InchOS mappindor this

8 Greenwood. C. 1818. Map of the County Palatine of Lancaster from an actual survey made in the yefwdigte
to view at:https://maps.nls.uk/joins/10442.htmJAccessed 04/10/2024]

"Hennet & Bingleyl828. A map of the County Palatine of Lancastévailable to view at:
https://maps.nls.uk/counties/rec/1048%Accessed 04/10/2024]
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area was published in 18%Eigure6) and provides the first detailed survey of the moorland aéancludes a
large number ofeatures related to the extraction of coal (including coal pits, collieviestilators and disused
pits) and of sandstonéncluding sandstone and flagstone quarries, disused quasies! heapsand

processing facilities, such agbbing mills and their reservoirsJubsequent revisions of the mapping (i.e. as
published in 1894, 1911-12, 180-31 and 194-47), along witheditions of the 25 Inch mapping (first
published in 183, with revisions in 1910 and 19pfhatincludegreaterdetail, showadditionalfeatures and
modifications to land use within the Assessment Bound&gguential comparison of the available maps gives
a betterunderstanding of the ways inhich these industries and this landscape changed over time, as well as a
more refined understanding dhe potential for surviving archaeological remains to be present, through the
identification of featires and trends (e.g. in distribution or extent) at both localised and broader sydlele
many of these features have already been digitally transcribed and included in the HERegafégure?2 - 5

and Gazetteer), others have not, though tlEmainingpresence of some such features was confirmed during
the initial walkover survey (see Sectibrg).

5.5.7 Initial consultation of the OS maps demonstrates bibth abandonment ofmany of the smadr coal shafts and
quarries by the end of the 19century, and the industrialisation of the quarrying procegsesumablyin part
to satisfy demand for building stone from the rapidly expanding urban aBeagralof the more prominent
quarriespresenton mapsby the mid 1808 06 S®3I d Wi (i shoW@ aldhgithenbitheBaiige of IColdpe
Moss on theCowpe tithe mapmand 1851 OS map; the 1851 map also shows relatively substantial or named
quarries along Foe Edge, at Ding Quarry and on Whimsy Hill/Cat Stones Moor) have significantly increased in
area and many have merged by the end of the century (as shown on the2b888h map). The largest
disused quarry complexes within the Assessment Boundary, namely Cragg Quarry (Asset 196) and Ding Quarry
(Asset 316) have been subject to archaeological survey work (Events 1078 and 1082) and thus incorporate a
large number of intvidually numberedarchaeologicaheritage assets (such as spoil heaps, building remains,
cranes, leats, tanks and adits) (see Figurg} that demonstrate their complexity. By the late 19th century,
many of the quarries were linked to each other and to surrounding transport linksabwtays, sections of
which partially survive within thAssessment Boundargften reused as public footpaths (Assets 27, 59, 189).

5.5.8 Rooley Moor Road continues to be present on the OS magpioggh the 19" and 20" centuries It is widely
held that improvements to the road were undertaken in the early 1860s as a public works initiative during the
Cotton Faminavhen northwestern industrial towns heavily dominated by cotton manufacture suffered severe
economic hardship following interruption of raw cotton imports by events surrounding the American Civil War
KSyO0S GKS t20It ylryYSa 27 W/ 20402y) I10dgeneryli$prasdnedii@at 2 NJ WC
such works from this period include the paving of the track with sandstoneasetgobbles.

5.6 Previous Archaeological Investigatiofgvents)

5.6.1 Past archaeological investigations within or extending into the Assessment Boundary includebaskztk
study and walkover survey of the section of Rooley Moor Road between Catley Head Lane and Ding Quarry
(Event 1118). A number of deblased assessmenénd walkover surveys intended to identify, where possible,
features shown on historical maps and assess the preservation of ajvouad features to inform their future
management; these include the surveys of Cragg Quarry (Event 1078) and Ding Quatr§&2enoted
above, as well as studies of Bagden Quarry (Event 1139), Ab Top Quarry (Event 1137) and Ragstone Brow
Quarry (Event 1134). The study area of archaeological investigations at Whitworth Quarry extends into the
eastern part of the Assessment Balary and included dedkased assessment (Event 1079), walkover survey
(Event 1146), borehole survey (Event 1144) and caflsbdating (Event 1145) to establish the earliest date of
peat formation. Similarly, the study areas relating to archaeologicakiiyations, including evaluation,
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monitoring and survey of peat erosion scars, in advance of Scout Moor Windfarm extend into the western part
of the Assessment Boundary (Events 1124, 1125 and 1070), as do those relating to extension of the Scout Moor
Quarry (Events 1126, 1121, 1122 and3)12

5.7 Aeriallmageryand LIDAR

5.7.1 Aerial and satellite photographs provide information relating to both previouslgentifiedarchaeological
heritage assetsany changes inondition/use of known assets over timand past land use across the
Assessment Boundast various intervalsWithin the Assessment Boundagprospection for previously
unknown remains is difficult in areas of peat and blanket, bbag consultation of images available on the HE
APKwebsite(which for examplejncludes a seriesof photographgaken by the RAF in 1948) will allow
assessment to be made olfianges to the condition of peatland; this maclude areas that have been directly
RAAGdIND SR 2NJ 6 KSNB Ay (S NYindy hard ovcr@@duetd dfaihfogizeritha8 WRS 6 | |
intensiveland improvement and reclamatiopccurredwidely during the mid20" century. This area is not
covered by previously completed National Mapping Projects, but HE's archive will be searched to identify and
examine further images of potential relevancaagesheld bythe National Collectiorof Aerial Photography
will also be consulted online via the AOC Aetlogy Groupsubscriptionand other online and local archive
collections will be searchetd inform the detailed DBA and ES

5.7.2 Figures @ show some of the available LIiDAR data, which has been downloaded from the National LiDAR
Project (vilDEFRA/The Environment Agency) and processed in various ways using RVT software. The available
data provides full coverage of the Study Area at 1m resolution and allows digital elevation models to be
produced using both digital surface model (DSM) andalitgtrain model (DTM) data in order to recognise
subtle topographic variations that may indicate the presence of archaeological features. Detailed analysis of
the various visualisations (which each emphasize complementary landscape elements morewilkaey)
thoroughly examined and checked by walkover survey, with findings incorporated into the EIA assessment and
reported on in the ES. Initial observations suggest that a number of anthropogenic, and potentially
archaeological, features remain present the ground that are not currently recorded or included in other
sources.

5.8 WalkoverSurvey

5.8.1 A preliminary walkover survey of thessessment Boundawyas undertaken on 25th and 26th September 2024
(see Plates 135). This provided an opportunity to evaluate current land use and historical activity that may
have implications for the survival, or otherwise, of archaeological featuitgn the Assessment Boundary
The walkover also enabled a general assessment of the current condition of recdedologicaheritage
assets to be made as well as giving an indication of the likelihood of previously unrecorded remains to be
present. While previously urecorded archaeological remains were noted when identified, given the size and
ground conditions of théand within theAssessment Boundatkie walkover did not constitute an exhaustive
or systematic prospection survey.

5.8.2 Thewalkoverwas undertaken in overcast conditions; despite some light rain showers, visibility across the
Assessment Boundaryas generally excellent and low cloud/haze only precluded very distant views. The visit
followed a period of very heavy rain and ground conditions were very wet. For this reason, and due to the
possibility of unmapped disused mineshafts and quarries, AGta2ology staff undertook the walkover from,
or staying relatively close to, established footpaths and firm ground (e.g. ®athort grassland or made
ground).
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5.8.3

5.8.4

5.8.5

5.8.6

Much of theAssessment Boundanpomprisescommon land in use for rough grazing (sheep and cattle). Areas
of blanket bogare most extensive across the northwestern, northeastern and central parts dAskessment
Boundary with acid grassland and rushes predominating across the southern lobe and around the periphery.
Views from tle Assessment Boundawyere observed to bextensive and, while local topographic variation
screened views from any given point, generally included the surrounding Pennine upiathéssbutheast,

east and north, with Pendle Hill visible in the distance, and views across the low lying plain and Greater
Manchester to the south and southwest. Plates1P show general views across the interior and periphery of
the Assessment Boundarindicating broad patterns of topography and vegetation and placingA8s=ssment
Boundaryin its wider landscape context.

Plates B - 21 showvarious sections dRooleyMoor Road (Asset 828), which was followed across the
Assessment Boundafyom the southern edge of the Assessment Boundary at Catley Lane Head to the
northern edge of the Assessment Boundary, where Rooley Moor Road descends the hilkidke tdead

becoming an asphalt road. The proposed grid connection route then follows the line of modern roads through
largelybuilt-up areas. It wagonfirmedthat extended sections of Rooley Moor Road are paved with sandstone
setts (Plate 13). In some places, theselar@ in different orientations and differential weathering of the

bedding within the stone has created a distinct surface texture (Plate 14); as the distribuSonto$tones

was notcompletely consistent, it was not clear whether this reflectidiberate changes in

method/arrangement odifferent sources of stone. In places, the road is surfaced with smaller, irregularly
shaped stones or small, rounded cobbles, while in other sections any metaling has been worn away to leave
smoothed bedrock (Plates Ehad 16). In addition to extended sections of kedmsl stone drainsroadside

drainage ditches and banlege often present (Plate 17), with several sections terraced into the slope of the hill
(Plate 14) Construction of the roadecessitatedcrossing small watercourses: Plate 18 shows a small stone
bridge (Asset 923) (a modern pipe to the older stonework). Across the northern part Asessment

Boundary the line of the road and a former quarry tramway coincide, with raised stone tracks ret@ioed
necessarily in situPlate 19), beyond which it continues downslope (Plate 20 and 21) as an irregular, stony
track. It was not possible to identify the absolute or relative dates of most elements of the road (some of which
could be relatively recent) without further investigation.

Various recorded archaeological features were clearly identifiable on the ground during the visit and Plates 22
35show a representative selection of the types of features encountered. Two possible prehistoric cairns
(Assets 18 and 144) locatedlose to the ruins of the Moor Cock lahBagen Hillocks were identifiable as
turf-covered mounds of large stones (that appear to have been partially rebb8dapparently deliberately

sited in locatims with clear views (Plates 22 and 23). Large disusedyjoamplexes, such as Cragg Quarry
(Assetl96) (Plate 24) and Ding Quarry (As3&6) (Plates 25 and 2@ye extremely prominent landscape

features and include extensive andyanisedspoil tips, exposed quarry faces and a range of smaller fegtures
some of which have been catalogued separately where they have been the subject of previous surveys (e.qg.
Assets197-298).

The largest quarries were connected by tramways, many of which survive and have jmepaosed as

footpaths: Plate 27 shows the line of one such trackway towards Cragg Qadmmgnch of Asset 18¢he

stones are not necessarily in situ), while Plate 28 shows a drystone structure (Assefpbssily a loading
platform or similarkhat appears to be associated with the raised line of a tram{#esset 998junning

southeast towards Ding Quarry from Cowpe Moss (a borrow pit located close by may asbodthtis
construction)including tramway remains, in situ or-taid as footpaths (Plate 2}/ Asset 1152 was identified

during the walkover survey, but not included on the HER or shown on the consulted historical maps (though it
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5.8.7

5.8.8

5.8.9

6.1
6.1.1

6.1.2

6.1.3

6.1.4

is discernible on LiDAR), demonstrating the potential for unrecorded features to be present within the
Assessment Boundargimilarly Plate29 shows the remains of a reinforced concrete structure (of unknown
purpose)locatedabove Ding Quarrynot currently recorded on the HER.

A number of former coal pits were identified, including a wétked disused shaft, spoil mounds and a linear
feature (probably a former tramway) at Bartle Cowm Colliery (Asset 78) (Plate 30), which is shown on the 1851
OS map and subsequently depictesiam unlabelled spoil heap in 1893. A prominent former mine shaft c.
250m northwest, within the moorland boundary upslope of Bartle Cowm Pasture, was also identified (Asset
1149;Plate 31hat was not present on historical maps; it was noted that such features were primarily
identifiable from the vegetational differences and preferential grazing opportunities afforded by the better
drained shaly spoil material. Plates 32 and 33 show tyjficener sandstone quarries of smatledium size,

both located within the southern tip of thAssessment Boundary¥he former is Clough Quarry (Asset 1148),
the latter (Asset 1153) an unnamed quarry off Rooley Moor Road; both are shown on old mappirgéut h
not been transcribed onto the HER. Similarly, the reservoir and former colliery complex (Asset 1147) on the
northeastern side of Hunger H{Plate 34)s shown on the 1893 OS map as an expansion of earlier phases of
Rooley MooliColliery butis not included in the HER data.

Plate 35 shows an upstanding boundary stone (Asset 1idg0jtified during the walkover asne of several

marked on 19-century OS map@ot included on the HERjimediately west of Bartle Cowm Colliefylinear

ditch was also noted, following the same orientation as the mapped line of stones (i.e. parallel but c. 25m east
of the moorland boundary wall that also marks the current parish boundary) and these features may be
associated with an earlier phase of the historic parish boundary.

More detailed site visits will be undertaken as paraafupcoming phasef the EIA assessment afiddings
will be incorporated intdhe ES.

CONCLUSICN

Direct Impacs

Potential impacts on known or unknown buried archaeological remains whictsoraive relate to the

possibility of disturbing, removingr destroying in situ remains and artefacts during grotmelaking works
(including excavation, constructipand other works associated with tH&roject for Assessmenwithin the
Assessment Boundarin the context of this development, direct impacts have the capacity to result in impacts
of high magnitude as they could potentially result in the destructonemoval of any archaeological deposits
which may be present.

It should be noted that this report relates to a Preliminary DBalked Assessment and will form the basis of
more detailed upcoming dedkased analysis of available sources and walkover survey that will support the EIA
process and be included in the ES.

This assessment has established that the land within the Assessment Boundary has been in use by humans
since early prehistory, as evidenced by finds of Mesolithic and Neolithic lithics, although information relating to
the nature of this use is very limile Based on current evidence, it is considered likely that contemporary
ground surfaces and additional artefacts mayppeserved below peat deposits, although the potential for this
varies across th&ssessment Boundarifhe potential for peat deposits ntaining palaeoenvironmental

proxies to be present has also been identified.

While previous intrusive archaeological works within fesessment Boundaand its immediate surroundings
(e.g. in advance of Scout Moor Wind Farm, Events 1124 and 1125) have recorded limited buried archaeological
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remains, such work has largely been confined to specific locations, including test pits at the locations of wind
turbine foundations and an electrical substation, that had presumably been selected to minimise the potential
for direct impacts on the archadagical resource and the limited finds reported cannot be directly

extrapolated as representative of subsurface conditions across the entire plabaumplications of such

recent works for the potential survival of archaeological remains withinAtsssment Boundarwvill be

considered in more detaidls part of theEIA process

6.1.5 Theland within theAssessment Boundairy likely to have been considered marginal land for extended periods
2F KAAG2NE YR KIFa LINRPoOolote 0SSy dzaSR F2NJ I OUAGAGAS:
rights at a subsistence scale, that generally leave limited archaeologidahee. However, the careful
marking of numerous territorial, administrative and political boundaries that historically crossed this land
reflect its importance to surrounding communities and a number of the boundary markers remain eiXtant.
most visibleremainswithin the Assessment Boundarglate to postmedievaland laterquarrying and coal
extraction, most prominently at an industrial scale, but asa more localised levelvhile the currently
recordedarchaeological heritagassets aréndividually of relatively low archaeological importance, given their
relatively recent date and the type of physical remains that survixenulatively the landscape is considered to
retain a high degree of legibility, as wellthe potential for time depth andlistinguishablgphasingover space
and time Initial consultation of historical mappinépr instancejndicates that information gleaned from any
given source must be combined with multiple other complementary datasets in order to obtain the most
completeand effectivebaseline This also applies to attempts to establish the most robust picture of areas
where later extraction activity (destructive by its nature) may have impacted, directly or indirectly, on the
survival of earlier archaeological remains.

6.1.6 As demonstrated above, a more detailed analysis of the available source material (particuhdshprical
mapping,online/localarchival material and LiDAR datajd additional walkover survey required to more
fully understandhe archaeological resource within tifessessment Boundargiven the high likelihood that
currently unrecorded archaeological features are present (as noted during the preliminary walkover survey).
Establishing a betterefined baseline will enable the assessment of the probable nature, extent and
distribution o existing (but hitherto not formally recorded) and potential (i.e. buried and not currently known
or visible) archaeological resource across Alssessment Boundaty be predicted with a higher level of
confidence. In the first instance, this would infothe process of finalising the design of fmject for
Assessmentin order to avoid or minimise direct impacts on archaeologioal palacoenvironmental remains.

6.2 Mitigation

6.2.1 National planning policies and planning guidance contained within the National Planning Policy Framework
(DLUHC 2023planning Practice Guidandel{(UHC 8MHCLG.ive Documen) as well as local plan policies,
require a mitigation strategy that is designed to take cognisance of the possible impactangbaeological
heritage assets by proposeddevelopmentand avoid, minimise, or offset any such impacts as appropriate. It is
noted that the NPPF states that a local planning authority should require deéveélidp (2 G NBO2NR | Yy R
understanding of the significance of any heritage assets to be lost (wholly or in part) in a manner proportionate
02 GKSANI AYLR2NIFYOS IyR 1I)KS AYLI OGe o5[!1/ HnHoZ LI

6.2.2 As stated above, this report relates to findings of preliminary desded research undertaken with regard to
the Projectfor AssessmentThe potential for currently unrecorded and hitherto unknown archaeological and
palaeoenvironmental remains to be presesithin the Assessment Boundahas been identified, as has the
potential for the Project for Assessment to impact upon the archaeological resource.
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6.2.3 Further deskbased research will be undertaken and assessment findings (e.g. detailing the significance of
knownarchaeological heritagassets and any specific identification of potential impacts) set out in a future
archaeological DBA report that will inform the EIA and accompany the ES. Recommendations regarding any
necessary mitigation measures will also be made.

6.2.4 In accordance with national and local planning policies on heritadgitional intrusive archaeological
evaluation works may be required. Any decision relating to the requirement for and scope of further works
would be made by GMAAS and LCCHET as advisors to the local planning authorities on archaeological matters.
If significant features are encountered, further archaeological works, including full excavation and a
programme of postxcavation works may be required.

6.2.5 The Public Services (Social) Act 2013 states that development proposals should provide positive benefits to
communities through developments. The Leveliuand Regeneration Act 2023 notes that where heritage
assets are to be impacted a considerationgtfioR 6 S IA GBSy (2 aSYKIyOAy3Ié KSNAI
Association of Local Government Archaeological Officers (ALGAO) (Mann 2023) have also recently noted the
need for public benefit in archaeology. In this case if a programme of public engagemeat anbAncement
were to be considered, engagement could incladfesite interpretation resourceand local/digital
dissemination of information relating to the archaeological landscape through time based on the remains
survivingwithin the Assessment Boundaryhis would be particularly relevant, given its current use for
recreation by visitors and local peoplEhe scope and requirement of any public benefit should be agreed by
the Client and be undertaken in consultation with the Client @dAAS/LCCHET

[
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https://www.gov.uk/guidance/conserving-and-enhancing-the-historic-environment
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2
https://www.rmnf.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/Fishwick-History-of-Rochdale-Part-1.pdf
https://www.rmnf.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/Fishwick-History-of-Rochdale-Part-1.pdf
https://www.rmnf.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/Fishwick-History-of-Rochdale-Part-2.pdf
https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/gpa3-setting-of-heritage-assets/
https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/gpa3-setting-of-heritage-assets/
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2023/55/enacted
https://www.archaeologists.net/sites/default/files/ALGAO%20Delivery%20of%20Public%20Benefit%20and%20Social%20Value%20Guidance%20v1-3.pdf
https://www.archaeologists.net/sites/default/files/ALGAO%20Delivery%20of%20Public%20Benefit%20and%20Social%20Value%20Guidance%20v1-3.pdf
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MHCLG, 201®lanning Practice Guidance (Updated 202vailable at:
http://planningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/blog/guidano@ccesse®4/03/2024)

Myers A.& StallibrassS.2024 Early Prehistory. Resource Assessment. The North West England Regional
Research FrameworRvailable athttps://researchframeworks.org/nwrf/resourcassessments/early
prehistory/earlyprehistory/

Natural England. 2014. National Character Area profile: 36. Southern Pennines. N&gR2ble at:
https://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/5118gAccessed 06/09/2024)

Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act ((c0).ondon: UK Government. Available at:
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1990/9/content§Accessed 09/04/2024)

Public Services (Social Value) Act (20d®)London: UK Government. Available at:
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2012/3/enactefAccessed 17/11/2023)

Rochdale Metropolitan Borough Council. 2006. Rochdale Borough Unitary Developmeh®$32016
Rochdale: Strategic Planning Team, Rochdale Metropolitan Borough Céwadable at:
https://www.rochdale.gov.uk/locaplanningpolicy/locatplan (Accessed 06/09/2024)

Rossendale Borough Council. 2021. Rossendale Local Plan 2019 taziizgble at:
https://www.rossendale.gov.uk/locgblan/adoptediocalplan (Accessed 06/09/2024)

Town and Country Planning Act (198€8) London: UK Government. Available at:
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1990/8/contentfAccessed 09/04/2024)

7.2  Cartographic References

The following maps were consulteadline viathe National Library of Scotland (NLS) website
(http://maps.nis.uk and Old Maps Onlindffps://www.oldmapsonline.org Tithe map and apportionment

information was consulted via The Genealogist websitgp$é://www.thegenealogist.co.uky.

Blaeu, J. 1662.ancastria PalatinatvBILS ShelfmarlEMW.X.017https://maps.nls.uk/atlas/blaet
maior/browse/5/page/236

Bowen, E. 178JAn accurate map of the county of LancasteMNLS ShelfmarlEME.s.126
https://maps.nls.uk/view/220113208

Greenwood. C. 1818/ap of the County Palatine of Lancaster from an actual survey made in the year 1818
NLS ShelfmarlEME.s.14./https://maps.nls.uk/joins/10442.html

Hennet, G. & Bingley, J. 1828map of the County Palatine of Lancaster ... from an accurate survey in the years
1828 and 1829NLS ShelfmarEME.b.3.1https://maps.nls.uk/counties/rec/10485

Laurie, R & Ebden, W. 1832urie's new map of the County Palatine of Lancaster divided into hundreds,
exhibiting the mail direct & principal crofts roads, gentlemens seats, canals &c &c.
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/maps/2ec86ef8b13406ab961-
500ac48de9f4/compare?year=18328&7id=8893a888e4db8b31b-al3acf33d7425#position=8.334/53.778/
2.642/-0.34

Ordnance Survegavailable via the NLS website)
6 Inch Series
1851 Lancashire 80. Surveyed 184} published 1851

189495. Lancashire Sheets LXXX.NW, LXXX.NE & LXXX.SE. Surv&lepuBBshed 189495.
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http://planningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/blog/guidance/
https://researchframeworks.org/nwrf/resource-assessments/early-prehistory/early-prehistory/
https://researchframeworks.org/nwrf/resource-assessments/early-prehistory/early-prehistory/
https://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/511867
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1990/9/contents
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2012/3/enacted
https://www.rochdale.gov.uk/local-planning-policy/local-plan
https://www.rossendale.gov.uk/local-plan/adopted-local-plan
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1990/8/contents
http://maps.nls.uk/
https://www.thegenealogist.co.uk/
https://maps.nls.uk/atlas/blaeu-maior/browse/5/page/236
https://maps.nls.uk/atlas/blaeu-maior/browse/5/page/236
https://maps.nls.uk/view/220113208
https://maps.nls.uk/joins/10442.html
https://maps.nls.uk/counties/rec/10485
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/maps/2ec86ef9-8b13-406a-b961-500ac48de9f4/compare?year=1832&gid=8893a480-3c8e-4db8-b31b-a3acf33d7425#position=8.334/53.778/-2.642/-0.34
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/maps/2ec86ef9-8b13-406a-b961-500ac48de9f4/compare?year=1832&gid=8893a480-3c8e-4db8-b31b-a3acf33d7425#position=8.334/53.778/-2.642/-0.34
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/maps/2ec86ef9-8b13-406a-b961-500ac48de9f4/compare?year=1832&gid=8893a480-3c8e-4db8-b31b-a3acf33d7425#position=8.334/53.778/-2.642/-0.34
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1911-12. Lancashire Sheets LXXX.NW, LXXX.NE, LXXX.SE & B¥x¥y@dRevised 19089,
published 19111912.

19301931. Lancashire Sheets LXXX.NW, LXXX.NE & LXXX.SE. Rex@8eqddizhed 19331.

1946:1947. Lancashire Sheets LXXX.NW, LXXX.NE & LXXX.SE. Revised 1938, pubfighed 1946

25 Inch Series

1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXIl.Qifrveyed 1891, published 1893.
1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXII. 16. Surveyed 1891, published 1893.
1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXX. 2. Surveyed 1891, published 1893.
1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXX. 3. Surveyed 1891, published 1893.
1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXX. 4. Surveyed 1891, published 1893.
1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXX. 5. Surveyed 1891, published 1893.
1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXX. 8. Surveyed 1891, published 1893.
1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXX. 10. Surveyed 1891, published 1893.
1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXX. 11. Surveyed 1890, published 1893.
c. 1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXX. 12. Surveyed 1890, published c. 1893.
1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXX. 15. Surveyed 1890, published 1893.
1893. Lancashire. Sheet LXXX. 16. Surveyed 1890, published 1893.

N.B. Lancashire Sheet LXXX.6 (1893) is not available and has been replaced with the 1910 revision of
the same sheet in Figure 6.

Saxton, C. 1572ANCASTRIAE Comitatus Sheet 28
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/Greater Manchester?year=1832&qgid=1ea3e3847+5612acl2
37112d2b65c1#position=9.947/53.6338/2544/6.61&year=1579

Smith. 1602. Lancastrae comitatus palatirups://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/maps/82ec80ef12b-4a8b
be9e08c7620f9364?year=1832&qid=233775881048e3913a10787be6f812#position=10.1194/53.6815/
2.2596/95.71&year=1602

Stockdale, J. 1794 new map of the country roundllanchester.
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/maps/7c57ffh82754b04a0429875527092fb?qid=2ae14798 7d4973
aa0f2d0666a40516#position=11.4779/53.673B/2304/0.3&year=1794

Yates, W. 1786lhe County Palatine of Lancastdt.S Shelfmark: EME.s.55.
https://maps.nls.uk/view/22011307.3

7.3  Aerial Photography
Online aerial photographs weidentified from the Historic England Aerial Photo Explorer website
(https://historicengland.org.uk/imagebooks/archive/collections/aerigbhotos/) and the National Collection
of Aerial Photography website (https://ncap.org.uk/). Full references will bleiited in the Detailed DBA.
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https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/Greater_Manchester?year=1832&gid=1ea3e304-98a7-5612-ac12-37112d2b65c1#position=9.947/53.6335/-2.2544/6.61&year=1579
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/Greater_Manchester?year=1832&gid=1ea3e304-98a7-5612-ac12-37112d2b65c1#position=9.947/53.6335/-2.2544/6.61&year=1579
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/maps/82ec80df-112b-4a8b-be9e-08c7620f9364?year=1832&gid=23377589-3ad0-48e3-913a-10787be6f812#position=10.1194/53.6815/-2.2596/-95.71&year=1602
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/maps/82ec80df-112b-4a8b-be9e-08c7620f9364?year=1832&gid=23377589-3ad0-48e3-913a-10787be6f812#position=10.1194/53.6815/-2.2596/-95.71&year=1602
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/maps/82ec80df-112b-4a8b-be9e-08c7620f9364?year=1832&gid=23377589-3ad0-48e3-913a-10787be6f812#position=10.1194/53.6815/-2.2596/-95.71&year=1602
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/maps/7c57ffbf-3275-4b04-a042-9875527092fb?gid=2ae14798-a17d-4973-aa0f-2d0666a40516#position=11.4779/53.6738/-2.2304/0.3&year=1794
https://www.oldmapsonline.org/en/maps/7c57ffbf-3275-4b04-a042-9875527092fb?gid=2ae14798-a17d-4973-aa0f-2d0666a40516#position=11.4779/53.6738/-2.2304/0.3&year=1794
https://maps.nls.uk/view/220113073

SCOUT MOOR WD FARM EXTENSION, GREATER MANCHESTER/LANCREHIRENARYESKBASED ASSESSMENT

(kN

t €I

© AOC Archaeology Group 2024 | www.aocarchaeology.com

(0p)

A\\¢



SCOUT MOOR WD FARM EXTENSION, GREATER MANCHESTER/LANEREHIRENARYESKBASED ASSESSMENT

Plate 1: View southeast across the centre and southeast of the Assessment Boundary from Hail
Storm Hill.

i
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Plate 2: View southwest towards Scout Moor Windfarm and Know! Hill from Hail Storm Hill.
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Plate 3: View west towards across the northwest of the Assessment Bou
from the Windfarm track on Hail Storm Hill.

r

ndary (Cowpe Moss)

Plate 4: View west across Cowpe Moss (northwest of Assessment Boundary) from footpath
above Cragg Quarry.
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Plate 5: View east across the centre and northeast of the Assessment Boundary from Asset 998
(former tramway) in the centre of the Assessment Boundary.

b o

Plate 6: View ENE along the eastern end of Cragg Quarry and the northern part of the
Assessment Boundary, showing the edge of the moorland plateau in this area.
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Plate 7: View west along north side of Cowpe Moss, showing Cragg Quarry, looking along the
public footpath from close to its junction with Rooley Moor Road.

Plate 8: View south along the north-south ridge forming the southern part of the Assessment
Boundary from the ruins of the Moor Cock Inn.

© AOC Archaeology Group 2024 | www.aocarchaeology.com



SCOUT MOOR WD FARM EXTENSION, GREATER MANCHESTER/LANEREHIRENARYESKBASED ASSESSMENT

Plate 9: View northwest across the head off the Naden Valley towards Scout Moor Wind Farm
and the centre of the Assessment Boundary from the ruins of Moor Cock Inn.

Plate 10: View southeast from Old Sink Slack (looking across Asset 1149, an old coal pit)
showing the eastern side of the plateau.
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Plate 11: View southeast from Rooley Moor Lane on Whimsy Hill, showing the southeast tip of
the Assessment Boundary and its surroundings.

o

Plate 12: View east towards the plateau, including the proposed access route, from Scout Barn
Farm close to the A680.
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Plate 13: Looking southeast along a section of Rooley Moor Road (Asset 828) at Bagden
Hillocks.
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Plate 16: Looking southeast along a section of Rooley Moor Road (Asset 828) at Pike Brow.
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Plate 17: Looking north along a section of Rooley Moor Road (Asset 828) at Hamer Hill.

Plate 18: Looking north along a section of Rooley Moor Road (Asset 828) at Hamer Hill with a
stone bridge (Asset 923).
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