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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1. The following statement has been prepared by the Historic Buildings and 

Monuments Commission for England (Historic England) for the Examination of 

Highways England’s application for a Development Consent Order (DCO) for 

the nationally significant infrastructure project to construct the A1 Birtley to Coal 

House Improvement Scheme (the ‘Scheme’). 

1.2. Historic England has been involved through engagement with Highways 

England’s (‘the Applicant’) development of the Scheme since 2017. 

1.3. In accordance with the National Networks National Policy Statement (NNNPS) 

which is relevant in the determination of this Scheme, the Scheme should avoid 

or minimise the conflict between the conservation of any heritage assets 

affected and any aspect of the proposal. Historic England’s engagement and 

advice in relation to this Scheme has focused on ensuring that the historic 

environment, and scheduled monuments in particular, has been taken into 

account due to the potential for adverse impacts on the significance of the 

historic environment arising from the detail of the Scheme.  

1.4. Discussions with the Applicant in relation to the content of a Statement of 

Common Ground (SoCG) are on-going and it is hoped that a draft will be 

available for Deadline 2 on 25 February 2020.  

1.5. This Written Representation sets out Historic England’s position in relation to 

the significance of the designated heritage assets affected by the Scheme and 

the impact of the Scheme on the significance of those assets, including any 

contribution made by their settings to their significance. 

2. ROLE OF THE HISTORIC BUILDINGS AND MONUMENTS 

COMMISSION FOR ENGLAND 

2.1 The Historic Buildings and Monuments Commission for England is generally 

known as Historic England. It was established with effect from 1 April 1984 
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under Section 32 of the National Heritage Act 1983. The general duties of 

Historic England under Section 33 are as follows “so far as practicable: 

(a) to secure the preservation of ancient monuments and historic buildings 

situated in England; 

(b) to promote the preservation and enhancement of the character and 

appearance of conservation areas situated in England; and 

(c) to promote the public’s enjoyment of, and advance their knowledge of, 

ancient monuments and historic buildings situated in England and their 

preservation”. 

2.2 We also have a role in relation to maritime archaeology under the National 

Heritage Act 2002 and advise Government in relation to World Heritage Sites 

and compliance with the 1972 Convention Concerning the Protection of the 

World Cultural and National Heritage. 

2.3 Historic England’s sponsoring department is the Department for Digital, Culture, 

Media and Sport, although its remit in conservation matters intersects with the 

policy responsibilities of a number of other government departments, 

particularly the Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government, with 

its responsibilities for land-use planning matters. 

2.4 We are also a statutory consultee providing advice to local planning authorities 

on certain categories of applications for planning permission and listed building 

consent; we advise the Secretary of State for DCMS on applications for 

scheduled monument consent, and we are a statutory consultee on all 

Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIP). Similarly Historic England 

advises the Secretary of State for DCMS on those applications and on other 

matters generally affecting the historic environment. It is the lead body for the 

heritage sector and is the Government’s principal adviser on the historic 

environment.  

2.5 In light of its role as a statutory consultee, Historic England encourages pre-

application discussions and early engagement on projects to ensure informed 

consideration of heritage assets and to ensure that the possible impacts of 

proposals on the historic environment are taken into account. In undertaking 
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pre-application discussions for a scheme such as this, the key issue for Historic 

England is ensuring that the significance and the impact on that significance of 

any heritage assets that may be affected is fully understood; that any proposals 

to avoid, or mitigate that impact have been considered and can be secured, 

and that the decision maker is fully informed and can be satisfied that there is 

clear and convincing justification for any harm with great weight given to the 

asset’s conservation.  Any harmful impact on the significance of a designated 

heritage asset should be weighed against the public benefit of development, 

recognising that the greater the harm to the significance of the heritage asset, 

the greater the justification that will be needed for any loss (NNNPS para 

5.132). 

3. SCOPE OF WRITTEN REPRESENTATIONS 

3.1 In this section we set out the scope of these Written Representations and 

address in further detail the matters raised in our Section 56 Relevant 

Representations (see Appendix 1). These two documents should be read 

together.  

3.2 As stated in our Section 56 Relevant Representations Historic England’s 

interest in the Scheme is focused upon ensuring that the historic environment 

generally, and designated heritage assets in particular, are fully taken into 

account in decision making and that the Examining Authority have the 

necessary information to inform its decision in this application.  

3.3 The scope of Historic England’s written representation will include: 

• a summary of the proposals; 

• a brief summary of Historic England’s consultation and advice on the 

proposals prior to submission; 

• a brief description of the designated heritage assets affected and an 

assessment of their significance (including that contribution made by their 

settings) and our assessment of the impact of the Scheme; 

• Historic England’s comments and observations on the draft DCO and 

• An update on the current production of the SoCG.  
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4. THE PROPOSALS AND HISTORIC ENGLAND’S INVOLVEMENT 

WITH THE SCHEME PRIOR TO SUBMISSION 

4.1 The proposal for the Scheme comprises: 

• The widening of the southbound carriageway from three to four lanes, and 

widening of the northbound carriageway from two to three lanes (with an 

additional lane between junctions) between junction 67 (Coal House) and 

junction 65 (Birtley); 

• Changes to signage and road markings on the southbound carriageway 

between just south of junction 68 (Lobley Hill) and junction 67 (Coal 

House); 

• The Scheme includes a replacement bridge structure where the A1 

crosses over the East Coast Main Line (ECML), 40 metres to the 

immediate south of the existing Allerdene Bridge structure, which would 

tie into the existing carriageways at junction 67 (Coal House) and north of 

junction 66 (Eighton Lodge); 

• Replacement of existing North Dene Footbridge located between junction 

66 (Eighton Lodge) and junction 65 (Birtley) to accommodate the widening 

of the A1; and, 

• Diversion of utilities. 

Historic England Consultation and Advice prior to submission 

4.2 Historic England was approached by the Applicant in late 2017 with initial 

proposals. The exact details of the Scheme, i.e.: the design; matters relating to 

construction compounds; extent of impact on the historic environment; and, 

proposed mitigation were at that point the subject of consultation through a 

series of meetings and during this process our first response was provided on 

1st December 2017 in response to a written request for an ES Scoping Letter to 

PINS (see Appendix 2(a)). On 19th March 2018 we responded to the request 

for a Planning Act 2008, ‘Section 42 Duty to Consult’ on a proposed application 

(see Appendix 2(b)).  
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4.3 At that time, it was understood that the Scheme would result in various 

environmental impacts, and that there would be an impact on the historic 

environment. The Environmental Statement identified 129 heritage assets 

within the Study Area (see ES Chapter 6.1 – sections 6.7.28 – 6.7.29). It 

identified three scheduled monuments, one Grade II* and 15 Grade II listed 

buildings and one Conservation Area. Other than one scheduled monument 

these other designated heritage assets were all outside the Order limit. 

4.4 Discussion continued up until August 2019 with the Applicant and their agents.  

4.5 On 10th September 2019 the application for a Development Consent Order for 

the proposed improvement of the A1 at Birtley was accepted for examination by 

the Secretary of State.  

5. ASSESSMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE AND IMPACT ON 

DESIGNATED HERITAGE ASSETS AFFECTED BY THE 

SCHEME 

Statement of Approach 

5.1 As noted above, whilst 129 heritage assets where identified within the 

scheme’s study area, only one scheduled monument is located within the 

boundaries of the Order. Namely: 

• The Bowes Railway Scheduled Monument. 

5.2 Of the two other scheduled monuments (Ravensworth Castle and Ravensworth 

Coal Mill) identified within the study area (but which lie outside the order limit) 

the Ravensworth Coal Mill SM is directly adjacent to the order limit. Whilst the 

scheme proposes no impact on this scheduled monument, should any works be 

required to be undertaken, then scheduled monument consent would be 

required and early discussion with Historic England is encouraged. 

5.3 In these Written Representations Historic England will be focusing on the 

scheduled monument known as “Bowes Railway”  as it falls within the order 

limits and it will be directly impacted by it. 
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5.4 We understand that the local authority will be leading on discussions regarding 

impacts to the Lamesley Conservation Area, the listed buildings and also any 

non-designated heritage assets of historic and/or archaeological interest (e.g. 

the Angel of the North).  

Assessing Significance 

5.5 Historic England assesses significance in the following manner. The primary 

document is the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 2019 which is 

supported by ‘Good Practice Advice in Planning 2: Managing Significance in 

Decision-Taking in the Historic Environment’ (Historic England 2015) in which 

‘significance’ is described as being the sum of a range of ‘interests’. The 

interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or historic, but significance 

also derives from the contribution made by the setting of a heritage asset.  

‘Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning: 3 The Setting of 

Heritage Assets (2nd Edition)(Historic England 2017) gives general advice on 

understanding setting, and how it may contribute to the significance of heritage 

assets and allow that significance to be appreciated, as well as advice on how 

views contribute to setting. 

Scheduled Monument known as ‘The Bowes Railway’ (National Heritage 

List for England (NHLE) no. 1003723) 

5.6 The monument known as ‘Bowes Railway’ is a partly preserved standard gauge 

railway with rope haulage and associated structures and apparatus. It was 

scheduled in 1976 (see Appendix 3 for the scheduled monument entry from the 

NHLE). It was designed by renowned railway engineer George Stephenson and 

opened in 1826 from Jarrow to Mount Moor. By 1842, it was extended to 

Kibblesworth, and by 1855/6 it had linked with other sections of colliery railway 

which stretched toward Pontop and Dipton. The railway closed in 1974 after the 

closure of the last pit with which it was connected. It was scheduled in 1976. At 

its peak, it had 7 rope-worked inclines and 3 locomotive-worked sections. When 

it closed in 1974 it had 3 stationary electric haulers, 1 gravity inclined plane and 

diesel locomotives were used, making this the last such system in England. 

Included within the scheduled area are a c. 4mile (6.12km) section of the line 
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from Team Valley to Leam Lane; the colliery and railway workshops at the 

former Springwell Colliery; and, the two hauler houses (at Blackfell and 

Blackhams Hill) used on the rope inclines.  

5.7 The significance of the monument lies in the archaeological evidence it holds 

about technological advancements in the development of early railways in 

England. A substantial part of the alignment of the Bowes Railway dating from 

1826 is now preserved for the Nation as a scheduled monument which can 

generally be freely visited, experienced and appreciated by the public. That part 

of the railway which is scheduled contains the world's only preserved and partly 

operational standard-gauge cable railway system - the 1.5 miles between 

Springwell and Blackham's Hill Hauler House. It also includes the route of the 

incline south from Blackham's Hill to Blackfell Hauler House; the trackbed east 

to Leam Lane, and then west to the East Coast Mainline in the Team Valley. It 

is this latter part of the monument which is bridged by the A1 at Longbank. 

5.8 The Bowes Railway is highly vulnerable to vandalism across its length. It is on 

Historic England’s Heritage at Risk register (which includes structures which 

are found to be at risk following assessment based on criteria as to their 

condition and vulnerability and future security). and has been since the register 

began in 2001.  

Historic England’s Assessment of Impact on the asset 

5.9 The proposed works will cause substantial harm (as per NPPF para 195) to a 

limited part of the scheduled monument. On the southbound side of the A1 it is 

proposed to extend to the north-east a bridge arrangement over the line of the 

monument. The scheme drawings (see TR010031/APP/2.7(J) in Section 2.7 of 

the ES) show an indicative length of new construction to be approximately 

16.7m. The development will require the excavation of two construction 

trenches into which numerous piles will be drilled at 1m intervals. This will 

impact on extant revetment walls on either side of the trackbed, and may 

potentially damage buried remains such as evidence of rails, trackbed 

construction and associated features. 
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5.10 The ES currently assesses that this will be a “minor” magnitude of impact (ES 

6.1 Cultural Heritage para 6.10.2) which Historic England contends is not 

accurate as there will be a permanent removal of this part of the monument in 

the area affected and therefore the impact will be ‘major’, i.e. there will be 

‘substantial harm’ (as per NPPF para. 195) to this part of the monument. We 

do, however, concur that overall there will be a ‘moderate adverse significance 

of effect’ or in NPPF terms, a ‘less than substantial harm’ to the overall 

significance of the monument. This will therefore require a balancing of the 

harm against the perceived public benefits of the scheme by the ExA. 

5.11 Historic England have previously discussed mitigation with the Applicant and 

have agreed a general scheme with them which is set out in 6.1 Environmental 

Statement sections 6.9.4 – 6.9.10 and in Section 7.4 (the Outline CEMP).  

5.12 However, in order to provide clarity on the ground during construction (to the 

main contractor and the appointed archaeological contractor) – should the DCO 

be granted – we advise that the Applicant provides a more detailed outline WSI 

to be agreed and submitted in support of the DCO. An example of what could 

be included within  the outline WSI is attached in Appendix 4.  

5.13 We discussed this with the Applicant and their agents at a meeting on 30th 

January 2020, so that the works to the Scheduled Monument can be 

appropriately designed, implemented and managed. We provided the example 

(in Appendix 4) of the type of outline WSI we expect to see and it is our 

understanding that a draft will be forthcoming for continued discussion between 

Historic England the Local Authority Archaeology Officer and the Applicant prior 

to submission to the ExA in due course.  

6. DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER (DCO) 

6.1 The purpose of Historic England’s comments on the DCO is to ensure that if 

appropriate mitigation measures are required to address any issues, that these 

are set out clearly in the DCO and undertaken and maintained to ensure that 

the protection and conservation of the historic environment is delivered. The 
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points raised below are issues that we consider need to be dealt  to ensure that 

the significance of designated heritage assets is addressed. 

Part 6, Operations 

6.2 Article 39: This article authorises the undertaker to carry out the specified works 

in Schedule 10 to the specified scheduled monument.   However,  no 

methodology and approach as to how these works will be carried out are then 

set out in Schedule 10, rather this is detailed within the draft outline CEMP.. 

With regards the changes to the draft outline CEMP, these are set out in 

Appendix 7.  

Schedule 2, Part 1, Requirement 9 

6.3 Historic England find that the wording of Requirement 9 lacks clarity and should 

the DCO be granted might cause confusion, especially in relation to works 

affecting the scheduled monument. We have identified the need to clarify 

Requirement 9 with the Applicant and are in discussion with them about 

amending it. Our suggested amended wording for consideration is set out in 

Appendix 5.   

Schedule 10 

6.4 Historic England considers that Schedule 10 does not accurately nor clearly 

state the extent of demolition that is being proposed.  We have therefore set out 

what we understand to be the extent of demolition required within Appendix 6 

and would advise that this clarification is provided and Schedule 10 amended to 

reflect this. As noted above, Schedule 10 does not deal with the methodology 

and approach as to how these works to the Scheduled monument will be 

carried out, rather this is detailed within the draft outline CEMP. This needs to 

be clearly worded so that there can be no misunderstanding of what can and 

cannot be done to the scheduled monument as part of the DCO. This is dealt 

with in more detail below.  
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Outline CEMP – Cultural Heritage (Chapter 7.4 of ES) 

6.5 We note that some refinement of wording is needed in CH2, CH3, CH5, CH6 

and N8 to provide clarity; be enforceable; and, provide assurance that works to 

the Scheduled Monument will have the appropriate oversight of Historic 

England. We are in discussion with the Applicant about the proposed 

modifications we are advising with regards CH2, CH3, CH5, CH6 and N8 which 

we set out in more detail in Appendix 7.  

7. STATEMENT OF COMMON GROUND (SoCG) 

7.1 Initial discussion with the Applicant regarding a draft Statement of Common 

Ground (SoCG) was carried out during pre-app stages up to August 2019. 

However no agreement was reached at that time as Historic England had not 

yet seen the full application to be satisfied that the content of the draft SoCG 

accurately reflected our position. We anticipate having further discussion with 

the Applicant prior to Deadline 2 (25th February 2020) in order to progress the 

content of the draft statement.   

6.6 We highlighted the issues with Article 39; Requirement 9; Schedule 10 and the 

CEMP to the Applicant and their agents on 30th January 2020. The meeting 

was constructive and we look forward to receiving an update on the 

amendments for further discussion, if required, to address those matters and 

this can be reflected in the draft SoCG.  

8. CONCLUSION  

8.1 Historic England considers that there remain to be addressed various issues 

regarding the impact this proposal will have on the Bowes Railway Scheduled 

Monument. These are detailed below.   

• An outline WSI setting out a clear structure and methodology to be 

followed including: responsibilities; any pre-construction requirements; 

relevant guidance; contents of the detailed (final) WSI including all 

methodologies (incorporating outline CEMP items CH2, CH3 and CH6); 
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reporting; archive deposition; interpretation strategy (incorporating outline 

CEMP item CH5); and monitoring needs to be agreed and submitted as 

part of the DCO.  An example of what could be done is included in 

Appendix 4.  

• Amendments to Requirement 9 to ensure clarity and understanding of 

actions required as part of the DCO. 

• Amendments to Schedule 10 to be clear on the extent of demolition that is 

proposed. 

• Amendments to certain provisions within the Outline CEMP. 

8.2 The scheme provides the potential to provide public benefit in the form of 

heritage benefits through repairs to revetment walls on the Bowes Railway 

scheduled monument and the enhanced interpretation of the monument and its 

national importance. 

8.3 Historic England is keen to ensure that the matters highlighted in our Written 

Representations are addressed and that they can be resolved through 

discussion  as part of a positive, constructive dialogue with the Applicant. This 

will then ensure that the impact of the proposals will have been avoided or 

mitigated with regards the historic environment and any benefits appropriately 

secured as part of the DCO. 

8.4 This section concludes the Written Representation of Historic England. 
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Appendix 3: Description of the scheduled monument from the National 

Heritage List for England  

Overview 

Heritage Category: Scheduled Monument 
List Entry Number: 1003723 

Map 

 
© Crown Copyright and database right 2020. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence number 
100024900. 
© British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2020. All rights reserved. Licence number 
102006.006. 
Use of this data is subject to Terms and Conditions.  

The above map is for quick reference purposes only and may not be to scale. For a 
copy of the full scale map, please see the attached PDF - 1003723.pdf (opens in a 
new window)  



This copy shows the entry on 04-Feb-2020 at 14:41:20. 

Location 

The building or site itself may lie within the boundary of more than one authority. 

District: Gateshead (Metropolitan Authority) 
Parish: Lamesley 
District: Sunderland (Metropolitan Authority) 
National Grid Reference: NZ 25962 56839, NZ 26008 56855, NZ 26103 56886, NZ 

26314 56946, NZ 26702 57096, NZ 27001 57238, NZ 
27115 57295, NZ 28538 58864 

Summary 

Not currently available for this entry.  

Reasons for Designation 

Not currently available for this entry. 

History 

Not currently available for this entry. 

Details 

This record has been generated from an "old county number" (OCN) scheduling 
record. These are monuments that were not reviewed under the Monuments 
Protection Programme and are some of our oldest designation records. As such they 
do not yet have the full descriptions of their modernised counterparts available. 
Please contact us if you would like further information. 

Legacy 

The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system. 

Legacy System number: TW 7 
Legacy System: RSM - OCN 

Legal 

This monument is scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological 
Areas Act 1979 as amended as it appears to the Secretary of State to be of national 
importance. This entry is a copy, the original is held by the Department for Digital, 
Culture, Media and Sport. 

End of official listing 

  



Appendix 4: Example of Outline WSI 

















 

  



Appendix 5: Proposed amendments to wording of Requirement 9: 

Archaeological Remains 

(1) No part of the authorised development is to commence until a final written 

scheme of investigation (FWSI) has been submitted to and approved in writing by 

the Secretary of State in consultation with the relevant planning authority and 

Historic England. The FWSI shall be in accordance with the mitigation measures 

included in the REAC and the outline written scheme of investigation (OWSI). 

(2) The authorised development must be carried out in accordance with the final 

written scheme of investigation referred to in sub-paragraph (1) unless otherwise 

agreed in writing by the Secretary of State. 

(3) A programme of archaeological reporting, post excavation and publication 

required as part of the final written scheme of investigation referred to in sub-

paragraph (1) must be agreed with Gateshead Borough Council’s archaeological 

advisor and Historic England and implemented within a timescale agreed with 

Gateshead Borough Council’s archaeological advisor and Historic England and 

deposited with the Historic Environment Record of the relevant planning authority 

within one year of the date of completion of the authorised development or such 

other period as may be agreed in writing by the relevant planning authority. 

(4) Any archaeological remains not previously identified which are revealed when 

carrying out the authorised development must be subject to appropriate mitigation 

and agreed with Gateshead Borough Council’s archaeological advisor, or with 

Historic England in the case of remains associated with the scheduled monument, as 

soon as reasonably practicable. 

(5) No construction operations are to take place within 10 metres of the remains 

referred to in sub-paragraph (4) for a period of 14 days from the date they are 

identified unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Secretary of State.  

  



Appendix 6: Proposed amendments to Schedule 10, Column 2 

The phrase in red text has been added as the proposed amendment 

• Demolition of stone retaining walls (up to a maximum of 17m in length) on 

either side of the former trackbed of the monument 

 



Appendix 7: Proposed amendments to CEMP sections CH2, CH3, CH5, CH6 and N8 

CH2:  

Current Action 

Prior to construction, an archaeological WSI will be agreed with 

Historic England and the local authority in relation to 

archaeological works during construction required within the 

railway cutting associated with the Bowes Railway Scheduled 

Monument (1003723) and the Scheme Footprint. The WSI will 

include those actions detailed within CH2, CH3, CH4, CH5, 

CH6, CH7, and N8 of this CEMP. The WSI will be submitted to 

and approved by the SoS in consultation with Historic England 

and the local authority prior to the commencement of any works 

on site. 

Historic England proposed amendments  

Prior to construction, a Final archaeological WSI will be agreed 

with Historic England and the local authority in relation to 

archaeological works required during construction within the 

railway cutting associated with the Bowes Railway Scheduled 

Monument (HA 1003723) and the Scheme Footprint. The Final 

WSI will be in accordance with the Outline WSI and include 

those actions detailed within CH2, CH3, CH4, CH5, CH6, CH7, 

and N8 of this CEMP. The WSI will be submitted to and 

approved in writing by the local planning authority in 

consultation with Historic England prior to the 

commencement of any works on site. 

 

 Historic England’s justification for changes  

Historic England is seeking clarity over the wording of the CEMP 

actions. The reason is to address our concerns to safeguard 

and mitigate impacts to the historic environment. 



CH3  

Current Action 

The section of masonry retaining wall associated with Bowes 

Railway SM (1003723) to be demolished will be dismantled by a 

suitably qualified archaeologist to record any archaeological 

features. A method statement will be produced for these works 

and will form part of the WSI. A written, drawn and photographic 

record of the dismantling will be compiled by the archaeologist 

(main contractor). This record will be approved by the SoS in 

consultation with Historic England 

Historic England proposed amendments  

The dismantling of the section of masonry retaining wall 

associated with Bowes Railway SM (1003723) during 

construction will be monitored by a suitably qualified 

archaeologist to record any archaeological features which may 

be uncovered. A method statement must be produced by the 

Main Contractor for how and when the dismantling will 

occur and will help to inform the archaeological monitoring 

and to be required as part of the Final WSI. The 

methodology, including the timing of the works, will be 

submitted in writing to and approved by the Local Planning 

Authority in consultation with Historic England. 

 Historic England’s justification for changes  

This CEMP action was not very clear. We are seeking clarity in 

what is required and when, to address our concerns to 

safeguard the historic environment. 

CH5  

Current Action 

An interpretation panel must be placed on the section of Bowes 

Historic England proposed amendments  

An interpretation panel must be placed on a section of Bowes 



Railway closest to the proposed works. The panel will be 

designed to present and interpret the history and importance of 

the SM. In this way the experience of the SM will be enhanced 

for the local community. The nature and type of board will be 

agreed in consultation with the local authority. If the location of 

the board is within the Bowes Railway SM area, this will also be 

agreed in consultation with Historic England. The main 

contractor will be responsible for installing the panel. 

Railway scheduled monument (SM) closest to the approved 

works. The panel will be designed to present and interpret the 

history and importance of the SM. In this way the experience of 

the SM will be enhanced for the local community. The panel 

content, design, and final location to be approved by the 

Local Authority in consultation with Historic England. The 

panel to be installed by the main contractor at the end of 

works in this part and before the entire scheme ends 

 Historic England’s justification for changes  

We feel that the current CEMP action is not clearly defined. We 

are seeking clarity to address our concerns and to safeguard the 

historic environment. 

CH6  

Current Action 

A section of surviving wall associated with Bowes Railway SM 

(1003723) of equal length to that being demolished will be 

repaired. Prior to any repair works commencing, the section of 

wall to be repaired, and the repointing and conservation 

methodology, will be agreed in consultation with Historic 

England. The repair works will be carried out by a qualified 

Historic England proposed amendments  

A section of surviving wall either side of Bowes Railway SM 

(1003723) of equal length to that being demolished will be 

consolidated, re-pointed and repaired. Prior to any repair 

works commencing, the section of walling to be repaired 

(including the repointing and conservation methodology) 

will be agreed in consultation with Historic England. The repair 

works will be carried out by a qualified stonemason 



stone mason experiences in using lime mortar. experienced in using lime mortar. The methodology, 

including the timing of the works, will be submitted in 

writing to and approved by the Local Planning Authority in 

consultation with Historic England. 

 Historic England’s justification for changes  

This CEMP action was not fully defined. We are seeking clarity 

in what is required and when to address our concerns about 

impact on the historic environment. 

N8  

Current Action 

Where piling works are required for the extension of Longbank 

Bridleway Underpass, these will be completed using a rotary 

bored (i.e. non-impulsive) method. Monitoring will be carried out 

to identify if the retaining wall associated with Bowes Railway 

SM (1003723) is damaged during construction. The condition of 

the wall will be compared with the baseline condition detailed in 

the Bowes Railway Retaining Wall Survey Report (Application 

Document Reference: TR010031/APP/6.3). If any of the wall is 

damaged it will be repaired on a like for like basis using the 

agreed conservation strategy set out in CH6. These repairs will 

be in addition to those identified in CH7 in this CEMP. These 

Historic England proposed amendments  

Where piling works are required for the extension of Longbank 

Bridleway Underpass (the Bowes Railway Scheduled 

Monument), these will be completed using a rotary bored (i.e. 

non-impulsive) method. Monitoring will be carried out by the 

Main Contractor and Archaeological Contractor during 

piling works to identify if the retaining wall associated with 

Bowes Railway SM is damaged during construction. The 

condition of the wall will be compared with the baseline 

condition detailed in the Bowes Railway Retaining Wall Survey 

Report (Application Document Reference: TR010031/APP/6.3). 

If any of the wall is damaged it will be repaired on a like for like 



monitoring requirements will be included in the WSI. basis using the agreed conservation strategy set out in CH6. 

These repairs will be in addition to those identified in CH6 in this 

CEMP. These monitoring requirements will be included in 

the Final WSI to be submitted to and approved in writing by 

the Local Planning Authority in consultation with Historic 

England. 

 Historic England’s justification for changes  

The Action refers to CH7 which does not exist and therefore it is 

confusing to understand what is being required. Proposed 

clarifications have been made to address this by referring to 

CH6 rather than CH7 and this will ensure consistency and 

safeguarding of the historic environment. 

 

 




