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Statement of Common Ground: Historic England

1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE OF THIS DOCUMENT

1.1.1. This Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) relates to an application made by Highways
England (the Applicant) to the Secretary of State via the Planning Inspectorate (the
‘Inspectorate’) under the Planning Act 2008 (the ‘2008 Act’) for a Development Consent Order
(DCO). If made, the DCO would grant consent for the Al in Northumberland, Morpeth to
Ellingham (the ‘Scheme’). A detailed description of the Scheme can be found in Chapter 2:
The Scheme of the Environmental Statement (ES) [APP-037].

1.1.2. This SoCG does not seek to replicate information which is available elsewhere within the
Application documents. All documents are available on the Inspectorate’s website

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/North%20East/Al-in-
Northumberland---Morpeth-to-Ellingham/

1.1.3. The SoCG has been produced to confirm to the Examining Authority (ExA) where agreement
has been reached between the parties to it, and where agreement has not (yet) been reached.
SoCGs are an established means in the planning process of allowing all parties to identify
and so focus on specific issues that may need to be addressed during the examination.

1.2 PARTIES TO THIS STATEMENT OF COMMON GROUND

1.2.1. This SoCG has been prepared by (1) Highways England as the Applicant and (2) Historic
England.

1.2.2. Highways England became the Government-owned Strategic Highways Company on 1 April
2015. It is the highway authority in England for the strategic road network and has the
necessary powers and duties to operate, manage, maintain and enhance the network.
Regulatory powers remain with the Secretary of State. The legislation establishing Highways
England made provision for all legal rights and obligations of the Highways Agency, including
in respect of the Application, to be conferred upon or assumed by Highways England.

1.2.3. Historic England was established with effect from 1 April 1984 under Section 32 of the
National Heritage Act 1983. The general duties of Historic England under Section 33 are as
follows:

“...s0 far as is practicable:

= To secure the preservation of ancient monuments and historic buildings situated in
England;

= To promote the preservation and enhancement of the character and appearance of
conservation areas situated in England; and

= To promote the public’'s enjoyment of, and advance their knowledge of, ancient monuments
and historic buildings situated in England and their preservation”.

1.2.4. Historic England is a statutory consultee providing advice to local planning authorities on
certain categories of applications for planning permission and listed building consent and is
also a statutory consultee on all Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIPs).

Page 1 of 14
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Similarly, Historic England advises the Secretary of State (SoS) on those applications,
subsequent appeals 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.

1.3 TERMINOLOGY

1.3.1. In the tables in the Issues chapter of this SoCG, “Not Agreed” indicates a final position, and
“Under discussion” where these points will be the subject of on-going discussion wherever
possible to resolve, or refine, the extent of disagreement between the parties. “Agreed”
indicates where the issue has been resolved.

1.3.2. It can be taken that any matters not specifically referred to in the Issues chapter of this SoCG
are not of material interest or relevance to Historic England, and therefore have not been the
subject of any discussions between the parties. As such, those matters can be read as
“agreed”, to the extent that they are either not of material interest or relevance to Historic
England.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059 Page 2 of 14
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RECORD OF ENGAGEMENT

2.1.1.

A summary of the meetings and correspondence that has taken place between Highways

England and Historic England in relation to the Application is outlined in Table 2-1.

Table 2-1 — Record of Engagement in Relation to the Whole Scheme

Date

Form of
Correspondence

Key Topics Discussed and Key Outcomes

01/02/21 Meeting via Teams. In

02/02/21

attendance were Mike
Collins (Historic
England), Alex
Grassam (WSP), Kevin

Stubbs (WSP),
Natasha Powers
(WSP), Lowri McCann
(WSP), Mark
Stoneman (Highways
England), Karen

Derham (NCC), Shiona
MacDonald (CJP),
Mike Hitchinson (CJP)

(see Appendix A).
Email from Alex
Grassam (WSP) to

Mike Collins (Historic
England) and Karen
Derham (NCC) (see
Appendix A).

Key Topic

Presentation of the following proposed amendments to
the Scheme and assessment of the impacts on the
Historic Environment:

1. Earthwork Amendments
2. River Coquet Stabilisation Works
3. River Coquet Southern Access works.

Key Outcomes
Earthwork Amendments

Potential for adverse impacts on Scheduled Monument
Ellsnook Round Barrow (NHL 1006564) from
excavation of borrow pits on land immediately adjacent
will be mitigated through the design measures
(reduction of the size of the borrow pit) and by ensuring
it is backfilled with appropriate material.

Potential for adverse impacts on any currently
unknown heritage assets outside of the Order Limits at
Charlton Mires from the excavation of borrow pits
would be evaluated during the post-consent trial
trenching. Mitigation measures, including changing the
design of borrow pits, would be determined following
the completion of the trial trenching.

Assessment has established that there would no
additional impacts and no change in the reported
effects on the setting of heritage assets as a result of
the earthwork amendments

River Coqguet Stabilisation Works

Assessment has established that there would no
additional impacts and no change in the reported
effects on heritage assets as a result of the River
Coquet Stabilisation Works.

River Coguet Southern Access works

A scoping exercise determined that no additional
assessment for Cultural Heritage was required.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059
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Table 2-2 - Record of Engagement in Relation to Part A Only

Date Form of
Correspondence

Key Topics Discussed and Key Outcomes

March Scoping Opinion [APP-
2018 340]

25/04/18 @ Email from Alex
Grassam (WSP) to
Historic England North
East &  Yorkshire
Regional Office, (see
Appendix B)

Key topics

Outline of proposed assessment methodology for
Cultural Heritage chapter in the EIA, including size of
study area, which designated assets should be scoped
in and guidance to follow.

Key outcomes

Initial assessment agrees with the list of designated
heritage assets within 1km of the proposed
development as identified by the Scoping Report in
Figure 1.2 Environmental Constraints Plan, Appendix
B.2.

The assessment will consider, where appropriate, the
likelihood of alterations to the drainage patterns that
might lead to in situ decompensation or destruction of
below ground archaeological remains and deposits
and can also lead to subsidence of buildings and
monuments.

The setting assessment will follow best practice
standards and guidance as set out in “Good Practice
Advice in Planning — Note 3: The Setting of Heritage
Assets” and “Good Practice in Planning — Note 2:
Managing Significance in Decision Taking in the
Historic Environment”. The latter is in addition to
guidance mentioned in paragraph 10.7.6 of the
Scoping Report.

Key topics

Confirmation of requirement to scope in any
designated asset outside of the 1km Study Area.
Images showing the Scheme boundary and the
location of designated assets in a 1km buffer were
provided, along with a list of designhated assets
proposed for assessment. Request for identification of
any additional designated heritage assets outside of
the 1km buffer required for assessment.

Key outcomes

No details of additional designated heritage assets
received, therefore no additional ones scoped in.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059
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Date Form of Key Topics Discussed and Key Outcomes
Correspondence

17/08/18 Emaill from  Alex Key topics
Grassam (WSP) to
Lee McFarlane and
Martin Lowe (Historic

Meeting between the Applicant and Historic England to
provide details of the outcome of the Historic
Environment Desk-based Assessment

England) (See
Appendix C) Key outcomes
Provision of the draft copy of the Historic Environment
Desk-based Assessment for Part A, for comment
ahead of a proposed meeting between the Applicant
and Historic England.
22/08/18 | Meeting in | Key topics

Northumberland

County Hall, Morpeth.
In attendance was
Alex Grassam (WSP), Key outcomes

Victoria Wilson (WSP),  Historic England confirmed that no comments were

Review of the Historic Environment Desk-based
Assessment (Part A).

Lee McFarlane ' required as no Scheduled Monuments, Grade | or
(Historic England), ' Grade I1* would be adversely impacted by Part A.
Alyssa Young

(Highways England),
Glen Shaw (NCC) and
Karen Derham (NCC)
(See Appendix D)

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059 Page 5 of 14
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Table 2-3 - Record of Engagement in Relation to Part B Onl g
Date Form of | Key Topics Discussed and Key Outcomes
Correspondence
22/08/18 Meeting in Key topics
Northumberland

Meeting to outline the route of Part B, and to identify

ﬁognt;t/h HaIIIr; and discuss any immediate concerns relating to
orpem. designated heritage assets within and adjacent to Part

attendance was g

Alex Grassam

(WSP), Victoria Key outcomes

Wilson (WSP), Lee The presence of a Prehistoric burial mound Scheduled
McFarlane (Historic \jonument (NHL 1018499) within the current Order
England),  Alyssa | jmits was identified by Historic England as being the
Young  (Highways main point of concern. The Scheduled Monument is
England), Glen |ocated approximately 350 m to the north west of West
Shaw (NCC) and Egast Linkhall, in a field on the east side of A1 (NGR
Karen Derham ' 417130 622030). The early design proposals included

(NCC) (See  the siting of a detention basin in this field.
Appendix D) ) ) )
The Applicant continued to pursue alternatives to the

siting of the detention basin in this field so as to avoid
the need for this field to remain within the Order limits.
This has resulted in the relocation of the detention
basin (former DB6) away from the Scheduled
Monument and removal of the Scheduled Monument
from the Order limits (see Chapter 3 Assessment of
Alternatives [APP-038]).

04/12/18 Scoping Opinion  Key topics

[APP-341] Outline of proposed assessment methodology for

Cultural Heritage chapter in the EIA, including size of
study area, which designated assets should be scoped
in and guidance to follow.

Key outcomes

Initial assessment agrees with the list of designated
heritage assets within 1 km of the proposed
development as identified by the EIA Scoping Report.

The assessment will consider, where appropriate, the
likelihood of alterations to drainage patterns that might
lead to in situ decomposition or destruction of below
ground archaeological remains and deposits, and can
also lead to subsidence of buildings and monuments.

The assessment will assess the impacts of the two
proposed new junctions including likely impacts on the
grade | Alnwick Park and Garden.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059 Page 6 of 14
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Date Form of | Key Topics Discussed and Key Outcomes
Correspondence
The setting assessment will follow best practice
standards and guidance as set out in “Good Practice
Advice in Planning — Note 3: The Setting of Heritage
Assets” and “Good Practice in Planning — Note 2:
Managing Significance in Decision Taking in the
Historic Environment”. The latter is in addition to
guidance mentioned in paragraph 10.7.6 of the
Scoping Report.
08/04/19 Section 42 Key topics
Consulta_ltlon Lt Presence of Scheduled Monuments both within the
the Applicant Order Limits and immediately adjacent to the Scheme.
Response from Mike Requirement to undertake detailed evaluation in areas
Collins (Historic of high potential for below ground archaeological
England) to Mark remains of high value.
Stoneman
(Highways England) Key outcomes
by letter Based on objections by Historic England, the Order
Limits for the Scheme were amended to remove
Prehistoric burial mound Scheduled Monument (NHL
21/05/19 Email response from 1018499), located approximately 350 m to the north
Alex Grassam west of West East Linkhall, in a field on the east side
(WSP) to Mike of A1 (NGR 417130 622030).
07/06/19 Collins (Historic Detailed evaluation was undertaken in two parts of the
England) Scheme where a potential for high value below ground
Email response from (archaeological) was established.
Mike Collins A hysical found anomalies of potential
(Historic England) to geophiysica Sutvey found anomat b
archaeological origin adjacent to the Scheduled
'(A\‘/l\?gp) Gras?saerg Monument Camp at Wes@ Linkhall (NH_L 1006500)
Appendix E) (Appendix 8.3 West Linkhall Intrusive Survey

Information Application, Volume 8 of the ES
(Document Reference: TR010041/APP/6.8)). These
were investigated through a trial trench investigation
which established that the anomalies were not of
archaeological origin, but more likely natural,
geological variations.

Trial trenching was also undertaken on land adjacent
to the Scheduled Monument North Charlton Medieval
Village and Open Field System (NHL 1018348)
(Appendix 8.4 North Charlton Intrusive Survey
Information Application, Volume 8 of the ES
(Document Reference: TR010041/APP/6.8)). No
archaeological remains were identified.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059
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Date Form of
Correspondence

26/02/20 Meeting via
telephone. In
attendance was
Alex Grassam

(WSP), Lowri
McCann (WSP) and
Mike Collins
(Historic England)

Email from Alex

Grassam (WSP) to
08/04/20 | \tike Collins

(Historic England)

Email from Mike
Collins (Historic
England) to Alex
13/05/20 Grassam (WSP)
(see Appendix F).

17/09/20 Email from Alex
Grassam (WSP) to
Mike Collins
(Historic England)

Key topics

Following the completion, the evaluation works
resulting from the above Key Topic, a discussion of the
results of the trial trenching and their implications on
the Scheme was required. Discussion of potential for
the Scheme to result in substantial harm on the
Scheduled Monuments. Discussion of the potential to
construction a haul road through land adjacent to North
Charlton Scheduled Monument.

Key outcomes

No archaeological remains were identified within the
Order limits adjacent to the Scheduled Monument
boundary. The accuracy of the Scheduled Monument
boundary was discussed, and the Applicant explained
that the position of the boundary was set out and
marked during the evaluation using a GPS system.
This determined that all the visible earthworks
associated with the heritage asset were contained
within the boundary of the Scheduled Monument.
Based on this information, it was agreed that there
would be no direct physical impacts causing
substantial harm on the Scheduled Monument.

The route of the Haul Road at the north end of the
Scheme was discussed. The Applicant explained that
the proposal to extend the haul road north so it runs
adjacent to the boundary of the Scheduled Monument
was not being progressed as part of the DCO
application however the Order limits would remain as
drawn to allow for this to be explored at PCF Stage 5.

Review of the results of Trial Trenching at West
Linkhall Scheduled Monument. No archaeological
remains were identified within the Order limits adjacent
to the Scheduled Monument boundary. Based on this
information, it was agreed that there would be no direct
physical impacts causing substantial harm on the
Scheduled Monument.

Key topics

Haul Road Design and protection of the North Charlton
Scheduled Monument.

Key outcomes

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059
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Date Form of | Key Topics Discussed and Key Outcomes
Correspondence

Proposal to terminate the haul road to the south of
North Charlton Scheduled Monument and establish an
exclusion zone where the boundary of the Scheduled
Monument adjoins the Order limits.

15/10/20 Meeting via
telephone. In . : .
e e ETEe e Detailed plan showing the extent of the exclusion zone

was prepared in consultation with CJP and submitted

Mik llin ' UL
(I-;is?oric Englgnld)s at Deadline 1 of the Examination phase [REP1-070].
Alex Grassarr; The Detailed Plan will form part of the Outline

Construction Environmental Management Plan [REP1-

(WSP), KevIN 023 and 024],

Stubbs (WSP), Phil
Gibbins  (Highways
England), Karen
Derham (NCC) (see
Appendix G)

12/11/2020 Relevant Key Topic

Representations Concern that no plan within the supporting documents

which shows the DCO boundary and the scheduled
monuments at a scale sufficient to be clear that they
abut but do not coincide. Clarity sought on this matter
through an additional plan to ensure that exclusion of
the scheduled sites from the DCO area will be
accomplished.

Key Outcome

A detailed plan showing the DCO limits, the Scheduled
Monument Camp at West Linkhall (NHL 1006500)
Scheduled Monument North Charlton Medieval Village
and Open Field System (NHL 1018348), along with the
General Arrangements of the Scheme was submitted
[REP1-070].

It is agreed that this is an accurate record of the key meetings and consultation undertaken
between (1) the Applicant and (2) Historic England in relation to the issues addressed in this
SoCG.

Page 9 of 14
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Table 3-1 - Issues related to the Scheme

Item ES Chapter Paragraph Sub-section | Highways England Historic England Response
Reference
1.
Table 3-2 - Issues related to Part A Only
Item ES Chapter Paragraph Sub-section Highways England Historic England Response
Reference

1. Chapter 8 Whole Chapter N/A There are no Grade | Listed Buildings identified within the Scheme or Study
(Cultural Areas.
Heritage)

2. Chapter 8  Whole Chapter N/A There is one Scheduled Monument (Felton Old Bridge, also Grade II* Listed
(Cultural Buildings), one Grade | (Church of St. Michael's and all Angels) and two
Heritage) Grade II* Listed Buildings (Greenhouse and Bockenfield Farmhouse) within

1km of the Scheme identified for assessment.

3. Chapter 8 8.3.1t08.3.8 Legislative and The assessments presented within Chapter 8 appropriately considers
(Cultural policy framework  relevant legislation and policy.
Heritage)

4. Chapter 8 84.1t084.41 Assessment The scope and methodology adopted for the baseline cultural heritage
(Cultural Methodology assessment of the potential impacts is appropriate and follows standards
Heritage) and guidance.

5. Chapter 8 8.5.1t08.5.10 Assessment The assumptions and limitations to the assessment have been
(Cultural Assumptions and acknowledged and appropriately considered within the assessment.
Heritage) Limitations

6. Chapter 8 8.6.1t08.6.2 Study Area The inner Study Area of 500 m is appropriate for the identification of all types
(Cultural of heritage assets (designated, non-designated, potential archaeological
Heritage) remains and historic landscapes) to establish the known historic

environment context and potential for hitherto unknown below-ground
archaeological remains.

The outer Study Area of 1km for the assessment of setting heritage assets
and Conservation Areas is appropriate.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059
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Item ES Chapter Paragraph Sub-section Highways England Historic England Response Status
Reference
7. Chapter 8 8.7.1t08.7.61 Baseline The heritage assets identified and described in the baseline are appropriate
(Cultural for the assessment. The value of the heritage assets and the contribution of
Heritage) the setting to the value of the heritage asset (where appropriate) is correctly
assessed, including the assessment of the non-designated Felton Park as
a high value asset due to the presence of the Grade II* Listed Building
Greenhouse within it.
8. Chapter 8 8.8.1t08.8.34 Potential Impacts | The assessment correctly identifies that there are no potential impacts on
(Cultural the Scheduled Monument, Grade | and one Grade II* Listed Buildings during
Heritage) construction or operation.
One Grade II* Listed Building (Greenhouse) forms part of the Felton Park
heritage asset group. The assessment identifies that the setting of Felton
Park would be temporarily adversely impacted during the construction
phase. There would be no permanent adverse impacts during operation.
9. Chapter 8 8.9.1t08.9.11 Design, Mitigation No design, mitigation or enhancement measures are required or proposed
(Cultural and Enhancement for the Scheduled Monument and Grade II* Listed Buildings during
Heritage) Measures construction or operation.
10. Chapter 8 8.10.1t08.10.30 | Assessment of The assessment records a temporary significant effect (moderate adverse)
(Cultural Likely Significant | on the setting of Felton Park, which includes the Grade II* Listed Building
Heritage) Effects Greenhouse during construction. There would no permanent impacts during
operation.
11. Chapter 8 8.11.1 Monitoring No monitoring is required in relation to the Scheduled Monuments or Grade
(Cultural [I* Listed Buildings
Heritage)
Table 3-3 - Issues related to Part B Only
Item ES Chapter Paragraph Sub-section Highways England Historic England Response Status
Reference
1. Chapter 8 Whole Chapter There are seven Scheduled Monuments, one Grade | Listed Building
(Cultural (Heiferlaw Tower), one Grade II* Listed Building (Charlton Hall) and
Heritage) one Grade | Registered Park and Garden (Alnwick Castle) in Part B

Main Scheme Study Area.

There is one Grade II* Listed Building (Greenhouse) in the Main
Compound Study Area.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059
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Item ES Chapter Paragraph Sub-section Highways England Historic England Response Status
Reference
2. Chapter 8 8.3.11t08.3.8 Legislative and policy The assessments presented within Chapter 8 appropriately considers
(Cultural framework relevant legislation and policy.
Heritage)
3. Chapter 8 8.4.1108.4.36 Assessment The scope and methodology adopted for the baseline cultural heritage
(Cultural Methodology assessment of the potential impacts is appropriate and follows
Heritage) standards and guidance.
4, Chapter 8 8.5.1t085.6 Assessment The assumptions and limitations to the assessment have been
(Cultural Assumptions and acknowledged and appropriately considered within the assessment.
Heritage) Limitations
5. Chapter 8 8.6.11t08.6.3 Study Area The inner Study Area of 500 m is appropriate for the identification of
(Cultural all types of heritage assets (designated, non-designated, potential
Heritage) archaeological remains and historic landscapes) to establish the
known historic environment context and potential for hitherto unknown
below-ground archaeological remains.
The outer Study Area of 1km for the assessment of setting heritage
assets and Conservation Area is appropriate.
Chapter 8 8.7.1108.7.87 Baseline The heritage assets identified and described in the baseline are
(Cultural appropriate for the assessment. The value of the heritage assets and
Heritage) the contribution of the setting to the value of the heritage asset (where
appropriate) is correctly assessed.
7. Chapter 8 8.8.11t08.8.3 Potential Impacts Receptors Scoped Out
(Cu!tural The assessment determines that the Scheme will not impact the
Heritage)

setting of the Grade | Registered Park and Garden Alnwick Castle
(NHL 1001041) and designated heritage assets contained within it.
The boundary of the Registered Park and Garden is 400 m from the
Order limits; however, these southern extents of the Order limits are
existing access tracks and easements required for construction and
existing sections of dual carriageway and would not represent a
change in the setting. The nearest section of the Al to be dualled is
approximately 900 m to the north and is not visible from the Park and
Garden. No views from the heritage assets within the Registered Park
and Garden were identified and the majority are over 1 m from the
Order limits. Therefore, no impacts are predicted.

The assessment has identified no impacts on three Scheduled
Monuments, one Grade | Listed Building and one Grade II* Listed
Building in Part B Main Scheme.

The assessment has identified no impacts on the Grade II* Listed
Building in the Main Compound Study Area.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059 Page 12 of 14
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Item ES Chapter Paragraph Sub-section Highways England Historic England Response Status
Reference
8. Chapter 8 8.8.4108.8.78 Potential Impacts Scheduled Monument Deserted Medieval Village and Open Field
(Cultural System (NHL 1018348).
Heritage)

The boundary of North Charlton Scheduled Monument adjacent to the
Scheme Order Limits sufficiently encompasses all the earthworks
relating to the Deserted Medieval Village and Open Field System
(NHL 1018348). The geophysical survey and trial trench evaluation in
the area immediately adjacent to the Scheduled Monument boundary
in the Order limits did not identify any below ground heritage assets
associated with the Scheduled Monument extending into Scheme.

The haul road will terminate to the south of the Scheduled Monument.
An exclusion zone will be established along the section of the Order
limits that adjoins the Scheduled Monument. This is secured by the
Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP)
[APP-346].

Scheduled Monument Camp at West Linkhall (NHL 1006500).

A geophysical survey undertaken adjacent to the Scheduled
Monument identified anomalies of potential archaeological origin. A
trial trench evaluation established that the anomalies are not
archaeological remains and did not identify any heritage assets
associated with the Scheduled Monument extending into the Order
limits.

The Scheme would result in fundamental changes in the immediate
setting of the heritage asset. However, the immediate setting is not
believed to provide a strong contribution to value of the asset.

Scheduled Monument Prehistoric Burial Mound, 420m north-west of
East Linkhall (NHL 1018499).

Construction would see intrusive ground works taking place 40 m to
the west of the Scheduled Monument and result in the Al being in
closer proximity to the heritage asset. While these would change the
way the asset is experienced, the Scheme would not materially impact
on the elements of the setting that contributes to the value of the asset
(i.e. its relationship with the watercourse and the position of the asset
in relation to other barrows).

Scheduled Monument Ellsnook Round Barrow, 175m north east of
Heiferlaw Bridge (NHL 1006564).

The construction period would see works taking place up to the edge
of the woodland where the asset is located and the creation of a
detention basin in the adjacent field. While this will result in changes
to the setting, it will not materially impact on the elements of the setting
that contributes to the value of the asset.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059
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Sub-section

Highways England
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Historic England Response
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england

Status

Item ES Chapter Paragraph
Reference

9. Chapter 8 8.9.1t08.9.14
(Cultural
Heritage)

10. Chapter 8 8.10.1t08.10.44
(Cultural
Heritage)

11. Chapter 8 8.11.1
(Cultural
Heritage)

Design, Mitigation and
Enhancement Measures

Assessment of
Significant Effects

Monitoring

Likely

The Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP)
[APP-346] contains design measures, including the use of exclusion
zones, to protect the four Scheduled Monuments located in close
proximity to the Scheme from accidental damage during construction.

There are no mitigation measures or enhancements proposed for the
Scheduled Monuments.

Scheduled Monument Deserted Medieval Village and Open Field
System (NHL 1018348).

There would be a temporary slight adverse effect on the setting of the
heritage asset during construction and a permanent slight adverse
effect during operation.

Scheduled Monument Camp at West Linkhall (NHL 1006500).

There would be a temporary moderate adverse effect on the setting
of the heritage asset during construction and permanent slight
adverse during operation.

Scheduled Monument Prehistoric Burial Mound, 420m north-west of
East Linkhall (NHL 1018499).

There would be a temporary slight impact on the setting of the
heritage asset during construction.

Scheduled Monument Ellsnook Round Barrow, 175m north east of
Heiferlaw Bridge (NHL 1006564).

There would be a temporary slight impact on the setting of the
heritage asset during construction.

No monitoring is required in relation to the Scheduled Monuments.

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010059
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MEETINGS BETWEEN WSP,
HISTORIC ENGLAND, NCC,
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(02/02/2021)
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AGENDA & MEETING NOTES

PROJECT NUMBER

PROJECT NAME

CLIENT

MEETING SUBJECT

70071493 MEETING DATE 01 February 2021
Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham VENUE Teams Meeting
Highways England RECORDED BY ]

Proposed changes around the new River Coquet Bridge

PRESENT I (CJP. PM) I (Environment lead, WSP), I (/nspector of
Ancient Monuments, (North East and Yorkshire) Historic England), | (Assistant County
Archaeologist, Northumberland County Council), Alex Grassam (WSP, Lead Cultural Heritage
Specialist) N (CJP. Design and Engineering Manager), [N (VVSP.
Regional Lead North), I (Highways England, PM) and [N (\WSP.
Environmental Coordinator)
APOLOGIES N/A
DISTRIBUTION As above
CONFIDENTIALITY Confidential
ITEM SUBJECT ACTION DUE
1 Il and il rrovided an overview of the three proposed design

changes including stabilisation works to the north bank of the
River Coquet, access to the south bank of the River Coquet and
changes to the earthworks strategy.

1.1 Land stabilisation works

Ground Investigation works have identified ground instability on
the north bank of the River Coquet. A potential failure
mechanism on the north bank slope has been identified. Three
rows of piles have been proposed to stabilise the north bank for
the new and existing structure. Permanent bank erosion
protection is also included as part of proposal in order to protect

the piles.

Additional temporary land take is required outside the Order
limits (west and east of the Al) in order to access the
construction platforms to install the piles. The additional land take
to the east is located within the Coquet River Felton Park
Local Wildlife Site and therefore additional compensatory habitat
would be required to the south-west of the River Coquet.

Il showed the proposed extension to the Order limits to the
north of the River Coquet and for the additional compensatory
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ITEM SUBJECT ACTION DUE

habitat. i explained that one non-designated asset (site of
pillbox) would be bought into the Study Area with the changes to
the Order limits.

Il detailed the benefits and impacts associated with the land
stabilisation works.

1.2 Temporary Access to South Bank
The stabilisation works would provide an opportunity to access
the south bank from the north bank. Access to the south bank
would include:
e Temporary bridge across the River Coquet from the
north bank to the south bank.

e Temporary river training works.

2 Il aoreed that the additional areas within the Order limits should | WSP to ensure the
be added to Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI). additional areas within the
Order limits are included
in the WSI.
3 Il rrovided an overview of the proposed changes to the

earthworks strategy. The changes would reduce earthwork
movements between Part A and Part B.

For Part A, the slopes would be slackened, additional bunds and
temporary storage areas provided. For Part B, borrow pits,
temporary and permanent bunds are proposed.

Il confirmed the effect of the scheme on the Grade Il Church of
St Cuthbert at Hebron would remain slight adverse with the
additional bund.

The changes to the earthworks strategy would include a
temporary storage are in the National Grid site. The effect on the
group of Grade Il Listed Buildings at Causey Park would remain
the same as previously assessed in the Environmental
Statement.

For the Felton Park asset group, which includes a Grade II*
Listed Building, potential for moderate adverse effects during
construction (as previously reported in the Environmental
Statement), however the raising of the ground level here prior to
woodland planting has the potential to provide a greater buffer
between the assets and the Scheme during operation.

A borrow pit is proposed in the vicinity of Ellsnook Barrow.
Hydrogeological modelling indicates that the zone of influence for
hydrological change is 10 — 35m from the borrow pit. The borrow
pit has therefore been pulled back 35m from the borrow pit to
capture a worst-cast scenario. Remediation would be undertaken
to prevent long-term changes in hydrology.
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10

Il confirmed the scope of the cultural heritage assessment in
the earthwork strategy addendum:

e Changes to setting of heritage assets;

e Disruption and disturbance to below ground
archaeological remains; and

e Changes to local hydrogeology in the vicinity of borrow
pits (including groundwater lowering and flooding).

lD and i confirmed that they would provide comments at later
stage.

Il provided an overview of the programme for submission. The
addenda will be submitted at Deadline 4 (12" March 2021).

Il confirmed that hydrogeology has been considered in relation
to the borrow pits already.

Il confirmed borrow pits will be refilled with material that cannot
be used for construction. jjand ] confirmed that there is a
detention basin at the borrow pit location near Ellsnook
Plantation, so the borrow pit will be refilled in part. The
operational design is the same as the committed scheme
submitted as part of the Development.

[l confirmed that trial trenching will influence design. The
borrow pits may need to be pulled back further if there are any
archaeological finds during trial trenching.

Il confirmed that the consultation addenda will be circulated to = WSP to circulate
Hadil consultation addenda

Il confirmed that the Statement of Common Ground will be
progressed to consider the proposed changes to the scheme.

Il confirmed that the addenda have been submitted for
consultation and we are seeking Jjjjij and Jjjij responses on the
proposed changes. Formal consultation is between 29™ Jan and
25" Feb 2021. Formal submission will be Deadline 4 (121" March
2021). The inspectorate has two weeks to accept or decline the
proposed changes.
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Grassam, Alex

From: Grassam, Alex

Sent: 02 February 2021 19:50

To: Collins, Mike; Karen Derham

Cc: Powers, Natasha; UK - Project - A1 Northumberland
Subject: Al in Northumberland: Morpeth to Ellingham ES Addendum

Dear Mike and Karen,

Thank you for attending the meeting on Monday 1% February which presented the proposed changes to the Al in
Northumberland scheme. While | appreciate that the Addendums will be with you for your comments any time now,
| thought it may be help to provide a summary of the findings for you to digest and discuss as timings are tight.

As outlined in the meeting, there are three addendums:
1. Earthwork Amendments
2. River Coquet Stabilisation Works
3. River Coquet Southern Access works.

Following a scoping exercise, it was identified that additional heritage assessment was required for Addendums 1
and 2. No additional impacts and effects were identified for Addendum 3 as the works lie within the existing Order
Limits/Red Line Boundary and cultural heritage was scoped out.

For ease, | will summarise Addendum 2 first as its more straight forward to explain, before going onto Addendum 1.

River Coquet Stabilisation Works (Part A: Morpeth to Felton Section Only)

Cultural Heritage was scoped in for additional assessment as the proposed stabilisation works require the additional
areas for temporary access to the River Coquet. The impact of the works would result in additional habitat loss and
therefore additional habitat compensation areas need to be provided within the Order Limits. This would require
the expansion of the Order Limits, and with that the study areas (500m and 1km), and result in potential impacts on
below ground and the setting of above ground assets.

The image below shows the proposed updated Order Limits, 500m Study Area and 1km Study Area (in black)
overlaid on the original Order Limits, 500m Study Area and 1km Study Area (in red). As a result of the proposed
updated Order Limits, there is now one additional heritage asset within the Order limits, increasing the number
from 149 (as reported in Section 8.7, Chapter 8: Cultural Heritage Part A) to 150. They comprise 64 designated
assets and 86 non-designated heritage assets (previously reported as 85). The additional non-designated heritage
asset identified within the inner Study Area as a result of the increase to the Order Limits of Part A is the site of a
now demolished World War Il Pill Box (HER 11364), located approximately 490 m to the west of Part A Order limits.
The asset is of low value. Due to its distance from Part A, it would not be subject to impacts during construction or
operation of Part A.

While no additional below ground heritage assets are located within the Stabilisation Works and within the area
required for the compensatory habitat, there is, however, a potential for

currently unknown below ground heritage assets to be located within the extended Order limits of Part A. At the
River Coquet, a large collection of work flints of prehistoric date are reported to have been collected (HER 11368).
The location of the find spots is not precisely recorded but is shown approximately 10 m to the east of Part A, on the
south bank of the River Coquet, and may be evidence for prehistoric activity in or close by this location. Where
present, below ground remains of prehistoric date are anticipated to be up to medium value. There is a potential,
therefore, for additional direct adverse impacts on currently unknown below ground heritage assets due to the
Stabilisation Works and compensatory habitat area, including those of prehistoric date. No additional impacts are
anticipated on the setting of any heritage assets.



Design, Mitigation and Enhancement Measures

All measures during construction and operation of Part A, detailed within Section 8.9, Chapter 8: Cultural Heritage
Part A, remain unchanged and valid. Additional mitigation measures are not proposed as a result of the Stabilisation
Works
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Image One: Original Order Limits and Study Areas (Red) and Proposed Updated Order Limits and Study Areas
(Black)

Earthwork Amendments (Part A: Morpeth to Felton and Part B: Alnwick to Ellingham)
It is proposed to maximise the re-use of materials (via excavation, deposition and temporary storage), within the
existing Order limits. A recent review of the earthworks strategy has identified an opportunity to reduce earthwork

movement and as a result greater flexibility in temporary and permanent storage of Site won material is required to
achieve this. The review has resulted in an a number of proposed amendments to the earthworks

All are located within the existing Order limits, no additional land take is required for this

During construction of the Scheme, the anticipated impacts of Earthworks Amendments on heritage assets are:
e Permanent direct impacts on below ground heritage assets outside of the Order limits due to changes in
hydrology associated with the excavation of the borrow pits resulting in the compaction and desiccation of
buried remains; and

Temporary direct impacts on the setting of heritage assets outside of the Order limits due to a change in the
views to and from heritage assets from:

0 Theincrease in the height and/or width of the soil bunds;
The creation of new soil bunds within Part B;

O O 0O

Laying down additional material increasing some localised ground levels
Raising levels of junction “bowls”; and

Creating new, temporary soil storage areas within both Part A and Part B

2



.1.1. During operation, the anticipated impacts of the Earthworks Amendments are:

e Permanent direct adverse impacts on below ground heritage assets outside of the Order limits due to
changes in hydrology following the deep excavation of the borrow pits resulting in the compaction and
desiccation of buried remains; and

e Permanent direct adverse impacts on the setting of heritage assets outside of the Order limits due to a
change in the views to and from heritage assets from:

o0 Theincrease in the height and/or width of the soil bunds;

0 The creation of new soil bunds within Part B;

o Laying down additional material increasing some localised ground levels; and
0 Raising levels of junction “bowls”.

Borrow pits

The most significant potential impacts of the Earthwork Amendments on heritage assets would be the excavation of
the borrow pits, including the Scheduled Monument Ellsnook Round Barrow (NHL 1006564). Two of the borrow pits
are located immediately to the east of Ellsnook Plantation. Borrow pit A2E-CH569-NB-BPT-4 would be located within
the footprint of a detention basin and would be over excavated to a maximum depth to 4 m, over a 4,500 m? area
resulting in the removal of 18,000 m3 of material. Borrow Pit A2E-CH570-NB-BPT-5 would be excavated to a
maximum depth of 6.5 m, over a 5,500 m? area, resulting in the removal of up to 35,750 m® of material. Together,
the borrow pits would result in ground disturbance potentially across the entire field parcel to the west of Ellsnook
Plantation (up to 3 hectare area). Scheduled Monument Ellsnook Round Barrow, 175 m north east of Heiferlaw
Bridge (NHL 1006564) is located 6 m from the Order limits within Ellsnook Plantation. It is a high value heritage
asset. Although the heritage asset is positioned outside of the Order limits, there is a potential that it would be
subject to direct impacts from a change in hydrology as a result of the deep excavations in its proximity.

Three borrow pits are located at Charlton Mires, and would be excavated to depths between 5m an 9m. One is again
located within the footprint of a detention basin, and would be over excavated and then backfilled to the required
size/depth. No heritage assets have been identified within the footprint of the borrow pits or outside of the Order
limits at Charlton Mires, however the assessment has identified the potential for currently unknown below ground
heritage assets. These again could be subject to direct impacts from the a change in hydrology.

Design, Mitigation and Enhancement Measures

The potential impacts on the Scheduled Monument Ellsnook Round Barrow (NHL 1006564) during construction
would be mitigated through alterations in design. The extent of the area used for Borrow pit A2E-CH570-NB-BPT-5
would be reduced to ensure it is not within 35 m of the location of the heritage asset. The area of potential impact
would therefore decrease from approximately 3 hectares to approximately 1.2 hectares. Based on the results of the
Road Drainage and Water Environment assessment (presented in Chapter 7 of the ES Addendum) , it is anticipated
the impacts of the excavation of the borrow pits would be up to 35 m from the edge of the borrow pit excavation.
Therefore, by reducing the size of the Borrow pit A2E-CH570-NB-BPT-5, the impacts would be removed.

Due to the distance of Borrow pit A2E-CH570-NB-BPT-4, no mitigation through design is required, at present,
however based on the results of the pre-commencement trial trenching, there may be a requirement to review this.
The mitigation measures adopted would be dependent on the nature and value of heritage assets identified.

Charlton Mires, which is identified as an area of archaeological potential, will be subject to investigative trial
trenching post-determination. Following trial trenching, should archaeological remains of value be found that
extend outside of the Order limits, which would be impacted by the borrow pits due to changes in hydrogeology,
mitigation through the detailed consideration of the design (size, depth and location) of the borrow pits would be
considered to reduce and remove any potential adverse impacts. The mitigation measures adopted would be
dependent on the nature and value of heritage assets identified.

There potential long term impacts on below-ground heritage assets outside of the Order limits as a result of the
excavation and backfilling of the Borrow pits including the Scheduled Monument Ellsnook Round Barrow (NHL
1006564) would be removed through the use of a suitable fill material with a similar permeability and fill quality
within the borrow pits. The placement of higher permeability material beneath or around the borrow pits that are



proposed to function as detention basins during the operation of the Scheme would be used to allow groundwater
to move freely around the lined basins.

Addition of new bunds, increase in size of existing proposed bunds and temporary soil storage areas within the
Scheme
Each of the proposed earthwork sites has been individually assessed to determine if there would be any additional
impacts and an increase in the significance of effect previously reported. In the main, they comprise the slight
increase in the volume of material within the bunds which are already part of the scheme design, with the additional
volume used to “slacken” or lengthen the slope of the bunds, rather than increasing their height.
The ES Addendum identified the following heritage assets (all in Part A) which required scoping in for additional
assessment to establish if there would be additional impacts and effects:
e Construction (temporary)
o0 Grade Il Listed Building Church of St Cuthbert, Hebron (NHL 1153555)
0 Grade Il Listed Building Causey Park House (NHL 1370647) and associated Grade Il Listed Buildings
(NHL 1042880, NHL 1304007, NHL 1042881 and NHL 1154074)
0 Grade Il Listed Building Thirston New Houses (NHL 1041875)
0 Felton Park (includes the main Grade Il Listed Building (NHL 1303774), a Grade 11* Greenhouse (NHL
1154561), the Grade Il Listed Roman Catholic Church of St Mary (NHL 1371126) and World War I
remains comprising a Military Camp (HER 26889) and Tank Turning Circle (HER 27238))
e Operation (permanent)
0 Grade Il Listed Building Church of St Cuthbert, Hebron (NHL 1153555)
0 Felton Park Asset Group.

The assessment has established that while the amended earthworks would result in an increase in the adverse
impacts on the setting of these assets, the magnitude of the impacts was not enough to alter the assessment as
already reported in Chapter 8 of the ES. As such, no additional design or mitigation measures are proposed.

| hope this summary has been useful. If you require any more information, please do not hesitate to ask.

Kind regards

Alexandra Grassam BA MSc MCIfA

Principal Consultant: Cultural Heritage and Archaeology
Health and Wellbeing Champion
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Grassam, Alex

From: Grassam, Alex

Sent: 25 April 2018 10:19

To: '‘Barbara.hooper@historicengland.org.uk’

Subject: Al Morpeth to Felton Upgrade

Attachments: Al _M2F_Designated Asset Plan_A.JPG; A1_M2F_Designated Asset Plan_B.JPG; Al

_M2F Designated Asset Plan_C.JPG; A1_M2F_Designated Asset Plan_D.JPG; Al
_Proposed scheme and 1km study area.jpg; AIM2F _Listed Buildings.xlsx

Dear Ms Hooper,

I am contacting you in regards to the proposed upgrade to the Al between Morpeth and Felton in Northumberland.
I am in the processes of undertaking the detailed assessment for the Environmental Impact Assessment and as part
of the process would like to commence engagement with Historic England. | have attached some images which
show the most up to date proposed scheme boundary and the location of the designated heritage assets within a
1km buffer. | have also attached an excel spreadsheet which lists all of the listed buildings in the 1km buffer, and
also highlights those which lie within the scheme (in a separate page). The assets to be directly impacted are six
Grade Il mileposts, and | will be consulting with the Northumberland County Council Conservation Officer in regards
to this. There are also 65 listed heritage assets (although two of these are actually the same asset | believe — Old
Felton Bridge). The majority of these are Grade Il Listed and may be subject to indirect impacts on their settings. |
will be assessing the potential indirect impacts on the settings of these assets and also examining the contribution of
the setting to the significance of the asset. We will also be assessing the potential impacts on the Felton and
Thirston Conservation Areas, and the scheduled monument of Old Felton Bridge. We will also be assessing non-
designated assets which I will identify in consultation with Northumberland CC Conservation officer. These will
include the non-designated milestones within the scheme boundary.

We have currently scoped out any assessment on World Heritage Sites, registered Parks and Gardens and registered
Battlefields as all examples of these are located a significant distance away from the proposed scheme.

Can you please let me know if you require us to assess any additional designated assets outside of the 1km buffer
and ideally a justification for this. | am due to undertake the walkover survey week commencing 14" May and would
like to have identified all potentially sensitive receptors before then.

Kind regards

Alexandra Grassam BA MSc
Senior Heritage Consultant
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Three White Rose Office Park,
Millshaw Park Lane,

Leeds,

LS11 0DL

wsp.com

Confidential
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Grassam, Alex

From: Grassam, Alex

Sent: 17 August 2018 16:03

To: ‘Lowe, Martin'; ‘McFarlane, Lee'

Cc: UK - Project - A1 Northumberland

Subject: Al Northumberland: Morpeth to Felton. Draft Desk-based assessment
Attachments: WSP_A1 in Northumberland M2F_Desk based Assessment_V1170818.pdf

Dear Martin and Lee,

Please find attached the draft of the historic environment desk-based assessment for the Morpeth to Felton section
of the Al for your comments. | look forward to having a chance to discuss this at the meeting on Wednesday.

Best wishes

Alexandra Grassam BA MSc
Senior Heritage Consultant

\\\l)

Three White Rose Office Park,
Millshaw Park Lane,

Leeds,

LS11 0DL

wsp.com

Confidential

This message, including any document or file attached, is intended only for the addressee and may contain privileged and/or confidential information. Any
other person is strictly prohibited from reading, using, disclosing or copying this message. If you have received this message in error, please notify the
sender and delete the message. Thank you.

WSP UK Limited, a limited company registered in England & Wales with registered number 01383511. Registered office: WSP House, 70 Chancery Lane,
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AGENDA & MEETING NOTES

PROJECT NUMBER 70044136 and 70044137 MEETING DATE 22 August 2018
PROJECT NAME A1l in Northumberland VENUE NCC Offices, Morpeth
CLIENT Highways England RECORDED BY B

MEETING SUBJECT Meeting subject

PRESENT I  Historic England , —NCC Conservation Officer |
— NCC Archaeologist ] via telephone) — HE Environmental Advisor

I - \/sP Cultural Heritage Lead, ||| | ) — A2E Section Environment Lead

APOLOGIES None

DISTRIBUTION As above plus: Click to type
CONFIDENTIALITY Restricted
ITEM SUBJECT ACTION DUE
| 1 | Introductions | N/A | N/A
2 Morpeth to Felton Section: Introduction to the scheme design and N/A N/A
programme
3 Morpeth to Felton: Review of potentially sensitive receptors identified in

the draft Historic Environment desk-assessment and in the PEIR
Geophysical Survey is complete and has been circulated

. concerned that the Geophysical Survey does not show all details
. not concerned about permanent impact on above ground assets
The following advice was provided for activities during construction

¥ Felton Park — Construction traffic should avoid the lane and these

measures should be included in the ES and CEMP; . As E?: of
¥ Causey Park — Locally significant feature that is considered to be
haunted.

B Milestones - A single milestone is to be removed. Th_e remaining_five are . As part of
on the section that is to be de-trunked so will not be disturbed during EIA and
construction. . unable to locate 2 but will contact Milestone Society to in CEMP
ask for more information if available. -

[l requested that a WSI be provided as part of the ES Chapter and the use As E?: of

of LiIDAR data as another tool to assess the potential for archaeological

remains was also advised to form part of the assessment. -

[l stated that further pre-application advice would be chargeable. [Jfjto As E?: of

check whether agreement is already in place for NCC. .

If needed

WWw.wsp.com
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4 Morpeth to Felton: Post submission programme of investigation and
mitigation
. expressed concern about the use of design and build contracts following

issues with other Highways England Schemes, e.g. The A1 scheme and
Catterick.

With regards to trial trenching,- suggested that 5 to 10 % of the scheme

area should be subject to survey ahead of construction. Areas of specific . As part of
interest are at the pit alignment and chapel, following the outputs of the EIA
Geophysical Survey.

5 Alnwick to Ellingham: Introduction to the scheme design and N/A N/A
programme

6 Alnwick to Ellingham: Review of potentially sensitive receptors
identified in Scoping report

The Prehistoric burial mound Scheduled Monument within the current redline . Ongoing
boundary was the main concern. - stated that WSP were looking at

alternatives to the siting of the detention basin in this field so as to avoid the

need for this field to remain within the Scheme.

7 Alnwick to Ellingham: Programme of works required to support the DCO
submission

Geophysical Survey is currently being procured and the final report will be - In due
circulated in due course. course

. requested that a detailed topographic survey of the camp, a Scheduled .
Monument at West Linkhall would be useful. -to take away and consider
further.

It was agreed that Rock Conservation Area is unlikely to be impacted. - is .
to complete a walkover survey of the Kiln by walking from CA, to assess
potential impacts.

Due to potential impacts on Scheduled Monuments, Historic England is likely
to need to be involved up to submission. . to contact directly following desk
based and Geophysical baseline work completed . In due
course

requested that Historic Landscape viewpoints are included within the
scope of the EIA, and that these should be agreed with a colleague, -

. Viewpoints to be determined using the calculated Zone of Theoretical -
Visibility (ZTV). [ to liaise with WSP Landscape specialist.

8 AOB

N/A N/A
None

NEXT MEETING

An invitation will be issued if an additional meeting is required.
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Highways England

3rd Floor South, Lateral Our ref: PLO0551504
8 City Walk

Leeds

LS11 9AT 8 April 2019

Dear Mr Stoneman

Al Northumberland: Alnwick to Ellingham Scheme
Statutory Consultation - 25 February 2019 until 8 April 2019
Planning Act 2008 Section 42: Duty to consult on a proposed application

Thank you for your letter of 22nd February 2019 to my colleague Stephen Allott
inviting Historic England's comments on this scheme in advance of your application for
a Development Consent Order for this development.

Prehistoric burial mound 420m north-west of East Linkhall

The information provided at this stage rightly highlights the proximity of this scheduled
site to the proposed development. We broadly welcome the default position set out in
the consultation, which is to avoid the scheduled area with any development activity.

However, we note that at this stage whether this avoidance is achievable, or whether
the development will require an impact (up to the total destruction of the bowl barrow),
is unclear. Clearly which of these scenarios applies makes a huge difference to the
potential impact of the development on the historic environment, and how it needs to
be treated in NPPF terms: total avoidance could mean the development avoids any
impact, whereas development requiring removal of the monument would be regarded
as substantial harm to this nationally-significant heritage asset, something that would
require Highways England to provide clear and convincing justification (NPPF
Paragraph 194) and to demonstrate that this harm is necessary in order to achieve
substantial public benefits which outweigh this harm (NPPF Paragraph 195).

Given this, we have to stress the need to develop the proposal further so that its
impact on the scheduled barrow is clear at the earliest possible stage, and certainly
before any the DCO application is made. Without certainty about the impact of the
scheme on this nationally significant heritage asset Historic England would have great
difficulty in providing advice on such an application. We would, of course be happy to
engage in further pre-application discussions with you on the appropriate level of
details necessary to be sure about impacts on this site, how we would regard (in NPPF
terms) any impacts, and the appropriate details necessary to make the case for being

s*‘.”:@& BESSIE SURTEES HOUSE 41-44 SANDHILL NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE NE1 3JF ;ﬁ%
E (‘*Q Telephone 0191 269 1255 ‘% Stonewall
Foan® HistoricEngland.org.uk DIVERSITY CHAMPION

Historic England is subject to both the Freedom of Information Act (2000) and Environmental Information Regulations (2004). Any
Information held by the organisation can be requested for release under this legislation.
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allowed to construct any kind of harmful development.

Potential waterlogged archaeological remains within the scheduled burial
mound

Section 5.4.48 of the draft EIA highlights the potential for the development to change
the groundwater levels within the area, allowing decay processes to set in within
buried archaeological remains, including deposits associated with the scheduled bowl
barrow. We welcome the acknowledgment of this potential issue, as it highlights the
fact that even if development doesn't encroach on the scheduled site itself it could still
have a harmful impact on its significance (up to and including substantial harm).

As far as we can see the EIA doesn't go on to suggest how this potential should be
dealt with. We would suggest, as above, that in advance of the DCO application there
is a need to:

firm up the requirements for development close to the scheduled barrow

make a properly informed assessment of the impact of this development on any
waterlogged archaeology present

if any kind of impact on water levels or flows is likely, or if this is ambiguous, then
there will be a clear need to undertake archaeological evaluation of the barrow
site to firmly ascertain whether any such waterlogged remains are present

The results of these works, and any subsequent discussions about how to minimise
or avoid harm, then feeding back into the detail that you'll present as part of the
DCO application

Early development of detail

Although patrtially covered above, we would emphasise the advantages of developing
full details for the development at the earliest stage. This is important not only for
allowing the actual impact of the scheme on the historic environment to be properly
understood (NPPF Paragraph 189) in advance of the DCO determination, but also to
allow the costs and time for necessary archaeological mitigation work to be properly
factored into the development process.

Although there may be other reasons to delay the development of full details of the
work proposed, particularly for issues like fencing or drainage, our experience of other
schemes is that this leads to significant risks for the project: where such details have
been developed late in the process, not only has this ended up changing significantly
the impact of the scheme on the historic environment, but this has also led to
significant increases in the costs of archaeological mitigation and time necessary to
carry this out. Whilst acknowledging that Highways England has preferred ways of
developing its schemes, we need to flag the risk that non-development of detail at an
early stage represents, and our desire to work with you to avoid or reduce such risks
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at the earliest possible stage.
Archaeological evaluation on non-scheduled areas

The draft EIA rightly highlights the clear potential (particularly for those areas close to
the scheduled monuments, or highlighted from antiquarian references in the HER) for
the presence of further archaeological remains within the scheme area, and which
could be impacted on by it. There is a potential for these non-scheduled remains to be
of national significance, and which would therefore need to be dealt with in the same
way, and with the same sensitivity, as scheduled archaeological remains (NPPF,
footnote 63. Paragraphs 194-196 would apply). For archaeological remains of less
than national significance threatened by the development we would still expect any
harm to be taken into account in the determining of the DCO application (NPPF
Paragraph 197).

It is clearly therefore very important that the location and significance of non-scheduled
archaeological remains that would be potentially impacted on by this development is
established as early as possible. This is highly likely to require both fuller details on
the development, and a further programme of archaeological evaluation in advance of
the submission of the DCO application, and this needs to be discussed and agreed
with the County Archaeology office at Northumberland County Council as well as
ourselves.

Milepost - NHLE 1371021 - Grade Il listed

We note that this listed milepost will need to be removed and reinstated as part of the
scheme. Given its grade of listing we would defer to the specialist advisors at
Northumberland County Council on this issue.

Further pre-application involvement from Historic England

There clearly are a series of issues detailed above where the proposed development
scheme would benefit from further input from Historic England prior to the submission
of the DCO. As you are doubtless aware, Historic England is able to provide one free
cycle of advice at pre-application stage on any proposal, after which we will need to
charge for our time on a cost-recovery basis. This letter represents the conclusion of
the free cycle with reference to the current proposal.

Once you have had the chance to consider our advice above, we would welcome
further discussions with Highways England to agree the scope of our further pre-
application involvement, to allow to provide a cost estimate for this and to put in place
an agreement to allow us to advise further. If you need further details of Historic
England's Enhanced Advisory Service then this can be found at:
https://historicengland.org.uk/services-skills/our-planning-services/enhanced-advisory-
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services/
| hope that this advice is useful to you at this stage, but if you need to clarify any part

of this then please do just get in touch.

Mike Collins
Inspector of Ancient Monuments (Hadrian's Wall)
mike.collins@HistoricEngland.org.uk

CC:

o, BESSIE SURTEES HOUSE 41-44 SANDHILL NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE NE1 3JF
Telephone 0191 269 1255 \ Stonewall
HistoricEngland.org.uk DIVERSITY CHAMPION
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Grassam, Alex

From: Collins, Mike <Mike.Collins@HistoricEngland.org.uk>

Sent: 07 June 2019 15:43

To: Grassam, Alex; McFarlane, Lee

Cc: Wilson, Victoria; UK - Project - A1 Northumberland; Karen Derham
Subject: RE: Al in Northumberland: Alnwick to Ellingham

Dear Alex,

Thank you for your email, and apologies that my response has been slightly delayed.
Response to our comments

In addition to your email | have also received a letter from Mr Stoneman from Highways
England. Although the contents of both communications are compatible with each other, Mr
Stoneman’s letter was less definitive on issues like the removal of the scheduled burial mound
from the application scheme, perhaps because it predated the detailed discussions which led to
your advice below. | only mention this to flag up the obvious need for the DCO application to be
clear on such issues, and that if details change we clearly may need to revise our advice —
something which we would all like to avoid happening.

We note your response to each issue — as you appreciate, as we are now outside of Historic
England’s free cycle of advice we cannot comment in detail on these. The one area where |
would clarify our earlier comment is with reference to the potential for waterlogged remains within
the scheduled burial mound to be impacted on through changes to the surrounding area, even if
the burial mound itself is protected from direct impacts. | note that there are now no plans for a
detention basin close to the site, which sounds positive. However, we would still expect the
potential impact of the wider scheme on groundwater levels to be considered as part of the
assessment process leading to the DCO application — it may be that there will indeed be no
impact on groundwater levels, but the need to understand such impacts and present properly
evidenced conclusions would nevertheless still remain.

Archaeological evaluation on non-scheduled areas

Although it is only right that Karen Derham from County Archaeology is the lead on this issue, as
we’ve previously set out | think there also is a role for Historic England here because of the
potential for further nationally-significant remains close to the scheduled site. On this basis we're
happy to provide further advice as part of this process. However, again given that we've come to
the end of the free cycle of pre-application advice, this does mean that before we can do so we
need to have the EAS agreement in place. Perhaps we can arrange a suitable time to catch up
on the phone and agree the likely scope of work you’ll need us to do, to allow us to put together a
cost estimate for this? Next week | am in for much of Monday, Wednesday and Thursday. In the
meantime | am currently available from lunchtime on the 19" — | will blank this for the moment, in
case we are able to put the EAS agreement in place in the meantime.

All best wishes
Mike

Mike Collins
Team Leader Development Advice
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From: Grassam, Alex [mailto:alex.grassam@wsp.com]
Sent: 21 May 2019 13:24

To: Collins, Mike; McFarlane, Lee

Cc: Wilson, Victoria; UK - Project - A1 Northumberland
Subject: Al in Northumberland: Alnwick to Ellingham

Dear Mike and Lee,

| am contacting you to provide you with an update on the assessment work being undertaken for the proposed
dualling of the A1 between Alnwick and Ellingham, Northumberland on behalf of Highways England. | have received
the response to the Section 42 consultation and | thank you for your comments. | am also now in a position to share
with you the results of the geophysical survey undertaken by SUMO of the scheme via this link https://wsponline-
my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/alex grassam_wsp com/EaRZJyB44blLobyOLMcozgYBXkDuteX7QBL7jlO-
ABEQ8A?e=7VWNKOo. Please let me know if you have an problems with this link.

I have structured this email to respond to each of the points provided in the S42 response. | am aware that we have
now completed our free cycle of pre-application advice and that any further comments would be subject to a fee.

Prehistoric burial mound 420m north-west of East Linkhall

The scheme design has now been updated to remove the proposed detention basin from this location and to
exclude the entire field containing this Scheduled Monument from the application boundary. The assessment will
now be addressing potential impacts on this asset due to change in setting only.

Potential waterlogged archaeological remains within the scheduled burial mound
The removal of the detention basin from this field and the exclusion of the entire field from the application
boundary has removed this as a potential impact on this asset. As part of the assessment on all aspects of the



historic environment, | will be cross referencing the assessment work being undertaken by the hydrology team in
order to determine the impacts.

Early development of detail
This risk has been noted.

Archaeological evaluation on non-scheduled areas

The geophysical survey has identified features of potential origin immediately to the west of Scheduled Monument
Camp at West Linkhall (National Monument List Number 1006500). Below are the extracts from SUMO’s report
which relate to this.
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1006500 (Scheduled Monument) Camp at West Linkhall. Iron Age occupation defended settliement
site abuts the Scheme Fooiprint to the east of this area.

There is a cluster of magnetic anomalies [3] similar to those located in Area 4; that is, some of the
responses are associated with extant earthworks and depressions, whilst others are possibly pits or
similar archaeological features. Ridge and furrow cultivation effects are also visible in the northern third
of the survey area (red survey comidor below). Without the evidence of the standing earthworks, it is
uncertain how much weight would have been given to the magnetic results features, but the suggestion
is that the site extends beyond the outline shown in the earthworks plan.
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There is a potential, therefore, for remains directly associated with the Scheduled Monument outside of the
Scheduled Monument boundary and within the Proposed Scheme. In line with National Planning Policy for National
Network and NPPF, we are proposing to undertake a trial trench evaluation to establish if we do have “non-
designated heritage assets of archaeological interest that are demonstrably of equivalent significance to Scheduled
Monuments” and therefore “should be considered subject to the policies for designated heritage assets.” We request
and welcome your input into the development of the intrusive programme of works, along with the County
Archaeology office at Northumberland County Council.

The geophysical survey failed to identify any anomalies of potential archaeological origin to the west of Scheduled
Monument North Charlton medieval village and open field system (NHLE 1018348). We are therefore not proposing
any works in this area at this time.

Milepost — NHLE 1371021 — Grade Il listed
Comments noted.

Further pre-application involvement from Historic England

It is noted that we have now completed the free cycle of advice from yourselves and all further consultation would
be subject to a fee. We will liaise with Highway England to get this in place as we would like to progress further
consultation as quickly as possible to ensure we remain on programme.

We would also like to invite you to a site visit in order assist in determining the scope of the evaluation works
proposed and to address any other matters relating to the impact of the Scheme on the historic environment. We
are currently anticipating being on site next on either the 12" or 13" June.

Kind regards

Alexandra Grassam BA MSc
Senior Heritage Consultant

W
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DA & MEETING NOTES

PROJECT NUMBER 70038006 MEETING DATE 26 February 2020
PROJECT NAME Al in Northumberland: Alnwick to Ellingham VENUE Telephone
CLIENT Highways England RECORDED BY B

MEETING SUBJECT Cultural Heritage Assessment

PRESENT (WSP Cultural Heritage and Archaeology), || (vsP eEAveTr) N
(Historic England)
APOLOGIES None
DISTRIBUTION As above plus: Highways England
CONFIDENTIALITY Internal
ITEM SUBJECT ACTION DUE
| 1 | Review of results of Trial Trenching: North Charlton Scheduled |
Monument
11 WSP provided Historic England the report detailing the results of the
archaeological trial trenching in October 2019. The results had been
negative (i.e. no archaeological remains identified).. highlighted the
aerial photograph image from 1983 which shows earthworks of ridge
and furrow within the Scheme and trial trenching area which are no
longer extant. It is concluded that this area has been impacted since
1983 resulting in a loss of these features.
1.2 [l cueried the extent and boundary of the Scheduled Monument as o ASAP
shown on the plan and plotted on the ground on site. . explained provide
that it had been marked out on site by PCA using GPS system. The images
trenches and test pits were located several metres from the boundary from site
to take account for any inaccuracies in the GIS data and the GPS showing
stakeout. trench
location
1.3 [l cueried the location of the earthworks thought to represent the o ASAP
surviving tail end of ridge and furrow, a key element of the Scheduled provide
Monument, in relation to the scheme boundary. . explained that images
these landscape features lay within the designated area when it was from site
set out, haven’t been evaluated and will not be impacted by the showing
Scheme. trench
location

WWw.wsp.com



MEETING NOTES

1.4

2.1

2.2

3.1

4.1

5.1

6.1

. accepted that based on the current evidence, there would be no
direct physical impacts causing substantial harm on the Scheduled
Monument.

Haul Road in North Charlton

. explained that the proposal to extend the haul road north so it runs
adjacent to the boundary of the Scheduled Monument was not being
progressed as part of the DCO application however the Order Limits
would remain as it is to allow the potential for this to be explored at
PCF Stage 5.

[l cueried if measures would be implemented in the CEMP to
protect the North Charlton Scheduled Monument during construction.
[l confirmed that there are measures in the Outline CEMP.

Impact on the Setting of the North Charlton Scheduled Monument

. and . discussed the conclusions of the assessment of impact
on the setting of the Scheduled Monument. [ agreed with [}
assessment that the impacts were minimal and would not constitute
substantial harm.

Review of results of Trial Trenching: West Linkhall Scheduled
Monument

WSP provided Historic England the report detailing the results of the
archaeological trial trenching in October 2019. The results had been
negative (i.e. no archaeological remains identified).

Impact on the Setting of the West Linkhall Scheduled Monument

[l and ] discussed the conclusions of the assessment of impact o ASAP
on the setting of the Scheduled Monument. . agreed broadly with supply
.’s assessment that the impacts would not constitute substantial relevant
harm, however the information provided in October did not show the extract
proposed dualled scheme or the proposed landscape mitigation. This from the
needs to be reviewed before assessment confirmed. landscape
plan

Statement of Common Grounds

[l and | briefly discussed the Statement of Common Ground
process and confirmed it would commence shortly.

NEXT MEETING

An invitation will be issued if an additional meeting is required.

Page 2



Grassam, Alex

From: Grassam, Alex

Sent: 08 April 2020 14:49

To: Collins, Mike

Cc: UK - Project - A1 Northumberland; McCann, Lowri

Subject: Summary of meeting - 26/02/2020. A1 in Northumberland

Attachments: WSP_AlinNorthumberland_Meeting Notes_26022020.docx; Camp at Linkhall.jpg;

North Charlton, facing south.jpg

Dear Mike,
I hope you are well.

Please find attached the minutes of the meeting on the 26" February 2020. Can you please review and let me know
if you are satisfied with the content.

There are outstanding actions from myself which | am hoping | can address in this email.

The first relates to the boundary of the North Charlton Scheduled Monument, the earthworks (the “combs” in
particular), and the location of the works. | understand the concern, especially seen as though the western end of
the scheduled monument boundary isn’t marked by an existing field boundary. However, when PCA did the
evaluation works, the first activity they did was to mark out the exact boundary of the scheduled monument using a
GPS. This revealed that the east-west aligned earthworks on the top of the long north-south linear bank are located
within the Scheduled Monument boundary. | had a look through my photographs taken on site during the works —
attached is the best one | could find to illustrate it (Attached Image: North Charlton, facing south). This photograph
is taken at the end of the southern most trial trench, looking towards the southern end of the Scheduled
Monument. The red and white tape line on the left hand side of the photograph is the line of the monument. You
can see the “combs” lie on the other side of the tape line. The ground rises upwards at the southern end of the site,
and it is my belief that some, if not all, of this material originally lay across the area we evaluated but has been
moved.

North Charlton Scheduled Monument
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The second query was the impact on the setting of the scheduled monument Camp at West Linkhall . Below is the
scheme design in this location. The existing road will be widened to the east, towards the monument. There will be
haul running along the east side of it. The current highway here is elevated and runs on an embankment, and the
scheme design includes widening the embankment. The embankment will then drop towards the scheduled
monument, but will fall short of its boundary. | have attached a photograph taken on the site (Image: Camp at
Linkhall). This is taken from the north end of the site looking south. Please let me know if you need any more
information.

West Linkhall Scheduled Monument
L S RS Bl

1006500

e — e e e

Extract from Landscape Plan

e i
A 1 ‘\ _ 5, W \.
\ EFDILE13
i\ v .’/

~—EFATEFBILE 4.4

FE/LE 44— ¥

___—EFE/LE.11

__"__._ ! -{k___._'_.___._._-—h-?‘-_';"-].
\ B f [
— || IRy | e ~EFASEFBI LE 4.4
e EFELE 1= S
AN \EFAJEFBILE 2.4~
Pl EFA/ EFBY LE 2.4-%,

Kind regards

Alexandra Grassam BA MSc MCIfA



Principal Consultant: Cultural Heritage and Archaeology
Health and Wellbeing Champion
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Grassam, Alex

From: Collins, Mike <Mike.Collins@HistoricEngland.org.uk>

Sent: 13 May 2020 15:13

To: Grassam, Alex

Cc: UK - Project - A1 Northumberland; McCann, Lowri

Subject: RE: Summary of meeting - 26/02/2020. Al in Northumberland
Dear Alex,

I’'m very well and hope you and the wider ‘A1’ Team are likewise. Apologies for the time taken to
respond to your email of last month — it has clearly been a difficult time for all of us, and things
have been taking longer than we’d have liked.

The main issues covered:

Location of the scheduled monument (section 1 of your notes). | do agree that provided
the boundary of the scheme is to lie west of the “combs” then it will lie outside of the
scheduled monument.

However, for the sake of completeness | need to say that we would in general advise not to
rely on GPS only to mark out the boundaries of a scheduled monument on the

ground. The polygons of (the majority of) monuments have been digitised against an OS
1:10000 raster map, and it is this map which goes with the schedule entry to show the
extent of the monument. Using the polygons digitised from this map with GPS will always
(particularly at the edges) be to some extent inaccurate because of the nature of raster
depiction and changes in map bases. In cases where a decision is needed as to the
boundaries of the monument then there is often a need for a discussion with us (and
sometimes a site visit). In this case we are in agreement — looking at the 1:10000 and the
line of the mapped scheduled monument, this has clearly been drawn to include the
“‘combs”, and to stop immediately beyond them. This being the case, and the DCO
documentation needs to be very clear on this, then a direct impact on the monument will be
avoided

Haul road (section 2.1 in your notes) — | welcome the suggestion that the haul road is not
currently proposed to run adjacent to the monument. However, we would still be
concerned if, as the notes suggest, the Order Limits still include this area, to allow the
potential haul road to be explored at a later stage. This would leave this issue, and
therefore consideration of the potential impacts of the scheme, unresolved at DCO
determination stage, and Historic England would have significant concerns with such a
situation. We would advise a need for any need for a haul road to be resolved, and for
clear and unambiguous consideration of its impacts if it is to be proposed, to be included at
DCO stage rather than to be left ambiguous

Setting impacts North Charlton (3.1) — | think that in the context of the monument, and the
present surrounding landscape, it is unlikely that the proposal will have a harmful impact on
the setting of the monument here. Clearly, regardless of Historic England’s views, there is
still a need for the DCO supporting information to provide a thorough assessment of such
impacts, and the basis for the judgement that you have come to

Evaluation trenches (4.1) — we note the results, but would defer to Northumberland County
Council as to the implications of this work

1



e Setting of West Linkhall (5.1) — | think your note is fair. The information we looked at
suggested that the impact on the setting of the monument here would be minor, but we did
need to see the fuller information as described in your note in order to come to a more
definitive view on this

Hope these help, and happy to talk further_as required.

All best wishes

Mike

o]
AR Historic England
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We are the public body that helps people care for, enjoy and celebrate England's spectacular historic
environment, from beaches and battlefields to parks and pie shops.
Follow us: Facebook | Twitter | Instagram  Sign up to our newsletter

This e-mail (and any attachments) is confidential and may contain personal views which are not the views of Historic England unless specifically stated. If
you have received it in error, please delete it from your system and notify the sender immediately. Do not use, copy or disclose the information in any way
nor act in reliance on it. Any information sent to Historic England may become publicly available. We respect your privacy and the use of your information.
Please read our full privacy policy for more information.

From: Grassam, Alex [mailto:alex.grassam@wsp.com]

Sent: 08 April 2020 14:49

To: Collins, Mike

Cc: UK - Project - A1 Northumberland; McCann, Lowri

Subject: Summary of meeting - 26/02/2020. Al in Northumberland

THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL: do not click any links or open any attachments unless you trust the
sender and were expecting the content to be sent to you
Dear Mike,

I hope you are well.

Please find attached the minutes of the meeting on the 26" February 2020. Can you please review and let me know
if you are satisfied with the content.

There are outstanding actions from myself which | am hoping | can address in this email.

The first relates to the boundary of the North Charlton Scheduled Monument, the earthworks (the “combs” in
particular), and the location of the works. | understand the concern, especially seen as though the western end of
the scheduled monument boundary isn’t marked by an existing field boundary. However, when PCA did the
evaluation works, the first activity they did was to mark out the exact boundary of the scheduled monument using a
GPS. This revealed that the east-west aligned earthworks on the top of the long north-south linear bank are located
within the Scheduled Monument boundary. | had a look through my photographs taken on site during the works —
attached is the best one | could find to illustrate it (Attached Image: North Charlton, facing south). This photograph
is taken at the end of the southern most trial trench, looking towards the southern end of the Scheduled
Monument. The red and white tape line on the left hand side of the photograph is the line of the monument. You
can see the “combs” lie on the other side of the tape line. The ground rises upwards at the southern end of the site,
and it is my belief that some, if not all, of this material originally lay across the area we evaluated but has been
moved.

North Charlton Scheduled Monument
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The second query was the impact on the setting of the scheduled monument Camp at West Linkhall . Below is the
scheme design in this location. The existing road will be widened to the east, towards the monument. There will be
haul running along the east side of it. The current highway here is elevated and runs on an embankment, and the
scheme design includes widening the embankment. The embankment will then drop towards the scheduled
monument, but will fall short of its boundary. | have attached a photograph taken on the site (Image: Camp at
Linkhall). This is taken from the north end of the site looking south. Please let me know if you need any more
information.

West Linkhall Scheduled Monument
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Kind regards

Alexandra Grassam BA MSc MCIfA
Principal Consultant: Cultural Heritage and Archaeology
Health and Wellbeing Champion
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Grassam, Alex

From: Grassam, Alex

Sent: 17 September 2020 15:51

To: Collins, Mike

Cc: Karen Derham; UK - Project - A1 Northumberland; Stubbs, Kevin; Stoneman, Mark
Subject: Al In Northumberland Morpeth to Ellingham - Haul Road at North Charlton
Attachments: WSP_A1M2E_Haul Road at Scheduled Monument.pdf

Dear Mike,

I hope this email finds you well.

The DCO application for the Al in Northumberland Morpeth to Ellingham has now been submitted to PINS. There
are still a few matters to address so we can progress the preparation of Statements of Common Ground. A key one
is the route and extent of the haul road in relation to the North Charlton medieval village and open field system
(NHLE 1018348), at the north end of the Scheme. Following our last meeting about this matter in February, you
returned the comment below.

Haul road (section 2.1 in your notes) — | welcome the suggestion that the haul road is not currently proposed to run
adjacent to the monument. However, we would still be concerned if, as the notes suggest, the Order Limits still
include this area, to allow the potential haul road to be explored at a later stage. This would leave this issue, and
therefore consideration of the potential impacts of the scheme, unresolved at DCO determination stage, and Historic
England would have significant concerns with such a situation. We would advise a need for any need for a haul road
to be resolved, and for clear and unambiguous consideration of its impacts if it is to be proposed, to be included at
DCO stage rather than to be left ambiguous.

We were not in a position to alter the Order Limits prior to the application so have not been able to remove this
section. We have been working with design team for Stage 5, however, and have developed the attached proposal
in relation to the haul road, which would be secured through the Construction Environment Management Plan. This
would comprise of ending the haul road to the south of the field containing the Scheduled Monument and
establishing an exclusion zone north of this for approximately 185m, where the DCO limits adjoin the Scheduled
Monument boundary.

We’ve been asked to include a second separate section of haul road to the north of the exclusion zone, within the
Order Limits, which would form a southern extension to the existing private road in case it is required. We
undertook an archaeological evaluation in this area prior to the application and the trenches revealed no
archaeological remains: all showed a minimal topsoil coverage (up to 300mm) onto natural, with no evidence for
any of the ridge and furrow known to have been previously present in this area.

No construction activity would be permitted in the Exclusion Zone.

Please see the attached plan and the image below for illustration.



larthlEharlton

The aim of the proposals is to protect the areas immediately adjacent to the Scheduled Monument, which lies
within the Order Limits.

We would appreciate it if you could consider these proposals and provide us with your opinions about it.
Kind regards

Alexandra Grassam BA MSc MCIfA

Principal Consultant: Cultural Heritage and Archaeology

Health and Wellbeing Champion
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