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Summary

This archaeological assessment has been preparedAfas, as part of an
Environmental Impact Assessment for the developofentenewable energy plant at
the Old Sugar Factory, Brigg, North LincolnshireGR: SE 98801 06145).

The results of this assessment indicate that tbpqeed development area lies away
from the foci of activity for all periods. The déeymment of the British Sugar Factory

in the early 28 century is likely to have destroyed any potentimthaeological
remains.

The archaeological potential of the site is therefoonsidered to beegligible

The Site

Figure 1 Site Location Plan (Scale 1:25,000)

Site outlined in red
(O.S Copyright Licence No. A1 515 21 A0001)



1.0 Introduction

This desk-based assessment was commissioned by I&xjgurpose is to assess the
archaeological potential of the Old Sugar Fact@mygg, North Lincolnshire (NGR:
SE 98801 06145) and the probable impact of devedopron potential archaeological
remains.

The framework for this document has been baseduormt national guidelines, as
produced by the Institute of Field ArchaeologidEsA(1994). This report is intended
to form part of an Environmental Impact Assessntenassist North Lincolnshire
Council with its decision-making in relation to hezological matters, and will
likewise inform the developer of any potential areblogical constraints which may
be of relevance to the scheme.

2.0  Site location and descriptior{(Fig. 1)

The proposed development site lies within the AhtieoValley, c.11km south-east
of Scunthorpe¢.1.5km south-west of Brigg ardlkm east of the village of Scawby,
within its parish (NGR: SE 98801 06145).

The site lies to the south-east of the village céviy Brook; it comprises af.5.26
ha, formerly occupied by the Old Sugar Factory.tA® south of the site is Glanford
Brigg power station; to the west and east is fanthlaand to the north is Scawby
Beck.

3.0 Geology and topography

The site is situated in the Ancholme Valley to west of the New River Ancholme. It
lies atc.3-4m AOD in an area of low lying land that is withthe statistical flood
plain for the River Ancholme.

The Geological Survey maps the site as made groondarine or estuarine alluvium
drift overlying the solid geology of Elsham sanae&amf the Ancholme Clay Group of
the Upper Jurassic era (BGS 1982).

4.0 Planning background

Planning permission is being sought for the develemt of a renewable energy plant
at Brigg, North Lincolnshire. Axis has requested amhaeological desk based
assessment to form part of an Environmental Impasessment.

5.0 Objectives and methodology

The purpose of this report is to identify and asseshaeological remains that may be
vulnerable to construction works associated with plhoposed development and, if
necessary, to suggest methods by which the site lmeagvaluated in advance of
construction.

Data for this report was, for the most part, ol®difior a 1.5km radius, centred on the
proposed development area itself. This was draam fhe following sources:



Records held by the Sites and Monument Record forthN Lincolnshire
(NLSMR)

Records held at the Lincolnshire Archives Offic&@)

Aerial photographs held by the National Monumengsdrd, Swindon (NMR)
Published and unpublished sources

Information supplied by the client

A detailed inspection of the site (undertaken eyahthor on 23 April 2008)

6.0  Archaeological and historical background

The Ancholme valley in general is relatively narramnd well-defined; its villages are
typically located on the margin of the wetland, lwithe parishes elongated to
incorporate some higher dry land in each (Van deriNet. al. 1998).

The OIld River Ancholme has produced a number ofisfiirom waterlogged
conditions such as prehistoric boats, a late Brokge raft and wooden trackways
thought to date to the Bronze Age (May 1976).

Evidence for prehistoric settlement in the areanferred from a concentration of
finds rather than archaeological features, as ptatic settlements are sometimes
difficult to identify. Late Bronze Age hoards artday finds tend to focus around river
valleys, leading to the suggestion that settlemevise also focused there (May
1976).

During the Iron Age the Ancholme Valley was predoamtly marshland with island
occupation (Bennett and Bennett 1993). Peat depaintified at Brigg have been
Carbon-14 dated to the Iron Age. The evidencerfomr Age activity around the site is
limited, with only a small number of pot sherdsidgtfrom this period.

The area around Scawby seems to have been a focisettlement in the Roman
period. A possible occupation site has been idedtiby a number of finds disturbed
by ploughing to the north-east of Scawby. The resai a villa are also known from

Sturton, to the south of Scawby, which had moskior$ and hypocausts. Further
evidence of Roman settlement has been identifiethéoeast and south of Scawby.
Though these sites have not been investigatedefiyrthe amount of slag recovered
has suggested that this may be one of the few sit&®rth Lincolnshire that may

have had an iron working foundry (Whitwell 1992).

At the present there is no evidence for early Arfggxon settlement in this part of the
Ancholme Valley. By the ® century a strong Scandinavian influence can bae see
place names, individual names in records, the narhemneyers marked on the coins
produced at Lincoln and in material culture (Behaed Bennett 1993).



Scawby is first mentioned in The Domesday SurvepDf1086 asScallebifrom the
Old Scandinavianpersonal name Skalli’ and the Old Danish ‘by’ meaning
‘farmstead, settlement’ (Mills 1993, Cameron 199Bminson (1934) gives the
definition of ‘farm settlement at the mooring wateaf the river pools’ referring to
nearby Scawby Brook. The Scandinavian origin of phece names suggests that
these settlements were established during theéAladgo-Saxon period on the edge of
established wetlands.

The records for Scawby show a population of abd@t ith highly fragmented land
ownership: the parish was in the ownership of séeals (Morgan and Thorne 1986).

There is a lot of medieval activity in the area trarish church at Scawby is medieval
in origin, though little of its original fabric suves (Pevsner and Harris 1989). At
Castlethorpe there is a deserted medieval villagesamedieval moated manor.

The purchase of the manor at Scawby by the Nelthtamily in the 1% century had

a strong influence on the character and landscafilg of the modern village of
Scawby. A number of buildings within the villagevieaties with the estate, such a
farm buildings, the school buildings and a numberstate cottages.

The post-medieval period saw the creation of they Réver Ancholme, a canal used
to join two parts of the Old River Ancholme, as had new bridges over the rivers.

7.0  Archaeological potential

This section describes the information obtainedmfreach source, where an
assessment of the overall archaeological potest@insidered.

7.1  Cartographic and aerial photographic information (Fig 2)

The enclosure map of 1771 shows the site withiraa of already enclosed land
called Enclosed Carr Grounds.

The first edition Ordnance Survey of 1891 showsdite sitting over two fields but
otherwise the field system is much as it is todelye access road to site follows an
established trackway shown on the map. The fielshdaries are mostly as they are
set out during the enclosure of the parish (Fig 2).

The application area is located within an area tfzet been included in the National
Mapping Programme which examines historic aeriabtpgraphs as well as
systematically adding more information derived froradern aerial surveys and some
fieldwork (Bewley 1998). No sites have been ideetifwithin the application area by
this programme.

A number of aerial photographs are held at the ldE& these were examined as well
as a comprehensive NMR/EH aerial photographic ceearch (Appendix 3). The

NMR/EH cover search resulted in a list of 16 obdéigand 70 vertical aerial

photographs for the 1km search area. No photograptie selected for closer

inspection as none were considered likely to ctiverapplication site.



7.2  The County Historic Environment Record(Fig 3)

The archaeological evidence for prehistoric activiithin a 1.5km search radius of
the application area is mostly focused around dnenér Brigg brickworks on the Old
River Ancholme, over 1km to the north-east of the €Sites 1, 3, 4, 6, 7 and 12). A
number of worked flints and stone axes dating ftbemnMesolithic to the Bronze Age
periods have been found, as well as a Bronze AgmarBpad and pin. The
waterlogged nature of the site preserved a timbeiseway thought to date to the
Bronze Age and nearby a Bronze Age raft was exeavit the 19 century. A
limited amount of Iron Age pottery has also beeamitified at this site and this is the
only evidence for activity of this period withinglsearch area.

Nearby fieldwalking has identified a scatter ohflidebitage, while spot finds have
included worked flints (Sites 5, 9 and 14). Thisus of finds strongly suggests that
prehistoric settlement may have occurred in thenitic of the Brigg brickworks,
dating from the Mesolithic period (possibly as temwgyy camp sites), but
incorporating later prehistoric material as well.

Evidence of Roman activity within the search aredimited to a small number of
sites. One of these is an occupation site (Siteid®tified from finds disturbed
during ploughing, including mosaic tessera and bgpst. This is one of a number of
possible settlement sites dating to the Roman gehat have been identified around
Scawhby; the others are to the south and west ofl8cand outside the search radius
for the application area.

Approximately 800m to the north of the site is Stiled Ancient Monument 32625
(Site 23). This is the medieval moated manor sit€astlethorpe mentioned in the
Domesday Book. Earthworks show a medieval settlémdth a post-medieval
enclosure imposed on top. Limited investigatiorenidfied a number of ditched and
walled boundaries of late Anglo-Saxon and medielaé overlain by post-medieval
ditched enclosures and field boundaries.

Just outside the search radius the probable locafithe deserted medieval village of
Castlethorpe has been identified (Site 25). The sdvers approximately 2ha and
displays a number of extant earthworks. Other exdddor medieval activity is in the
form of finds recovered by metal detectorist; theselude coins, copper-alloy
mounts, a lead spindle whorl and a lead weight.

The post-medieval period is marked by the indugtetion of the landscape. The Old
River Ancholme is canalised and a number of indrissites and buildings are
marked on the maps, such as the Brigg brickworkgersl windmills and the Brigg
I[ron Works.

There are a number of listed buildings dating te 118" and 18 century focused
around Bridge Street in Brigg, while at Scawby &whwby Brook there are listed
agricultural buildings, windmills and estate builgs associated with the Nelthorpe
Estate.



The sugarbeet factory was built in 1928-9 as ph# scheme to reduce dependence
on overseas sugar; it was still going in 1983 (Wrid983) but closed not long
afterwards.

Within 1km of the proposed development site theaeehbeen three geotechnical
surveys undertaken. The closest is immediateti¢osouth of the Old Sugar factory
site (Site D). The survey identified made ground &me waste up to 4.3m in depth
overlying a late glacial lake. The report statest timost of the site to the south and
south-east of the factory was used as lime pondsliare sludge basins until the
1960s. Unfortunately the copy of the report heldhimi the SMR did not include a
location map to show the extent of the survey. T#6 Ordnance Survey map shows
these ponds and sludge basins under what is no@ldrdord Brigg Power Station,
clearly not extending into the area occupied byfélotory buildings.

At site B an auger survey identified a possiblet piposit but further evaluation
demonstrated that this was a silty flood deposithworganic remains. No
archaeological feature, deposits or artefacts werevered by this evaluation.

Site C was a borehole survey that identified pebtgosits at a depth of 0.5-1.2m
below the present ground level. Further evaluatiork was not undertaken to
confirm the interpretation of peat deposits.

Near the old Brigg brickwork site an evaluationritited a possible degraded peat
horizon dated by carbon-14 to the Iron Age (Site Ahis is consistent with the

interpretation that during the Iron Age the Anchelwalley was mainly marshland

with island occupations. Further from the river sate E an auger survey was
undertaken to try to identify a continuation of tiraber causeway identified at site 1.
The survey did not identify the timber causewagioy peat deposits.

7.3 Site visit

The author visited the site on"22pril 2008. The site consists of an area of cotecre
with a large building to the north and evidenceadefmolished buildings to the south
and south-east.

The south-western area of the site is approximatelyhigher than the rest, where,
there is evidence that part of the site may hawnleuncated to provide a level
surface upon which to build the sugarbeet factory.

7.4 General considerations

In the light of information that has been compiled,is possible to provide a
generalised historical context for the site, befmasideration is made of the impacts
that have taken place in recent times, and whici haeve affected the quality and
survival of any archaeological resources, if présen

The evidence for prehistoric activity in the areddcused more than 1km away from
the application site, where the majority of activit the area has been identified close
to the river. The possibility of remains of thistelaon site is considered to be
negligible.



Evidence of Roman settlement is focused around vilge of Scawby,

approximately 1km to the east of the site. Thoughd is a slight possibility that this
extended further to the west than has currentlynidentified, this is unlikely to

extend onto the lower ground upon which the sitdomated. The possibility of
remains of this date on site is considered to logigible.

Site 23,c.800m to the north of the site, has limited evidefazeAnglo-Saxon activity
overlaid by a medieval moated manor which contintiedugh to the late medieval
period. The village associated with the manor agiht to be over 500m to the north
(Site 25). The possibility of medieval archaeology site is considered to be
negligible.

On the eastern side of the New River Ancholme dmameservation and peat
deposits have been identified by auger survey a&atliation trenches. It is unclear if
these deposits exist on the western side of the Riger Ancholme.

The old sugar factory buildings cover the majodfythe proposed development site
and are likely to have destroyed archaeologicalaresn within the development
footprint area. The south-western corner of the sitat a higher level OD than the
rest of the site and this may be made ground asifdel during the auger survey
carried out to the south of the factory (Site D)itanay be that this area has not been
subject to levelling as is evident where buildihgse been demolished.

8.0 Impact to archaeological resources

The assessment considers the known archaeologiddiexitage resources according
to the relative importance and the scale of impactorder to determine the

significance of effect. This grading is guided Ime tSecretary of State’s criteria for
Scheduling Ancient Monuments.

National; internationally and nationally important resowceften legally
protected, such as Scheduled Ancient Monumentd.sted buildings.

Regional regionally important resources not legally prégec of a reasonably
defined extent, nature and significance, such aslsites, deserted medieval
villages, Roman roads, dense scatter of finds.

Local; locally important resources of low or minor imfgrce, such as field
systems, ridge and furrow and old field boundaries.

Negligible; Resources which have little or no archaeologiedilie, or where
remains have previously been destroyed, such asemmdtld boundaries,
drains and ponds.

Unknown; resources whose archaeological importance is amiknsuch as
single find spots and unidentified features onagiotographs.

The degree or magnitude of impact is determineddewtifying the effect of the
development and comparing the scale of impact agdhe extent of the known



historic resources. The magnitude of any impaessessed according to the scale set
out below.

Large; complete or almost complete destruction of thehaeological
resource.

Medium; a high proportion of the archaeological resoudsamaged or
destroyed.

Small; a small proportion of the surviving archaeologresource damaged or
destroyed.

Negligible; historic resource will not be affected, becausdistance from the
development, or method of construction.

Uncertain; the extent or nature of the historic resourceur&known, or
construction techniques have not yet been detednine

The significance of an impact upon a historic ahaeological feature is dependent
upon the importance of the particular site andaim®unt of anticipated damage. The
adverse affect upon a historic resource is measurebe following scale.

Major ; large, medium, and in some instances, small soglacts to remains
of National importance.

Moderate; large, medium, and in some instances, small scafacts to
remains of Regional importance.

Minor ; small scale impacts to remains of Local imporéanc

Neutral; small or negligible impacts to remains of Local Negligible
importance.

Uncertain; lack of information concerning the scale of impawr the
importance of remains.

The assessment of archaeological resources withiapplication site is considered to
be negligible with the development havingreegligible impact on a site oheutral
importance.

The potential for archaeological remains within #ggplication area is considered
negligible due to the archaeological and historicesources search indicating
settlement activity for all periods focused awagnirthe site. The development is
considered to have a negligible impact due to ttegpgsal of minor raising of the
current ground levels to 4.0 metres AOD. The sitecansidered to be of neutral
importance as the construction of the Old Sugatofgds likely to have destroyed
any archaeological remains.



The archaeological resources outside the applicaticea are considered to be
uncertain with the development having aegligible impact on resources of
uncertain importance.

The archaeological potential outside the applicasicea is considered to be uncertain
due to the lack of evidence for waterlogged condgiand peat remains to the west of
the Old Ancholme River. The development is congdeto have negligible impact
on resources outside the application area as ribjegp design will not have any
impact on the hydrology of the area.

9.0 Conclusions

It is concluded that the possibility of there bearghaeological remains of any period
on this site isegligible. The archaeological evidence within the seardiusashows
settlement focused away from the application akehile cartographic evidence
shows the application site under farmland until deselopment of the Old Sugar
Factory in 1928-9.

The majority of the application area has been oecujpy the Old Sugar factory
where the factory buildings are likely to have degtd any archaeological remains.

10.0 Mitigation

To clarify this situation in absolute terms woulelquire a limited programme of
intrusive archaeological evaluation. However, itcsnsidered that the Old Sugar
factory will have had a considerable impact uporteptial archaeological remains
and the proposed development design involves matsie current ground levels to 4.0
metres AOD which further reduces the potentiahipact archaeological remains.

A restricted watching brief on the access roadwaeighbridge may be prudent as the
south-western corner of the site appears not t@ heeen truncated by the factory
buildings. However, even here, the likelihood of@mtering significant archaeology
is considered to be minimal.
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Appendix 1: Colour Plates

View of factory buildings, looking north-east

Area of demolished buildings showing d rising to the sou-west, looking
soutt-wes
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Standing factory building, looking north-west

View showing the truncation to the north of the slboking north-west
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Appendix 2: North Lincolnshire SMR extracts

Site

NMR
No. No. NGR Period Site Description
Prehistoric timber causeway associated with
a large amount of flood debris including,
animal bone, trees, late Bronze Age-early
Iron Age pottery, a Mesolithic tranchet axe,
a polished stone axe and a Neolithic-Iron
MLS Age pin, found during clay extraction for the
1 1783 SE 9928 0748 | Prehistoric | brickworks.
A late prehistoric buried land surface
identified by auger survey. 0.4-1.2m of later
alluvial clays preserved the land surface.
Thought to be at a height of 0.9-1.6m OD
which was probably not inundated until later
the Bronze Age. The survey also identified a
palaeochannels running parallel to and
beneath the railway line; it is thought to be
the former course of the River Ancholme. A
number of trial trenches were machined to
1.85 m BPGL encountering a series of
natural redeposited silts and clays, including
a layer with organic fragments. This was a
MLS flood deposit not a peat deposit as
2 20507 | SE 9947 0631 | Prehistoric | interpreted in the auger survey.
Later prehistoric boat cleat donated to the
MLS North Lincolnshire Museum, it is probably
3 6628 SE 9930 0750 | Prehistoric | from the Brigg raft found nearby.
MLS Mesolithic- | 2 flint flakes and a flint chunk, originally
4 19433 | SE 994 074 Neolithic found during excavations of the brickyard.
MLS Mesolithic- | Field walking identified a flint debitage
5 19426 | SE 9903 0749 | Neaolithic scatter.
A number of finds, including included a
Mesolithic pick, a Neolithic axehead, a
Bronze Age spear, a Bronze Age pin and
MLS Mesolithic- | Iron Age pot sherds have been interpreted
6 1799 SE 9941 0724 | Iron Age as evidence of prehistoric occupation.
MLS
7 1796 SE 9931 0751 | Neolithic Spot find; a polished horstone celt
MLS Spot find, a polished stone axe, found in
8 1817 SE 987 071 Neolithic 1949.
A blade like flake found in the topsoil during
MLS a watching brief, no other archaeological
9 19948 | SE 9910 0739 | Neolithic features or deposits were identified.
MLS
10 2415 SE 9752 0609 | Neolithic Spot find; fragment of stone axe.
msl Neolithic- Spot find; a bifacially worked flint implement
11 2417 SE 9771 0509 | Bronze Age | and a flint tool, possibly an awl.
MLS Neolithic-
12 6690 SE 9952 0734 | Bronze Age | Spot find; flint arrowhead.
MLS Neolithic- Spot find; a number of worked flints
13 2418 SE 975 052 Bronze Age | including scrapers.
MLS Neolithic-
14 19381 | SE 9918 0758 | Bronze Age | Spot find; 2 flint blade-like flakes.
MLS Field walking identified a flint scrapper and a
15 19421 | SE 98710761 | Bronze Age | flint flake.
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Site

NMR
No. No. NGR Period Site Description
MLS
16 2419 SE 9787 0527 | Bronze Age | Find spot; a plano-convex flint knife
Find spot; a Neolithic leaf arrowhead, a
Neolithic-Bronze Age scrapper, an early
Bronze Age tanged and barbed arrowhead,
an early Bronze Age plano-convex knife, a
4™ century Roman coin, a fragment of a
MLS Prehistoric- | Roman column as well as pottery and tile
17 2407 SE 974 055 Roman fragments dating to the Roman period.
Spot find; bronze harp shaped brooch
MLS known as a fibula brooch dating to the early
18 1808 SE 9892 0747 | Roman 2" century found at a depth of 6ft.
Occupation site discovered after ploughing
in 1970, 3-4th century pottery and coins of
MLS Claudius Gothicus 268-270 AD and Severus
19 2403 SE 975 060 Roman Alexander 222-235 AD.
NLM
3364E | SE 98000 Find spot; a circular pottery spindle whorl
20 6 06800 Roman dating to 43-410 AD.
MLS Roman-
21 2402 SE 993 053 Medieval Find spot; Roman and medieval pottery.
MLS Anglo- Find spot; an iron spearhead with split
22 1788 TA 0035 0673 | Saxon socket.
SAM 32625; Castlethorpe medieval site,
mentioned in the Domesday book.
Earthworks survive on site with a north-
MLS south boundary ditch dividing an area of
23 726 SE 9901 0696 | Medieval 10ha.
MLS
24 2404 SE 976 053 Medieval Find spot; a bronze spectacle buckle
Probable the site of Castlethorpe Deserted
MLS Medieval Village, it is a moated site with
25 1791 SE 987 077 Medieval earthworks covering over 2ha.
NLM Find spot; a complete cast copper alloy
2660E | SE 98550 horse harness pendant dating to 1200-1400
26 7 06940 Medieval AD.
NLM
8470D | SE 98400 Find spot; a spindle whorl, probably cast
27 7 06900 Medieval lead alloy dating to 1200-1540 AD.
NLM
849DA | SE 98200 Find spot; probably an incomplete cast
28 5 05900 Medieval copper alloy mount dating to 1400-1540.
NLM
84CFF | SE 98100 Find spot; a copper alloy sheet mount dating
29 5 06600 Medieval to 1200-1540 AD.
NLM
BB535 | SE 97910 Find spot; a long cross silver cut halfpenny
30 2 06750 Medieval of Henry Il dating to 1250-1256 AD.
NLM Find spot; a slightly worn silver halfpenny of
1686D | SE 97600 Edward lll. Florin coinage dating to 1344-
31 4 06600 Medieval 1351 AD.
NLM Medieval-
21005 | SE 98400 Post- Spot find; a cast lead weight dating to 1200-
32 7 05700 Medieval 1800 AD.
NLM
96C97 | SE 97400 Post- Find spot; a clipped and slightly worn silver
33 6 06600 medieval coin of Elizabeth I, dating to 1558-1603 AD.
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Site

NMR
No. No. NGR Period Site Description
NLM
21A5A | SE 98200 Post- Find spot; a complete cast copper alloy
34 1 05800 medieval mount dating to 1600-1700 AD.
NLM
2576F | SE 98400 Post- Find spot; a complete copper alloy mount
35 5 06800 medieval dating to 1600-1700 AD.
MLS Post- The new River Ancholme bridge, built in
36 12298 | SE 9922 0698 | Medieval 1827, Grade Il listed.
MLS Post- Site of Yarborough oil mill, demolished in
37 17267 | SE 9931 0704 | Medieval 1999.
MLS Post- Site of Yarborough steam mill, shown on the
38 19935 | SE 9931 0700 | Medieval tithe map of 1842.
MLS Post- Site of stone quarry, 'Stonepit Close', shown
39 19936 | SE 988 070 Medieval on tithe map 1842.
MLS Post- Site of mill, probably a windmill, shown on
40 19937 | SE 9889 0707 | Medieval tithe map 1842.
MLS Post- Site of the Brigg brickyard shown on the 150 ]
41 19938 | SE 994 973 Medieval edition Ordnance Survey.
MLS Post- Site of the Ancholme Iron Foundry shown
42 19939 | SE 99750726 | Medieval on the 1* edition Ordnance Survey.
MLS Post- Site of the Victorian Iron works shown on
43 19940 | TA 9979 0700 | Medieval the 1% edition Ordnance Survey.
MLS Post- Site of brickyard shown on the 1% edition
44 19941 | SE 0003 0656 | Medieval Ordnance Survey.
MLS Post- Methodist chapel shown on the 1% edition
45 19942 | SE 9836 0659 | Medieval Ordnance Survey.
MLS Post- Site of windmill, shown on the 1% edition
46 19943 | SE 9868 0666 | Medieval Ordnance Survey.
MLS Post- New River Ancholme, canal built in the mid
47 9481 SE 9864 1078 | Medieval 17" century.
MLS Boundary ditch identified by cropmark,
48 17832 | SE 9827 0488 | Undated north-east of Sturton sewage works.
MLS
49 2405 SE 9743 0508 | Undated Find spot; bronze object, ?strap end
MLS
50 2406 SE 9789 0499 | Undated Find spot; ploughpebble
MLS Cropmarks; possible enclosure and
51 2408 SE 978 058 Undated trackway cropmarks covering 2-3ha
MLS
52 2410 SE 974 057 Undated Cropmarks; rectangular enclosure
MLS SE 980067
53 10649 | 077065 Undated Cropmarks; ring ditch and track
MLS Palaeochannel of the former course of the
54 20577 | SE 9964 0636 | Undated River Ancholme.
Trial trenching identified a possible
ELS degraded peat horizon dated by carbon 14
A 2624-5 | SE 9962 0728 | Undated to the Iron Age.
An auger survey identified a peaty deposits
but further evaluation demonstrated that this
ELS was in fact a silty flood deposit with organic
2654/2 remains. No archaeological features,
B 767 SE 995 063 Undated deposits or artefacts were recovered.
ELS SE 99770 A borehole survey identified peaty deposits
C 2723 06481 Undated at a depth of 0.5-1.2m BPGL.
A borehole survey revealed made ground
ELS SE 99117 and lime waste up to 4.3m thick overlying a
D 2728 05984 Undated late glacial lake. Clays encountered were a
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maximum of 2.3m in depth. Sand and gravel
deposits were up to 2.7m thick overlying
middle Jurassic limestone bedrock. Most of
site to south and southeast of factory was in
use as lime ponds or as lime sludge basins
until 1960s and copies of factory site plan
showed the extent of these ponds.

MLS
1879

SE 99166
07360

Undated

An auger survey was carried out in an
attempt to find the trackway already
excavated but failed to identify it or any peat
deposits.
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Appendix 3: NMR listings

Oblique Aerial Photographs

NGR Index
Number

SE9706/1
SE9806/1
SE9806/2
SE9806/3
SE9806/4
SE9806/5
SE9806/6
SE9906/1
SE9907/1
SE9907/2
SE9907/3
SE9907/4
SE9907/5
SE9907/6
SE9907/7
SE9907/8

Vertical Aerial Photographs

Sortie
Number

Accession
Number

NMR 1961
NMR 1830
NMR 1830
NMR 1830
NMR 1830
NMR 1830
NMR 1830
OIA 19764
NMR 1850
NMR 1850
NMR 1850
HCC 14731
HCC 14731
HCC 14731
OIA 19764
OIA 19764

RAF/3G/TUD/UK/203
RAF/CPE/UK/1880
RAF/CPE/UK/1880
RAF/CPE/UK/2042

RAF/CPE/B/UK/2
RAF/CPE/B/UK/2
RAF/CPE/B/UK/2
RAF/CPE/UK/2563
MAL/75031
MAL/75031
MAL/75031
0S/67034
0S/67034
0S/67034
0S/78170
0S/73237
0S/93179
0S/93179
0S/94276
0S/94276

Frame

128
196
200
197
198
199
201
350
217
218
219

351
352

Start
Frame

5101
3016
5172
1079
5043
5059
5065
4111
69
70
71
40
53
122
16
76
8
48
81
157

Date
Flown

08-Jul-81
24-3ul-80
24-3ul-80
24-3ul-80
24-3ul-80
24-3ul-80
24-3ul-80
01-Jan-70
09-Oct-80
09-Oct-80
09-Oct-80
27-Jul-92
27-Jul-92
27-Jul-92
01-Jan-70
01-Jan-70

6 Fig NGR

SE977067
SE981065
SE981065
SE981065
SE981065
SE981065
SE981065
SE997068
SE991070
SE991070
SE991070
SE990070
SE990070
SE990070
SE999071
SE997071

Total 16 Records

End
Frame

5105
3019
5176
1082
5046
5064
5069
4115
69
70
71
42
56
126
19
79
10
51
83
157

Total 11

National
Start

TA001074
TA000057
SE974068
SE997064
SE986071
TA002065
SE987059
TA001061
SE988077
SE981074
SE973072
SE994046
SE975058
SE999069
SE974066
SE999055
SE986060
SE985076
SE988070
SE999055

Sorties 72

Reference
End

SE973073
SE976052
TA000071
SE977063
SE997070
SE983066
TA001059
SE972057
SE988077
SE981074
SE973072
SE980046
SE996059
SE973070
SE995069
SE978054
SE975067
TA001067
TA000070
SE999055

Prints

Date D

12-May-46
06-Dec-46
06-Dec-46
29-Apr-47
25-Mar-48
25-Mar-48
25-Mar-48
28-Mar-48
06-May-75
06-May-75
06-May-75
17-Apr-67
17-Apr-67
17-Apr-67
04-Oct-78
07-Jun-73
23-May-93
23-May-93
14-Aug-94
14-Aug-94
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