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Introduction
1
This document is the County Durham Minerals and Waste Policies and Allocations Document Heritage Impact Assessment which has been prepared
to accompany the Publication Draft Minerals and Waste Policies and Allocations Document (M&WDPD) which is subject to consultation for eight weeks
between 2 December 2022 and 27 January 2023.This technical report is not a consultation report. Any comments in relation to any of the proposed site
allocations in the Publication Draft M&WDPD or against the non-allocation of a specific site should be submitted in response to the Publication Draft Minerals
and Waste Policies and Allocations document. Details of how to comment upon the Publication Draft M&WDPD are set out in Chapter 1 of the Publication
Draft M&WDPD.

The County Durham Plan and the Minerals and Waste Policies and Allocations Document
2
The M&WDPD will complement the strategic minerals and waste policies of the County Durham Plan. It will set out specific policies for a number of
minerals not addressed by the County Durham Plan, it will contain detailed development management policies for minerals and waste which will be used
with the strategic minerals and waste policies and other relevant policies set out within the County Durham Plan to determine planning applications for
minerals and waste development and, if necessary, it will allocate further sites for mineral working or waste development which are required to meet longer
term need over the life of the County Durham Plan.

Operator Proposed Sites
3
As part of the process of preparing the M&WDPD the Council undertook a call for new minerals and waste sites between Friday 15th January 2021
and Friday 26th February 2021. In total 17 submissions were received (two of which involved both minerals and waste). Details of the submissions we
received are set out within the Minerals and Waste Policies and Allocations Document Site Assessment Document.

The Heritage Impact Assessment
4
Following consultation on the Draft Plan and comments received from Historic England a desk-based Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) was
undertaken to consider the potential impact of the proposed site allocation in relation to cultural heritage (designated and non-designated heritage assets).
The adopted assessment parameters are to identify all designated heritage assets within a 2km radius outwards from the site, key non-designated heritage
assets in close proximity to the site, and scheduled monuments and Grade I and Grade II* listed buildings within a 5km radius where heritage and visual
impacts could potentially occur. Wider impacts in terms of the World Heritage Site, given its far reaching visual influence and international significance, are
also considered. Appendix A1 to A11 set out the results of the desk based heritage impact assessment. In preparing the desk-based Heritage Impact
Assessment the Council initially sought to undertake a detailed Heritage Impact Assessment of each proposed site. However, this approach was modified in
the interests of efficiency and consequently a number of the desk based heritage assessments are presented as a limited assessment. This approach followed
the same methodology and has resulted in a more concise assessment. It does not, however, change the rigour or conclusions of the assessment which has
been undertaken.
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Appendices
Appendix A1 - Site M1 – Witch Hill Quarry - Proposed Eastern Extension (Limited HIA)
Fig 1. Site location plan and aerial map
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Fig 2. Site Constraints - Heritage assets within 2km and 5km of the site
*Within the 5km assessment zone only scheduled monuments and listed buildings at Grade I and II* are to be considered as part of this HIA
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Fig 3. Site Constraints - Potential non-designated heritage assets (NDHA) within the site and its setting

8|Page

Fig 4. Archaeological features (DCC Historic Environment Record)
N.B. The HER entries shown above that fall within the subject site do not relate to any specific archaeological features or finds. These relate to assessments and surveys - previous records
note no significant archaeological interest on the site.

Heritage Impact Summary & Conclusion
Designated Heritage Asset on site: No
In the setting of a Designated Heritage Asset: Yes
Non-Designated Heritage Asset on Site: No
In the setting of a Non-Designated Heritage Asset: Yes
Likely to have a negative impact: Yes. There is anticipated to be a slight adverse effects on the setting of Shadforth Conservation Area
Likely to have a neutral impact: Yes. The impact upon the setting of all of the other heritage assets identified would either by nil or minor and not
anticipated to be harmful. This would be on account of the distance, absence of context, intervisibility and any historic relationships.
Likely to have a positive impact: No
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Conclusion

This Limited HIA concludes that the proposed new workings would cause no harm to the significance (physical fabric) of any of the heritage assets identified,
while the impact upon the setting of the majority of the heritage assets would either by nil or minor and not anticipated to be harmful. The impact within the
setting of Shadforth Conservation Area would likely be slight adverse.
Site Description, Context & Heritage Significance
The subject site lies immediately adjacent to the east of the existing Witch Hill Quarry situated on the east-west spur of the magnesian limestone
escarpment. It is located approximately 2.39km to the south and slightly east of Sherburn Hill, with the settlement edge of Thornley some 0.6km to the east,
and Old Cassop across the A181 c.1.3km southwest. The existing quarry equals 10.5hectares with the proposed extension 10hectares. It is bounded by the
A181 Silent Bank in the south, the existing limestone workings in the west, and agricultural land to the north and east that includes Shadforth Dene. The
subject site comprises of open arable farmland divided into two large fields by hedgerows and infrequent treed boundaries. In landscape terms it has been
assessed previously as being of medium value. The surrounding landscape has been affected by existing and former quarry workings. These include Witch
Hill, Running Quarry, Thornley Quarry that are shown on the C19 Ordnance Survey maps.
The subject site is visible in close and middle distance views from certain sections along the A181, likely from the public right of way through Shadforth Dene
up Harrow Bank leading to Shadforth in the north, and from a section of the B6291 to the south. A previous landscape assessment identified that it is visible
in long distance views across the valley of Shadforth Beck to the north up to the high ground of Sherburn Hill and Crime Rigg.
Within 2km of the subject site there are 2 conservation areas Old Cassop and Shadforth, 2 scheduled monuments, Ludworth Tower and Old Thornley
medieval settlement, and 5 listed buildings, Gate Piers, Gates and Stile West of Church of St Cuthbert, Thornley Hall Farmhouse, Church of St Cuthbert,
Ludworth Tower, and Thornley War Memorial, (all Grade II listed).
Within 5km of the site are 7 scheduled monuments, Priors Hall Hallgarth, Sherburn House Bridge, Garmondsway medieval village, Haswell Colliery Engine
House, Old Wingate medieval settlement, High Haswell Chapel, and Coxhoe medieval settlement, and 5 listed buildings Elemore Hall School, Church of St
Helen, Church of St Lawrence (all Grade I), and Sherburn Hospital Chapel and Sherburn Hospital Gatehouse (Grade II*)
In terms of non-designated heritage assets (NDHA), 6no key potential NDHAs lying within close to middle proximity to the site have been identified; Long
Myers Farm, Running Waters, Strawberry Hill Farm, Ox Close, Dene House Farm, High Croft. These relates to buildings and structures identifiable on the 1st
edition OS map c.1856-65.
A previous archaeological assessment concluded that the sites archaeological potential is likely to be limited. Through the planning application process any
site more than 1 hectare in size would need evaluation with subsequent mitigation (generally excavation and recording) if anything found. Detailed
archaeology matters are for other specialists to comment as necessary. To note, the HER entries shown to fall within the subject site as identified on
constraints plan Fig 4 do not relate to know archaeological features or finds but previous surveys and assessments.
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Impact on Heritage Significance (including setting)
As the subject site is physically divorced from all of the heritage assets identified there would be no impact on significance (physical fabric).
The magnitude of effect upon the settings of all of the scheduled monuments, listed buildings and NDHAs identified would be either nil/minor, with the
impact anticipated to be neutral (no harm). This is on account of the heritage assets being visually divorced from the subject site due to a combination of the
distance between them, the intervening topography, landscape features, in some instances existing built development and urban infrastructure. As a
consequence, the subject site does not play a fundamental role in how their heritage values of any of the heritage assets are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The heritage assets either stand in relative isolation in an immediate rural context that informs their setting, or within a contained local built
environment setting that would be unchanged.
Regarding the conservation areas, part of the wider rural landscaping informing the setting of Old Cassop conservation area would be radically altered, but it
would visually relate directly to the existing well established quarry workings that is closer to the conservation area boundary. The heritage values of the
conservation area are expressed in visual receptors from the A181 and from some wider elevated locations, the built form of the small medieval agricultural
hamlet seen perched on a high ridge in a broad scenic rural landscape that would not be anticipated to be significantly eroded or detracted. In views out from
the conservation area the existing quarry workings are visually shielded due to its position to the east, the varied geography and tree coverage, the proposed
would likely have the same neutral effect in this regard.
At its closest point the subject site is within c.83metres away from the boundary of Shadforth Conservation Area at the woodland around Shadforth Dene.
The existing farmland provides a natural buffer between the edge of the conservation area and the existing quarry workings that would be reduced drawing
the quarry void closer to the heritage assets boundary. In views out from the conservation area the existing quarry is generally invisible due to the intervening
topography, trees and hedgerow boundaries, and in views across the site from the A181 the conservation area is not very apparent the village being shielded
and the farmland having no visual association. The impact overall within its setting would potentially be slight adverse given the close relationship and
reduction in landscape buffer.
Strawberry Farm is the closest NDHA to the subject site, while the rural landscape in the wider surroundings of the site would be affected the impact on the
setting of the NDHA would be minor and not anticipated to be harmful. This would be due to the existing quarry being positioned between the farm and the
proposed extension to the workings, as such no greater harm would be caused than that which currently exists.
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Additional Information
Images

View 1 - View into the site from the A181 at junction of road north to Shadforth

View 2 - View towards the site from the north near Paradise Farm
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View 3 - View towards the site from the approach into Old Cassop

View 4 - View towards the site from Shadforth Village
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Appendix A2 - Site M2 – Raisby Quarry - Proposed Eastern Extension (Limited HIA)
Fig 1. Site location plan & Aerial map
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Fig 2. Site constraints map (Heritage Assets within 2km and 5km of the site)
Within the 5km assessment zone only scheduled monuments and listed buildings at Grade I & II* are to be considered as part of this HIA
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Fig 3. Potential non-designated heritage assets (NDHA) within the setting of the site.
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Fig 4. Archaeological features within the site and its setting (Taken from DCC Historic Environment Record)
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Heritage Impact Summary & Conclusion
Designated Heritage Asset on site: No
In the setting of a Designated Heritage Asset: Yes
Non-Designated Heritage Asset on Site: No
In the setting of a Non-Designated Heritage Asset: Yes
Likely to have a negative impact: No
Likely to have a neutral impact: Yes
Likely to have a positive impact: No
Conclusion

This Limited HIA concludes that the proposed new workings to the east of the existing quarry would cause no harm to the significance (physical fabric) of any
of the heritage assets identified. The impact upon the setting of all of the heritage assets identified would either by nil or minor and not anticipated to be
harmful. This would be on account of the distance, absence of context, intervisibility and any historic relationships.
Site Description, Context & Heritage Significance
The subject site lies adjacent to the existing Raisby Quarry in the east, located approximately 10km south-east from Durham City, 0.96km to the south from
the settlement edge of Kelloe, and 0.85km to the west from Trimdon Grange. It is situated on the magnesian limestone escarpment that forms part of the
large East Durham magnesian limestone plateau and is on the spur between the vale of Kelloe and Coxhoe beck. The existing quarry occupies an area of
129.8hectares with the proposed extension 28hectares comprising of two large fields of open arable farmland, the boundaries defined by hedgerows with
scattered trees. The existing field pattern is not shown on C19 OS map regression, and during this period there is much industrial activity in the area including
lime works, a series old quarries and gravel pits, railway buildings and infrastructure.
The subject site has been previously assessed as being visible at close range from public footpaths nearby and widely visible in middle and longer distance
views from the south and north on account of its elevated position in the landscape. But from other locations it is generally screened by topography and
woodland. Previous landscape assessment identified the subject site as being of moderate sensitivity in the round to the effects of quarrying.
Within 2km of the subject site there is 1 conservation area, Trimdon, 1 scheduled monument, Garmondsway deserted medieval village, and 6 listed buildings
namely, Church of St Helen (Grade I) and Trimdon Hall, Kelloe Hall, Church of St Mary Magdalene, Colliery Disaster Memorial 90m west of Church of St Helen,
and Trimdon Grange War Memorial (all Grade II). Within 5km there are no additional scheduled monuments and no additional Grade I or II* listed buildings.
In terms of non-designated heritage assets (NDHA), 6no key potential NDHAs within close proximity to the site have been identified; Kelloe Hall Farm,
Southern Law, The Grange, Greenside Farm, Low Raisby and buildings at Garmondsway. The above, relating to buildings/structures identifiable on the 1st
edition OS map c.1856-60.
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A previous archaeological assessment concluded that the site’s archaeological potential is likely to be limited. Through the planning application process any
site more than 1 hectare in size would need evaluation with subsequent mitigation (generally excavation and recording) if anything found. Detailed
archaeology matters are for other specialists to comment as necessary.
Impact on Heritage Significance (including setting)
As the subject site is physically divorced from all of the heritage assets identified there would be no impact on significance (physical fabric).
The current open agricultural character of the subject site would be fundamentally altered but in heritage terms the magnitude of effect upon the settings of
all of the heritage assets identified would be regarded as either nil/minor, with the impact neutral (no harm). The land is part of a broad agricultural
landscape already affected by existing and well-established quarry working, with the proposals effect on setting unlikely to be any greater than the current
situation. The distance between the site and the heritage assets, intervening geography, landscape features (including areas of woodland and the existing
quarries bunding), existing built development and urban infrastructure would create a general absence of intervisibility. There are no known historic
relationships, and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of such heritage assets are experienced, appreciated or understood in visual
receptors.
Additional Information
Images

View 1 - View north towards the existing quarry and the subject site from West Lane
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View 2 - View towards the existing quarry and subject site from the west near Garmondsway Village

View 3 - View southeast towards the existing quarry and subject site from Kelloe

View 4 - View directly into the subject site from the minor road to the east
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Appendix A3 - Site M3 - Crime Rigg Quarry - Northern Extension (Full HIA)
Scope and Purpose of the report
The purpose of this report is to provide a desk-based assessment of the potential impacts of the proposed Crime Rigg Quarry Northern Extension (Identified
as Site M3), on the significance of heritage assets that includes their settings using two search parameters.
The first area focuses on a study zone of 2km outwards from the subject site where heritage and visual impacts could potentially occur. The assessment
focuses upon designated heritage assets defined as:
-

World Heritage Sites
Scheduled Monuments
Listed buildings
Protected Wreck Sites
Registered Historic Park and Gardens
Registered Battlefields
Conservation Areas

At a radius of 2km there are no identified World Heritage Sites, Protected Wreck Sites, Registered Historic Park and Garden or Registered Battlefields,
therefore such designated heritage assets do not require any further consideration in this heritage impact assessment. Within the study area there is 1no
Scheduled Monument, 5no listed buildings, and 1no Conservation Area requiring detailed assessment.
The potential impact on known key non-designated heritage assets and their settings that are within close proximity to the subject site has also been included
within the impact assessment. Such assets are defined as follows; “a building, monument, site, place, area, or landscape identified by the local planning
authority as having a degree of significance meriting consideration in planning decisions. Significance is the value of a heritage asset to this and future
generations because of its heritage interest that can be archaeological, architectural, artistic, or historic”.
Within the surroundings of the subject site there are 3no NDHAs identified, and 4no archaeological heritage features identified within Durham County
Councils Historic Environment Record (H.E.R).
The second assessment parameter zone focuses upon Grade I and Grade II* Listed Buildings within a 5km radius out from the subject site, of which 4no have
been identified.
This assessment is based upon Historic England’s Conservation Principles Policies and Guidance (April 2008). This provides a framework for identifying
historic values that may be attached to a place the sum of which informs the assets heritage significance. These values can be grouped into four main
categories:
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-

Evidential value: the potential of a place to yield evidence about past human activity.
Historical value: the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life can be connected through a place to the present - it tends to be illustrative
or associative.
Aesthetic value: the ways in which people draw sensory and intellectual stimulation from a place.
Communal value: the meanings of a place for the people who relate to it, or for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory.

As stated in the opening paragraph the potential impacts on setting(s) has also been assessed as significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical
presence, but also from its setting. This is defined as “the surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced”. Its extent is not fixed and may change as
the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative contribution to the significance of an asset, may affect the ability
to appreciate that significance or may be neutral.
This assessment and its outcomes are a considered response to the proposed development in relation to Government policy, as it is set out in the National
Planning Policy Framework Section 16 Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environment, with specific reference to “Considering Impacts” paragraphs 199
to 207.
The following non-statutory Historic England guidance has also assisted to inform the basis of this heritage impact assessment - “The Setting of Heritage
Assets” (2nd Edition) (December 2017) which replaces The Setting of Heritage Assets: Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 (1st
edition) (2015) and “Seeing the History in the View”; A method for assessing heritage significance within views (2011).
Within the additional information part of this assessment the following is provided: A historic map regression of the site; a map showing the designated
heritage assets within 2km of the site; a map showing the designated heritage assets (Grade I and Grade II*) within 5km of the site; a map showing the nondesignated heritage assets (NDHA); an assessment of potential impact on the identified heritage assets significance and setting, potential opportunities for
mitigation have also been identified within this assessment; and a series of images from key viewpoints in the surrounding public realm.
Site Location, Description & Context
Crime Rigg Quarry is a magnesian limestone and Permian sand quarry operated by Sherburn Sand Company Ltd. It is located on the escarpment to the east of
Sherburn Hill, with Shadforth village c500metres to the south, Ludworth village c300metres to the south-east with Haswell c2.5km to the north-east. The
quarry is bounded by Durham Lane (B1283) in the north, Crime Rigg Bank in the west, Hill House Farm, and agricultural fields in the south and further fields in
the east that include Shadforth Beck.
The quarry is within the East Durham Limestone Plateau County Character Area lying in the gently sloping head of the shallow valley of the Sherburn Hill
Burn. This is made up of open arable farmland divided by a network of old hawthorn hedgerows with infrequent hedgerow trees.
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The proposal relates to a 9.5 hectare extension to the existing quarry operations, the subject site consists of two adjoining fields directly opposite in the north
from the existing quarry. The fields are set within a surrounding undulating landscape of open agricultural character with an irregular field pattern. The
current site access will be retained throughout the proposed development that would include additional tree planting, landscaping, and construction of
screen mounds around the extension’s boundaries.
Crime Rigg Quarry has a long planning history with permissions for mineral extraction going back to 1948. Planning permission for waste disposal in the
western part of the quarry void was granted in 1983, and a eastwards extension to the permitted working area approved in 1994.
The surrounding landscape generally is/has been affected by existing and former quarry workings. These include Crim Rigg, the former Black Banks Quarry
some 600 metres to the north of Crime Rigg which is regenerating naturally. To the south there are quarries across the Shadforth Beck valley at Running
Waters and Witch Hill. Older quarry workings can be traced back to the mid-19th century, with Hillhouse Quarry, Sherburn Sand Pit and Old Quarry and
Limekiln Hill and Old Quarry shown on the 1st edition Ordnance Survey map c.1856-65.
The subject site is visible in close range views from around the residential properties at Churchill Terrace, and in places along Durham Lane. These views are
interrupted by the hedgerows bounding the highway and visual experiences of the landscape change as the road rises and falls. Durham Lane climbs steeply
to the north-east where the intervening topography and landscape features quickly restrict views of the site, and generally it is not visible from public
vantage points in the wider landscape.
Figure 1: Site Location Plan
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Figure 2: Aerial site location plan

Summary of potential heritage impacts
Scheduled Monuments - Ludworth Tower

The development proposal would have no impact upon the scheduled monument’s significance (physical fabric) as there would not be any direct physical
effects. Regarding its setting, Ludworth Tower is some 755metres to the south-east of the subject land. The best place to experience, understand and
appreciate the heritage values of the heritage asset is within short and medium views into and out of Ludworth Village where it can be viewed as a historic
landmark feature in its rural landscape surroundings on the urban edge of the village to different degrees depending on the viewing point. The subject land
does not make any contribution in this regard due to the distance between the heritage asset and the site, with the intervening topography, trees, and
hedgerows restricting intervisibility. No historic connection between the subject site and the heritage asset could be found. The impact overall would be
minor with the magnitude of effect neutral that would not be increased when taken cumulatively with the existing quarry workings.
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Listed Buildings

The significance (physical fabric) of all the listed buildings identified would be conserved as there would not be any direct physical effects resulting from the
proposed development. Regarding of settings, due to the relative locations of the identified listed buildings and the subject site, the distance between them,
and intervening factors such as the topography, trees, hedgerows, and in some instances existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility.
Given this and an absence of any historic connections the impact on setting(s) would be either nil or minor with the magnitude of effect neutral, that would
not be increased when taken cumulatively with the existing quarry workings
Conservation Areas – Shadforth Conservation Area
There would be no direct physical impact within the conservation area and no physical changes to any element that contributes to its special interest
character, appearance, and significance. This is due to the development site being physically separated from the heritage asset that is some 520meters to the
south at its closest point.
Regarding setting, the contribution of the site to the conservation area setting is limited. This is due to the presence of the hedge-lined Durham Road and the
existing extensive quarry workings on its south side meaning that the wider landscape to the north of the conservation area, that includes the subject site, is
segregated and in-part of different character reading as such in views. Due to the topography, despite being positioned on higher ground to the north, there
is no significant intervisibility between the subject site and the conservation area. There is some limited intervisibility at close range at the entrance point into
the conservation area in the north at the top of Crime Rigg Bank. But the subject land is only partially visible in the background and viewed as a glimpse in the
context of a much broader landscape. The site itself makes no significant contribution to the visual experience, appreciation or understanding of the heritage
values of the conservation area. The proposal is unlikely to produce an adverse visual effect in the conservation areas setting from here and it forms part of a
wider landscape with a semi-rural character where active and abandoned quarries are common. The overall impact to the setting of the conservation area
would be minor with the magnitude of effect neutral.
Key non-designated heritage assets
The identified 3no HER assets and 3no buildings that could be defined as NDHAs all fall outside of the site boundary and as such there would be no impact on
significance (physical fabric). They are all visually divorced from the subject site with no intervisibility due to the intervening topography, trees, hedgerows,
and existing urban infrastructure and built development. There is no historic connection between these heritage assets and the subject site. The impact
therefore being either nil or minor with the magnitude of effect neutral.
Mitigation
Appropriate landscape scheme, the landscape team commenting previously that perimeter mounds to the west and north would control visibility along with
retention of existing planning along the B1283, permanent perimeter mounding would need to be planted with native woodland to assimilate the engineered
landform and assist in screening.
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Conclusions
This HIA concludes that the proposed northern quarry extension would not have any direct effect on the significance (physical fabric) of any identified
heritage asset. The impact upon the setting(s) of the heritage assets identified would be either nil, or minor and neutral. As no harm has been identified those
settings would be conserved.
Additional Information
Figure 3 - Historic map regression -Crime Rigg Proposed Northern extension highlighted in red
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Figure 4 - Designated Heritage Assets within 2km - Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas
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Figure 5 - Designed Heritage Assets within 5KM

28 | P a g e

Grade I and Grade II* within the 5km zone requiring detailed assessment
1. Elemore Hall School And Doorway And Archway Attached
-

List Entry: 1120730
Location: Pittington, County Durham, DH6
Grade: I

2, Sherburn Hospital Chapel
-

List Entry: 1159384
Location: Shincliffe, County Durham, DH1
Grade: II*

3. Church Of St Laurence
-

List Entry: 1310892
Location: Pittington, County Durham, DH6
Grade: I

4. Sherburn Hospital Gatehouse, Office Wing, Lodge And Wall
-
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List Entry: 1311049
Shincliffe, County Durham, DH1
Grade: II*

Figure 6 - Non-Designated Heritage Assets (Orange – Archaeology. Red – Building).
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Schedule of Impacts on Heritage Assets within 2km radius

Scheduled Monuments
Name of Asset: Ludworth Tower.
Listing Reference: 1159823.
Designation: Scheduled Monument.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding setting,
Ludworth Tower is some 755meters to the southeast of the site. The best place to experience, understand and appreciate the heritage values of the
heritage asset is within short and medium views into and out of Ludworth Village where it can be viewed as a historic landmark feature in its rural
landscape surroundings and on the edge of the village to different degrees depending on the viewing point. The subject land does not make a visual
contribution to its setting due to the physical separation and distance between the asset and the site, and the intervening topography, trees, and
hedgerow boundaries to the roads and fields, restricting intervisibility. In close, middle, and long distance views of the subject site and the monument
cannot be seen in combination. No historic connection between the site and the heritage asset can be found. The 1st edition OS map c1860 shows
the tower as a rectangular building with a small projection at the west end of its south wall, and a second narrower building, to the north. A short
distance to the east is a detached building, and on the north of it a sub-rectangular embanked enclosure. It sits within a landscape of agricultural fields
of an irregular pattern incorporating a series of what appear to be tracks/lanes. The 2nd edition OS map c1895 clearly shows the tower after the
collapse, the building on the north and embanked enclosure have gone but the small, detached structure further east is still present. Today the most
significant part consists of the upstanding western wall with the associated buildings visible as earthworks around the monument, and a series of
banks and other earthworks of unknown nature, interpreted as medieval fishponds potentially associated with the manor house. These features are
integral to the site informing its immediate surroundings with obvious historic interest. The surrounding agricultural fields to the west, north and east
provide the supporting role of its very fitting wider rural setting so that it stands isolated as originally built adding to its visual appreciation and the
understanding of its significance as Pele Tower. These elements would be unaffected by the development proposal with no physical or visual change
or intrusion into the surrounding landscape beyond Durham Road. The overall impact would therefore be regarded as minor and neutral. Mitigation:
Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Listed Buildings within 2 KM
Name of Asset: Gate Piers, Gates and stile to west of church of St Cuthbert, Shadforth.
Listing Reference: 1120735.
Designation: II.
31 | P a g e

-

-

-

Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to the relative locations of the heritage asset in relation to the subject site, the distance between them and intervening factors of the
topography, landscape features and existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Church of St Cuthbert, Shadforth.
Listing Reference: 1159782.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to the relative locations of the heritage asset in relation to the subject site, the distance between them and intervening factors of the
topography, landscape features and existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Building adjoining to the south west of Elment Grande Barn, Haswell
Listing Reference: 1231952.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to the relative locations of the heritage asset in relation to the subject site, the distance between them and intervening factors of the
topography, landscape features and existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
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connection to the site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Ludworth War Memorial
Listing Reference: 1438730.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to the relative locations of the heritage asset in relation to the subject site, the distance between them and intervening factors of the
topography, landscape features and existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Sherburn War Memorial
Listing reference: 1439729.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to the relative locations of the heritage asset in relation to the subject site, the distance between them and intervening factors of the
topography, landscape features and existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
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Listed Buildings (Grade I & II*) within 5 KM
Name of Asset: Elemore Hall School, Pittington
Listing reference: 1120730
Designation: I
Significance : High
Values: Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to significant distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, along with intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, existing built development and urban infrastructure, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection
to the subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. Given
this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
-

-

Name of Asset: Sherburn Hospital Chapel.
Listing reference: 1159384
Designation: II*.
Significance : High
Values: Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to significant distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, along with intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, existing built development and urban infrastructure, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection
to the subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. Given
this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Sherburn Hospital Gatelodge and wall.
Listing reference: 1311049.
Designation: II*.
Significance : High
Values: Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to significant distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, along with intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, existing built development and urban infrastructure, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection
to the subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. Given
this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Church of St Laurence, Pittington.
Listing reference: 1310892.
Designation: I.
Significance : High
Values: Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to significant distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, along with intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, existing built development and urban infrastructure, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection
to the subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. Given
this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Conservation Areas
Name of Asset: Shadforth Conservation Area
Designation: Conservation Area.
Significance: Medium
Values: Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: There would be no direct physical impact on the CA or any element that contributes to its to its special interest
character, appearance, and significance. This is due to the development site being physically divorced from the heritage asset that is some 520meters
away in the south at its closest point. In terms of setting, the site forms part of the wider landscape that can be considered to be within the CA setting
by proximity. The contribution it makes is limited due to the presence of the hedge-lined Durham Road and the existing quarry workings on its south
side meaning that the wider landscape in the north of the CA is segregated and in-part of different character. Due to the topography and intervening
landscape features, despite being positioned on higher ground to the north, there is only limited intervisibility between the site and the CA. The CA
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includes the village as well as its wider rural surroundings. The unusual, elongated village green, a characteristic of County Durham, is flanked by
houses on both sides. The positioning of the village within a slight topographical dip contributes, along with its surrounding trees and fields, to create
an atmosphere of peaceful isolation within the village. This is reinforced by that fact that the CA boundary extends well beyond the village itself to
include the surrounding open agricultural fields yet specifically excluding the existing quarry and the fields that bound it along the most part of its
southern edge, with the remainder visually shieled by a band of woodland. The subject site can be considered to feature within the close shallow
view approaching the CA from Sherburn. But it is only partially visible in the background and sits in the context of a much broader landscape. The site
itself makes no significant contribution to the visual experience, appreciation or understanding of the heritage values of the conservation area. The
proposal is unlikely to produce an adverse visual effect in the conservation areas setting from here and it forms part of a wider landscape with a semirural character where active and abandoned quarries are common. In the approaches east from Ludworth, and south via the road off the A181 the
development site is unseen. It therefore concludes that the overall impact in the setting of the CA would be minor with the effect broadly neutral.
Mitigation: Appropriate landscape scheme, the landscape team commenting previously that perimeter mounds to the west and north would control
visibility along with retention of existing planning along the B1283, permanent perimeter mounding would need to be planted with native woodland
to assimilate the engineered landform and assist in screening.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Key Non-Designated Heritage Assets
Name of Asset: 3no HER Archaeology assets
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Low.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The identified HER archaeological features all fall outside of the development site and as such there would be no
impact on significance (physical fabric). They are all visually divorced from the subject site with no intervisibility due to the intervening topography,
trees, hedgerows, and existing urban infrastructure and built development. The impact on setting being nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not Applicable.
Magnitude of Impact Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
-

Name of Asset: High House Farm, Sherburn
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Low.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
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-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The subject site plays no fundamental role in the appreciation, experience or understanding of the heritage values of
the heritage asset. It is part of the wider surrounding rural landscape but makes a small contribution given the broad scale of this landscape, the
proposal would not create an adverse visual effect in the assets setting. Visibility between the subject site and the asset is restricted due to the
intervening topography, trees and hedgerow field, road and track boundaries. Mitigation: Not Applicable.
Magnitude of Impact Slight.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Hill House Farm, Shadforth.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Low.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The subject site plays no fundamental role in the appreciation, experience or understanding of the heritage values of
the heritage asset. There is no intervisibility and it makes no positive contribution to the setting of the asset due to the presence of the existing quarry
workings, Durham Lane and the intervening topography, trees and hedgerow field, road, and track boundaries.
Magnitude of Impact Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Haswell Moor Farm, Haswell.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Low.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The subject site plays no fundamental role in the appreciation, experience or understanding of the heritage values of
the heritage asset. It is part of the wider surrounding rural landscape but makes a small contribution given the broad scale of this landscape, the
proposal would not create an adverse visual effect in the assets setting. Visibility between the subject site and the asset is restricted due to the
intervening topography, trees and hedgerow field, road and track boundaries. Mitigation: Not Applicable.
Magnitude of Impact Slight.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Note that this is not an exhaustive list of non-designated heritage assets and that other assets may be identified as the detailed proposal evolves.
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Images
View 1 - View towards Ludworth Tower from the west end of Shadforth Village

View 2 – View towards Ludworth Tower approach into Ludworth
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View 3 – View towards Ludworth Tower exiting Ludworth

View 4 – View towards the site approaching from Sherburn near the Crime Rigg Bank approach to the Conservation Area

View 5 - View of the site westwards along Durham Road
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View 6 – View towards the site southwards from Haswell Farm

View 7 – View out from Shadforth

40 | P a g e

Appendix A4 - Site W1 - Crime Rigg Quarry Waste Infilling (Full HIA)
Scope and Purpose of the report
The purpose of this report is to provide a desk-based assessment of the potential impacts of the proposed infilling of the eastern part of Crime Rigg Quarry
(Identified as Site W1), on the significance of heritage assets that includes their settings using two search parameters.
The first area focuses on a study zone of 2km outwards from the subject site where heritage and visual impacts could potentially occur. The assessment
focuses upon designated heritage assets defined as:
-

World Heritage Sites
Scheduled Monuments
Listed buildings
Protected Wreck Sites
Registered Historic Park and Gardens
Registered Battlefields
Conservation Areas

At a radius of 2km there are no identified World Heritage Sites, Protected Wreck Sites, Registered Historic Park and Garden or Registered Battlefields,
therefore such designated heritage assets do not require any further consideration in this heritage impact assessment. Within the study area there is 1no
Scheduled Monument, 5no listed buildings, and 1no Conservation Area requiring detailed assessment.
The potential impact on known key non-designated heritage assets and their settings that are within close proximity to the subject site has also been included
within the impact assessment. Such assets are defined as follows; “a building, monument, site, place, area, or landscape identified by the local planning
authority as having a degree of significance meriting consideration in planning decisions. Significance is the value of a heritage asset to this and future
generations because of its heritage interest that can be archaeological, architectural, artistic, or historic”.
Within the surroundings of the subject site there are 3 NDHA relating to buildings/features identifiable on the 1st edition OS map c.1860, and 4no
archaeological heritage features identified within Durham County Councils Historic Environment Record (H.E.R).
The second assessment parameter zone focuses upon Grade I and Grade II* Listed Buildings within a 5km radius out from the subject site, of which 4no have
been identified.
This assessment is based upon Historic England’s Conservation Principles Policies and Guidance (April 2008). This provides a framework for identifying
historic values that may be attached to a place the sum of which informs the assets heritage significance. These values can be grouped into four main
categories:
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-

Evidential value: the potential of a place to yield evidence about past human activity.
Historical value: the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life can be connected through a place to the present - it tends to be illustrative
or associative.
Aesthetic value: the ways in which people draw sensory and intellectual stimulation from a place.
Communal value: the meanings of a place for the people who relate to it, or for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory.

As stated in the opening paragraph the potential impacts on setting(s) has also been assessed as significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical
presence, but also from its setting. This is defined as “the surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced”. Its extent is not fixed and may change as
the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative contribution to the significance of an asset, may affect the ability
to appreciate that significance or may be neutral.
This assessment and its outcomes are a considered response to the proposed development in relation to Government policy, as it is set out in the National
Planning Policy Framework Section 16 Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environment, with specific reference to “Considering Impacts” paragraphs 199
to 207.
The following non-statutory Historic England guidance has also assisted to inform the basis of this heritage impact assessment - “The Setting of Heritage
Assets” (2nd Edition) (December 2017) which replaces The Setting of Heritage Assets: Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 (1st
edition) (2015) and “Seeing the History in the View”; A method for assessing heritage significance within views (2011).
The additional information section provides information on historic map regression of the site; the designated heritage assets within 2km of the site; the
designated heritage assets (Grade I and Grade II*) within 5km of the site; the non-designated heritage assets (NDHA); an assessment of potential impact on
the identified heritage assets significance and setting (potential opportunities for mitigation have also been identified within this assessment) and a series of
images from key viewpoints in the surrounding public realm.
Site Location, Description & Context
Crime Rigg Quarry is a magnesian limestone and Permian sand quarry operated by Breedon. It is located on the escarpment to the east of Sherburn Hill, with
Shadforth c500m south, Ludworth c300m to the south-east and Haswell c2.5km to the north-east. The quarry is bounded by Durham Lane (B1283) to the
north, Crime Rigg Bank in the west, Hill House Farm, and agricultural fields in the south and further fields in the east that include Shadforth Beck.
The quarry is within the East Durham Limestone Plateau lying in the gently sloping head of the shallow valley of the Sherburn Hill Burn. This is made up of
open arable farmland divided by a network of old hawthorn hedgerows with infrequent hedgerow trees.
The proposal relates to restoration of approximately 11 hectares of the eastern part of the existing operational quarry site. This currently comprises of an
open void with perimeter soil mounds and structure planting bounding three sides.
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Crime Rigg Quarry has a long planning history with permissions for mineral extraction going back to 1948. Planning permission for waste disposal in the
western part of the quarry void was granted in 1983, and a eastwards extension to the permitted working area approved in 1994.
The surrounding landscape generally has been affected by existing and former quarry workings. These include Crime Rigg, the former Black Banks Quarry
600m to the north of Crime Rigg which is regenerating naturally. To the south there are quarries across the Shadforth Beck valley at Running Waters and
Witch Hill. Older quarry workings can be traced back to the mid-19th century, with Hillhouse Quarry, Sherburn Sand Pit and Old Quarry and Limekiln Hill and
Old Quarry shown on the 1st edition Ordnance Survey map c.1856-65.
There are shallow views into the site over and through perimeter vegetation in places from the B1283 but generally in local, middle and long distance views it
is visually contained. This is due to being within the void of the existing quarry workings bounded by established structure planting. The site has been
previously identified as being of low-moderate sensitivity to the effects of infilling but that no mature landscape features would be affected with potential
impact of restoration being neutral to beneficial.
Site Location Plan
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Aerial site location plan

Summary of potential heritage impacts
Scheduled Monuments - Ludworth Tower

The development proposal would have no impact upon the scheduled monument’s significance (physical fabric) as there would not be any direct physical
effects.
Regarding its setting, the best place to experience, understand and appreciate the heritage values of the heritage asset is within short and medium views into
and out of Ludworth Village where it can be viewed as a historic landmark feature in its rural landscape surroundings on the urban edge of the village to
different degrees depending on the viewing point. The subject land by virtue of its location, and containment within the existing quarry workings, does not
make any contribution in this regard. Due to the distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, the intervening topography, trees, and hedgerows,
there would be no anticipated intervisibility. No historic connection between the subject site and the heritage asset could be found. As the subject site is
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visually contained and within the void of the existing quarry workings bounded by established structure planting the effect on the heritage assets setting
would be minor and neutral.
Listed Buildings
The significance (physical fabric) of all the listed buildings identified would be conserved as there would not be any direct physical effects resulting from the
proposed development.
Regarding settings, due to the relative locations of the identified listed buildings and the subject site, the distance between them, and intervening factors
such as the topography, trees, hedgerows, and in some instances existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility. No historic connection
between the subject site and any of the heritage asset could be found. As the subject site is visually contained and within the void of the existing quarry
workings bounded by established structure planting the effect on the heritage assets setting would be neutral.
Conservation Areas – Shadforth Conservation Area
There would be no direct physical impact within the conservation area and no physical changes to any element that contributes to its special interest
character, appearance, and significance. This is due to the development site being physically separated from the heritage asset. The boundary of the CA draw
up to the southern edge of Crime Rigg Quarry, but this is to the west side opposite to the subject side with Hill House Farm between.
Regarding setting, the contribution of the site to the conservation areas setting is neither significant nor positive. No historic connection between the subject
site and the heritage asset could be found, and it does not play any role in the experience, understanding and appreciation of the heritage values of the
heritage asset. This is due to the subject site being visually contained and within the void of the existing quarry workings bounded by established structure
mounds and planting. Part of the significance of the CA is its rural surrounds but this is already impacted by the existing quarry working. That said, the
proposed reclamation and restoration of the landscape to the north from the CA is likely to produce a neutral or beneficial landscape visual effect that could
be a slight positive in the wider environment of the CA.
Key non-designated heritage assets (NDHA)
The identified potential NDHAs fall outside of the site boundary and as such there would be no impact on significance (physical fabric). They are mostly
visually divorced from the subject site with no intervisibility due to the intervening topography, trees, hedgerows, and existing urban infrastructure and built
development. There is no historic connection between these heritage assets and the subject site. The magnitude of effect would be either nil or minor with
the level of impact neutral. Regarding Hill House Farm given its close proximity to the subject site, bounding it directly in the south, reclaiming and
restoration of the site could potentially be positive depending on the extent of fill and restoration land uses.
Conclusions
This HIA concludes that the proposal would not have any direct effect on the significance (physical fabric) of any identified heritage asset. The magnitude of
effect upon the setting(s) of the heritage assets has been identified as either nil, or minor with the level of impact neutral or in some cases potentially
positive.
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Additional Information
Figure 1 - Historic map regression - Crime Rigg Proposed Northern extension highlighted in red.
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Figure 2 - Designated Heritage Assets within 2km - Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas.
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Figure 3 - Designed Heritage Assets within 5km.
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Grade I and Grade II* listed buildings within the 5km zone requiring detailed assessment
1. Elemore Hall School And Doorway And Archway Attached
-

List Entry: 1120730
Location: Pittington, County Durham, DH6
Grade: I

2, Sherburn Hospital Chapel
-

List Entry: 1159384
Location: Shincliffe, County Durham, DH1
Grade: II*

3. Church Of St Laurence
-

List Entry: 1310892
Location: Pittington, County Durham, DH6
Grade: I

4. Sherburn Hospital Gatehouse, Office Wing, Lodge And Wall
-
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List Entry: 1311049
Shincliffe, County Durham, DH1
Grade: II*

Figure 4 - Non-Designated Heritage Assets (Orange – Archaeology, Red – Buildings)
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Schedule of Impacts on Heritage Assets within 2km radius
Name of Asset: Ludworth Tower.
Listing Reference: 1159823.
Designation: Scheduled Monument.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding setting,
Ludworth Tower is some 260m to the south of the subject site. The best place to experience, understand and appreciate the heritage values of the
heritage asset is within short and medium views into and out of Ludworth Village where it can be viewed as a historic landmark feature in its rural
landscape surroundings and on the edge of the village to different degrees depending on the viewing point. The subject land does not make a visual
contribution to its setting due to the physical separation and by being visually contained within the void of the existing quarry workings bounded by
established structure planting. In close, middle, and long distance views the subject site and the monument cannot be seen in combination. No
historic connection between the site and the heritage asset can be found. Today the most significant part consists of the upstanding western wall
with the associated buildings visible as earthworks around the monument, and a series of banks and other earthworks of unknown nature,
interpreted as medieval fishponds potentially associated with the manor house. These features are integral to the site informing its immediate
surroundings with obvious historic interest. The surrounding agricultural fields to the west, north and east provide the supporting role of its very
fitting wider rural setting so that it stands isolated as originally built adding to its visual appreciation and the understanding of its significance as Pele
Tower. These elements would be unaffected with no physical or visual change or intrusion into the surrounding landscape beyond that of the existing
quarry workings. The overall impact would therefore be regarded as minor and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Listed Buildings within 2 KM
Name of Asset: Gate Piers, Gates and stile to west of church of St Cuthbert, Shadforth
Listing Reference: 1120735
Designation: II
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to the relative locations of the heritage asset in relation to the subject site, the distance between them and intervening factors of the
topography, landscape features and existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
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-

connection to the site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood as
it is contained within the existing quarry workings. Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Church of St Cuthbert, Shadforth
Listing Reference: 1159782.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to the relative locations of the heritage asset in relation to the subject site, the distance between them and intervening factors of the
topography, landscape features and existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Building adjoining to the south west of Elment Grande Barn, Haswell.
Listing Reference: 1231952.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to the relative locations of the heritage asset in relation to the subject site, the distance between them and intervening factors of the
topography, landscape features and existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
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Name of Asset: Ludworth War Memorial
Listing Reference: 1438730.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to the relative locations of the heritage asset in relation to the subject site, the distance between them and intervening factors of the
topography, landscape features and existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Sherburn War Memorial
Listing reference: 1439729.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to the relative locations of the heritage asset in relation to the subject site, the distance between them and intervening factors of the
topography, landscape features and existing built development, there would be no direct intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Listed Buildings (Grade I & II*) within 5 KM
Name of Asset: Elemore Hall School, Pittington
Listing reference: 1120730
Designation: I
Significance : High
Values: Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to significant distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, along with intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, existing built development and urban infrastructure, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection
to the subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. Given
this the impact on setting would be regarded as neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Sherburn Hospital Chapel
Listing reference: 1159384
Designation: II*.
Significance : High
Values: Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to significant distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, along with intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, existing built development and urban infrastructure, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection
to the subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. Given
this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Sherburn Hospital Gatelodge and wall.
Listing reference: 1311049.
Designation: II*.
Significance : High
Values: Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to significant distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, along with intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, existing built development and urban infrastructure, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection
to the subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. Given
this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
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-

Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Church of St Laurence, Pittington.
Listing reference: 1310892.
Designation: I.
Significance : High
Values: Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, due to significant distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, along with intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, existing built development and urban infrastructure, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection
to the subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. Given
this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Conservation Areas
Name of Asset: Shadforth Conservation Area
Designation: Conservation Area.
Significance: Medium
Values: Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: There would be no direct physical impact on the CA or any element that contributes to its to its special interest
character, appearance, and significance. This is due to the development site to the east end of the quarry being physically divorced from the heritage
asset some 280m away. In terms of setting, the site forms part of the wider landscape that can be considered to be within the CA setting by proximity.
The contribution it makes is not positive due to being within the existing quarry workings that have destroyed the former rural landscape. Due to the
topography and intervening landscape features including bunding to 3 sides of the quarry, there is generally an absence intervisibility between the CA
and the subject site. The CA includes the village as well as its wider rural surroundings. The unusual, elongated village green, a characteristic of
County Durham, is flanked by houses on both sides. The positioning of the village within a slight topographical dip contributes, along with its
surrounding trees and fields, to create an atmosphere of peaceful isolation within the village. This is reinforced by that fact that the CA boundary
extends well beyond the village itself to include the surrounding open agricultural fields yet specifically excluding the existing quarry and the fields
that bound it along the most part of its southern edge, with the remainder visually shieled by a band of woodland. The subject site makes no
significant contribution to the visual experience, appreciation or understanding of the heritage values of the CA. This is most notable in a view from
Durham Road where a large gap in the tree cover and hedge line occurs, the CA its extent and boundary is difficult to determine with the quarry
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-

detaching in the wider landscape view from this public vantage point. The proposed reclamation and restoration of the landscape close to the CA in
the north is likely to produce a neutral or beneficial landscape visual effect that could be deemed positive in the wider environment of the CA.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral / potentially positive

Key Non-Designated Heritage Assets
Name of Asset: 4no Archaeology assets identified within the Historic Environment Record
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Low.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The identified HER archaeological features all fall outside of the development site and as such there would be no
impact on significance (physical fabric). They are all visually divorced from the subject site with no intervisibility due to the intervening topography,
trees, hedgerows, and existing urban infrastructure and built development. The impact on setting being nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not Applicable.
Magnitude of Impact Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
-

-

Name of Asset: High House Farm, Sherburn
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Low.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The subject site plays no fundamental role in the appreciation, experience or understanding of the heritage values of
the heritage asset. It is part of the wider surrounding landscape in which the heritage asset features but is separated by Durham Road, with
intervisibility restricted due to the intervening topography, trees and hedgerow field, road and track boundaries. The impact being minor and neutral.
Mitigation: Not Applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Hill House Farm, Shadforth
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Low.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
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-

-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The subject site plays no fundamental role in the appreciation, experience or understanding of the heritage values of
the heritage asset. Intervisibility between the subject site and the heritage asset is restricted due to the intervening topography, trees and hedgerow
field, road and track boundaries. The rural setting to the north of the asset being destroyed previously be the existing quarry, given its close proximity
to the subject site, reclaiming and restoration of the site could potentially be positive depending on the extent of fill and restoration land uses.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral/ potentially positive.
Name of Asset: Haswell Moor Farm, Haswell
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Low.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The subject site plays no fundamental role in the appreciation, experience or understanding of the heritage values of
the heritage asset. It is part of the wider surrounding landscape in which the heritage asset features but is separated by Durham Road, with
intervisibility restricted due to the intervening topography, trees and hedgerow field, road and track boundaries. The impact being minor and neutral.
Mitigation: Not Applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Note that this is not an exhaustive list of non-designated heritage assets and that other assets may be identified as the detailed proposal evolves.
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Images
View towards Ludworth Tower from the west end of Shadforth Village.

View of Ludworth Tower near the approach into Ludworth looking north towards the existing quarry
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View towards Ludworth Towner exiting Ludworth

View from Sherburn at the Crime Rigg Bank approach to the CA looking towards the existing quarry

View north from within the conservation area at the east end of the village towards the existing quarry
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View across the site from Durham Road towards Shadforth Conservation Area

View towards the quarry southwards from the north east

View out towards the quarry from Shadforth
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Appendix A5 - Site M4 – Limited HIA Boldron Cross Lanes Proposed New Site (Limited HIA)
Figure 1. Site location plan & Aerial map
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Figure 2. Site Constraints - Heritage assets within 2km and 5km of the site
*Within the 5km assessment zone only scheduled monuments and listed buildings at Grade I and II* are to be considered as part of this HIA
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Figure 3. Site Constraints - Potential non-designated heritage assets (NDHA) within the site and its setting
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Figure 4. Archaeological features (DCC Historic Environment Record)
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Heritage Impact Summary & Conclusion
Designated Heritage Asset on site: No
In the setting of a Designated Heritage Asset: Yes
Non-Designated Heritage Asset on Site: No
In the setting of a Non-Designated Heritage Asset: Yes
Likely to have a negative impact: Yes. Anticipated moderate adverse effects on the rural landscape informing the setting (close to middle range) of a
number of heritage assets.
Likely to have a neutral impact: Yes. The impact upon the setting of all of the other heritage assets identified, excluding those in close proximity,
would either by nil or minor and not anticipated to be harmful. This would be on account of the distance, absence of context, intervisibility and any
historic relationships.
Likely to have a positive impact: No
Conclusion
This Limited HIA concludes that the proposed new workings would cause no harm to the significance (physical fabric) of any of the heritage assets identified.
The impact upon the setting of the majority of the heritage assets would either by nil or minor and not anticipated to be harmful. The impact within the
setting of the heritage assets in closer proximity and where intervisibility would occur would likely be moderate adverse.
Site Description, Context & Heritage Significance
The subject site lies immediately on the north side of the A66 at the Cross Lanes junction approximately 1.55km to the south of the settlement edge of
Barnard Castle, and 4.7km to the east of Bowes. It is situated within the Dales Fringe County Character Area that forms part of the larger Pennine Dales
Fringe. The site equals approximately 40 hectares comprising of mixed agricultural land divided by hedgerows with scattered trees and includes Princess
Charlotte Wood. The current field pattern is essentially the same as that shown on the 1st edition OS map c.1856-65. The site is sub divided by the
B6277/Barnard Castle Lane Belt running northwards from Cross Lanes, with agricultural fields in the north, east and west and it encloses a group of buildings,
Ivy Cottage, Smithy Cottage and The Smithy. In landscape terms it has been assessed previously as being of broadly medium-high value due to its open
agricultural character.
The subject site has been previously assessed as being visible in local views such as from the A66 seen in largely open views as part of the broad rural
landscape. The western side is visible from the B6277 while the eastern side is more screened by trees and vegetation bounding the highway. It would be
anticipated that the site is visible to different degrees from the footpaths crossing the site and those surrounding it, and from nearby residential properties. It
has been identified previously via a landscape assessment as not featuring prominently in wider views due to the nature of the topography.
Within 2km of the subject site there is 1 conservation area, Barnard Castle, 3 scheduled monuments, Thorsgill Beck Packhorse Bridge, Egglestone Abbey,
Carved Rock 160 north west of Abbey Farm, and 43 listed buildings (listed below in additional information).
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Within 5km of the site are 27 scheduled monuments (listed below in additional information) and 9 Grade I and 14 Grade II* listed buildings (listed below in
additional information). There is also one Grade II* listed Park and Garden of Special Interest - Rokeby Park.
In terms of non-designated heritage assets (NDHA), 12 key potential NDHAs lying within close proximity to the site have been identified; Street Side Farm,
Birk House, Punder Gill, South Flats, Kilmond Wood, North Bitts, Smithy, Smithy Cottage, Ivy Cottage, Tutta Beck Farm, buildings on the east edge of Boldron.
The above, plus the existing field pattern and track routes are identifiable on the 1st edition OS map c.1856-60.
A previous archaeological assessment concluded that the site’s archaeological potential is likely to be limited. Through the planning application process any
site more than 1 hectare in size would need evaluation with subsequent mitigation (generally excavation and recording) if anything found. Detailed
archaeology matters are for other specialists to comment as necessary.
Impact on Heritage Significance (including setting)
As the subject site is physically divorced from all of the heritage assets identified there would be no impact on significance (physical fabric).
The magnitude of effect upon the setting(s) of the majority of the heritage assets identified would be regarded as either nil/minor, with the impact neutral
(no harm). The land is part of a broad agricultural landscape where the distance between the site and the heritage assets, intervening geography, landscape
features (including areas of historic woodland and plantations), existing built development and urban infrastructure would create a general absence of
intervisibility in visual receptors. There are no known historic relationships, and the site does not play a significant role in how the heritage values of the
heritage assets are experienced, appreciated or understood in visual receptors. The above includes the higher status designated heritage assets, scheduled
monuments, Grade I and II* listed buildings, Grade II* listed Park and Garden, and Barnard Castle Conservation Area.
The impact would be greater within the setting of the heritage assets in closer proximity to the subject site such as Cross Lane Farmhouse (Grade II), Castle
Farmhouse & barn to the east (Grade II), potentially Dent House Farm (Grade II) the Smithy, Smithy Cottage, Ivy Cottage, North Bits and Street Side Farm
(NDHAs). The site has a simple landform, contains landscape features such as woodland, hedges and trees, has a historic field pattern/tracks, and forms part
of a wider landscape of rural character that contributes to the setting of such heritage assets. The proposal would result in the complete loss of the above
mentioned features, radically altering the landform, character and appearance, that would feature in different visual receptors. In views along the A66, the
B6277, and from the public rights of way close to the site, the visual change would be most significant and impactful.
This change would create an adverse impact within the setting (close to medium range) of such heritage assets at a likely moderate level. It may be visible
from some vantage points at longer distance but most probably viewed as a more minor element in very broad mixed panoramas. Screening measures may
provide some mitigation from specific vantage points but would not be anticipated to completely remove the harm.
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Additional Information
Images

View into the east part of the site from the A66

View into the site from Cross Lanes

View eastwards along A66 towards the site in the context of the existing building at Cross Lanes
67 | P a g e

View into the west part of the site from the B6277 (north)

View north towards the site from Moorhouse Lane

View south towards the site from the northwest near Cottage Farm
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Listed Buildings within 2km of the site
Listing Ref.
1121070
1121651
1121652
1121653
1121654
1121674
1121675
1121691
1121692
1121700
1121701
1121702
1121703
1121704
1160390
1160438
1160537
1160541
1160572
1160598
1160765
1161100
1161116
1161134
1201344
1201695
1201696
1210066
1218937
1282739
1291732
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Name
Bowfield Cottage
Angel Headstone 4 Metres South West Of Organ Chamber Of Church Of Holy Trinity
Lych Gate To Church Of Holy Trinity
Startforth House East Startforth House West
Outbuildings And Yard Walls To North West Of Startforth Hall
Milestone 80 Metres West Of Entrance To Tutta Beck Farm
Milestone 100 Metres West Of Junction With B6277
Boldron Farmhouse And Attached Barn To East
Green Cottage
Abbey Mill House
Abbey Farmhouse
Front Garden Walls To Numbers 1 To 4 Abbey Cottages
Castle Farmhouse
Old Bridge Over Thorsgill Beck
Barn And Attached Wheel House To West Of Birk Hall Farmhouse
Front Garden Walls To Abbey Mill House
Front Garden Walls
Privy Rows At Rear Of Numbers 1 To 4 Abbey Cottages
Old Cottage 30 Metres North East Of Abbey Cottages
Barn 40 Metres East Of Castle Farmhouse
Cross Lanes Farmhouse With Adjacent Outbuildings On West
Front Garden Walls And Gatepiers To Startforth House East And West
Startforth Hall
Stable Block North Of Startforth Hall
Byres And Sheds To Demesnes Mill
Mill Court
Thorngate Mill
Demesnes Mill
Former Factory Building East Of Mill Court
Demesnes Mill House And Mill Cottage And Attached Railings
Footbridge Over River Tees (That Part In Barnard Castle Civil Parish)

Grade
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II

1292336
1310263
1310294
1310402
1310503
1310824
1322740
1322741
1322742
1322743
1322757
1322758

Stable And Loft To Demesnes Mill
Todman Headstone 11 Metres South Of Porch Of Church Of Holy Trinity
Church Of Holy Trinity
Tutta Beck Cottages
Bow Bridge Or Thorsgill Beck Packhorse Bridge
Abbey Bridge
Dent House Farmhouse With Adjacent Outbuilding On West
Ruins Of Egglestone Abbey
Abbey Cottages
Road Bridge Over Thorsgill
The Manor House
Entrance Screen To Startforth Hall

II
II
II
II
II
II*
II
I
II
II
II
II

Scheduled Monuments within 5km of the site
Listing Ref.
1002319
1002321
1002353
1005566
1007505
1011642
1016612
1016875
1017320
1017408
1017419
1017421
1017422
1017423
1017424
1017425
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Name
Greta Bridge
Deepdale Bridge
Barnard Castle Bridge
Thorsgill Beck packhorse bridge
Barnard Castle: ringwork, shell keep castle, chapel and dovecote
Egglestone Abbey Premonstratensian monastery: inner precinct, monastic enclosures and post-medieval house
A Roman period native settlement, prehistoric carved rock and an iron smelting site on Knott Hill, 750m south of
Stone Cross
Remains of St Michael's Church, 50m north west of Dairy Bridge, Rokeby Park
Scargill fortified house, medieval settlement and associated field system
Carved rock 380m ENE of Bragg House, Barningham Moor
Cairnfield and associated remains, 250m south east of Bragg House, Barningham Moor
Carved rock and Romano-British settlement known as Greystone, 250m south of Moorcock Farm, Barningham Moor
Carved rock and cairn in Rowley Intake, 410m south east of Cowclose House, Barningham Moor
Unenclosed settlement, 260m south east of Cowclose House, Barningham Moor
Ring cairn 350m east of Haythwaite, Barningham Moor
Ring cairn at the northern end of Scale Knoll Allotment, 750m WNW of Haythwaite

1017434 A cairn and a carved rock west of Cowclose Gill, in Scale Knoll Allotment, 460m west of Haythwaite, Barningham Moor
1017435 Cairnfield partly enclosed by a bank, on the east side of Woodclose Gill, Scale Knoll Allotment, Barningham Moor,
550m south of Hurst Hill
1017436 Prehistoric enclosure 530m and a rubble bank 500m east of Haythwaite in Scale Knoll Allotment, Barningham Moor
1017437 Prehistoric enclosure on the west side of Scale Knoll Gill, 400m WSW of Haythwaite, Barningham Moor
1018247 Carved rock 160m north west of Abbey Farm
1018250 Four areas of carving on a rock outcrop 200m south west of The Rigg
1018251 Carved bedrock with cups and grooves 170m south east of The Rigg
1018252 Carved rock with one cup and four grooves 260m south west of The Rigg
1018253 Area of carved bedrock 120m south of The Rigg
1019074 Greta Bridge Roman fort, vicus and section of Roman road
1019579 Medieval chapel 350m south east of Castle Farm

Listed Buildings (Grade I and II* only) within 5km of the site
Listing Ref.
1121647
1121673
1121820
1160430
1160832
1201056
1201313
1201323
1201331
1201332
1201335
1201355
1201356
1217861
1218235
1218277
1218764
1218822
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Barnard Castle Bridge, Over The River Tees

I

Church Of St Mary
Scargill Castle
Greta Bridge
Mortham Tower
Barnard Castle Bridge (That Part In Barnard Castle Civil Parish) And Attached Wall To South East
Blagraves
Market Cross
Chapel Immediately East Of Barnard Castle School
Entrance Gates And Lodges To Bowes Museum
Hopper Tomb Approximately 2 Metres South Of Church Of St Mary
6, 6a, 6b, 8 And 8a, Market Place
10 And 12, Market Place
2 And 4, Market Place
Terrace Walls And Steps, And Heraldic Beasts, To South Of Bowes Museum
Church Of St Mary
34, The Bank
The Castle

II*
II*
II*
I
I
I
I
II*
II*
II*
II*
II*
II*
I
I
II*
I

1218873
1291777
1292074
1292208
1292565
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Thorngate House And Attached Railings
38-44, The Bank
Bowes Museum With Steps And Railings Attached
15 And 17, Market Place
21, Galgate

II*
II*
I
II*
II*

Appendix A6 - Site M5 - Low Harperley Proposed Extension (Limited HIA)
Figure 1. Site location plan & Aerial map

73 | P a g e

Figure 2. Site Constraints map 1 (Heritage Assets within 2km and 5km)
*Within the 5km assessment zone only scheduled monuments and listed buildings at GRI & GRII* are to be considered as part of this HIA
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Figure 3. Site Constraints Map 2 - Figure 1 Potential non-designated heritage assets NDHA)
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Figure 4. archaeological features (DCC Historic Environment Record HER)
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Heritage Impact Summary & Conclusion
Designated Heritage Asset on site: No
In the setting of a Designated Heritage Asset: Yes
Non-Designated Heritage Asset on Site: No
In the setting of a Non-Designated Heritage Asset: Yes
Likely to have a negative impact: Yes. Potential low adverse effect on the rural landscape informing the wider setting to the group of assets at Bradley
Hall where intervisibility occurs.
Likely to have a neutral impact: Yes
Likely to have a positive impact: No
Conclusion
This Limited HIA concludes that the proposed workings would cause no harm to the significance (physical fabric) of any of the heritage assets identified, while
the impact upon the setting of the majority of the heritage assets would either by nil or minor and not anticipated to be harmful. The impact within the
setting of the group at Bradly Hall may potentially be low adverse, possibly mitigated be screening measures, future land restoration would change this to
neutral in the longer term.
Site Description, Context & Heritage Significance
The subject site lies on the north bank of the River Wear approximately 1.7km to the south east of Wolsingham and 4km to the west of Crook, it falls within
the west Durham Coalfield landscape character area that forms part of the large coalfield Pennine fringe. The subject site equals approximately 20 hectares
consisting of two parts separated by an existing sewage works. In the north is the A689 road, and in the south the Weardale Railway line beyond which is the
tree lined river, surrounding the site in the east and west is open arable farmland, the subject site comprising of the same land use and rural character.
Historically, the subject site is not part of a wider landscape significantly impacted by historic quarry activities. To the south on the opposite side of the river a
series of disused quarry’s exist enveloped by the substantial plantations such as Black Bank Plantation and Wiserley Planation, and North Wiserley Plantation.
The subject site sits low in the landscape but is visible in shallow views from some vantage points on the river valley floor, and from parts of the surrounding
footpath network. In wider terms, as the topography rises in the north and south the subject site is likely to be overlooked from some elevated vantage
points. In landscape terms it has been assessed previously as being of broadly medium-high value due to its open agricultural character.
Within 2km’s of the subject site there is 1 conservation area, Thornley, 1no scheduled monument, Bradley Hall. 21no listed buildings; Bradley Burn
Farmhouse, Granary cottage and farm buildings of Bradley Burn Farmhouse, Bradley Hall Farmhouse, Barn East of Bradley Hall, Shelter Shed at Bradley Burn
Farmhouse, Bradley Burn Bridge, Former Smithy south of Old Park Farmhouse, South Buildings of Weardale Steel Ltd, Church of St Bartholomew, Wiserley
Hall Farmhouse, Privy to Rear of Wiserley Hall Farmhouse, Thornley Hall, Farm Buildings north of Wiserley Hall Farmhouse, Shelter Sheds south east of
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Wiserley Farmhouse, Shelter Shed south east of Wiserley farmhouse, Gin Gang and barn north of Scotch Isle Farmhouse, West Lodge, Greenwell Farmhouse,
Snipe Gate Bridge, Old Park Farmhouse and Well, Thornley War Memorial, and 1no conservation area, Thornley.
Within 5km’s of the site are 4no scheduled monuments, Medieval Settlement, The Castles (camp), Coke Ovens at Inkerman Farm, Harperley Working Camp,
and 5no GR II* listed buildings, Covers House Farmhouse, Whitfield Cottages, Gazebo/Dovecote in Garden of Bishop Oak, Whitfield House, Low Harperley
Farmhouse.
In terms of non-designated heritage assets, the most notable is Elme Park on the local list of historic parks, gardens and designed landscapes within 2km of
the subject site. Scotch Isle Farm in the west, and Else Bridge in the east have the potential to be NDHAs being identifiable on the 1st edition OS map c.1860,
other unlisted sites from this period have been discounted from the assessment as they are separated from the subject site by the A689 in the north and
River Wear in the south.
The previous archaeological assessment of the existing Low Harperley site concluded that the site and its surroundings are of very low archaeological
sensitivity and working is very unlikely to encounter presently unknown archaeological remains. The archaeological potential at the site is therefore likely to
be limited. Through the planning application process any site more than 1 hectare in size would need evaluation with subsequent mitigation (generally
excavation and recording) if anything found. Detailed archaeology matters are for other specialists to comment as necessary.
Impact on Heritage Significance (including setting)
As the subject site is physically divorced from all of the heritage assets identified there would be no impact on significance (physical fabric). The impact upon
the setting(s) of the majority of the designated heritage assets identified would be regarded as either nil/minor, and neutral (no harm). This would be on
account of there being no known historic relationships or direct intervisibility. The land is part of a broad agricultural landscape visible in elevated long
distance views from the north and south, but due to the subject site being within the lower river wear valley it is shielded in the context off most of the
heritage assets identified by the intervening topography and landscape features. Wider afield there would be further mitigation by the distance between the
site and the heritage assets and intervening geography, landscape features, existing built development and urban infrastructure. The site does not play a role
in how the heritage values of such heritage assets are experienced, appreciated or understood in visual receptors.
The impact within the setting of the locally concentrated group of heritage assets (listed and unlisted) at Bradly Hall / Bradley Bridge will be greater due to
closer proximity and in views along the A689 for example the heritage assets can be viewed in their broader landscape surroundings. While the integrity of
these heritage assets as a group would be unaffected, as the subject site is potentially viewable in their context and given the transformative nature of the
proposal, through loss of landscape feature and change in character and appearance, there is the potential for some adverse effects within their setting.
However, this is likely to be low due to the fringe level of intervisibility in the heritage assets very broad rural landscape surroundings. Screening measure
may provide mitigation, and should the land be sensitively reverted back to farmland following extraction works the longer term impact would be more
neutral.
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The proposed workings would likely be unseen in the context of Harperley Hall given the distance away and being well screened by topography, various
woodland areas, trees and hedgerows. It would not impact harmfully with the setting of the Hall nor the parkland nature of its immediate surroundings that
is a NDHA. Likewise, there would be no anticipated adverse effect within the setting of Helme Park NDHA. The Park and site are separated by the road, and
even though there is likely to be some intervisibility it would not affect the experience, appreciation or understanding of the heritage values of the park
relating to its C14 origins laid out specifically for hunting purposes.
Additional Information
Images

View from A689 looking North

View from Howleg Lane
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View south from Shull Bank

View along A689 taking in Bradley Hall Site
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Appendix A7 - Site M6 - Thrislington West Quarry - Allocation of additional Permian Sand (Full HIA)
Scope and Purpose of the report
The purpose of this report is to provide a desk-based assessment of the potential impacts of the proposed additional basal Permian sand extraction at
Thrislington West Quarry (Identified as Site M6), on the significance of heritage assets that includes their settings using two search parameters.
The first area focuses on a study zone of 2km outwards from the subject site where heritage and visual impacts could potentially occur. The assessment
focuses upon designated heritage assets defined as:
-

World Heritage Sites
Scheduled Monuments
Listed buildings
Protected Wreck Sites
Registered Historic Park and Gardens
Registered Battlefields
Conservation Areas

At a radius of 2km there are no identified World Heritage Sites, Protected Wreck Sites, Registered Historic Park and Garden or Registered Battlefields,
therefore such designated heritage assets do not require any further consideration in this heritage impact assessment.
Within the study area there is 1no Scheduled Monument, Middleham Castle, and 20no listed buildings. These have been categorised into 3no groups for ease
of assessment based upon locations, levels of significance, historic associations, key visual receptors, relevance in terms of proximity, and equivalent levels of
impacts. The listed buildings within Cornforth, Bishop Middleham and Ferryhill settlements. 3no Conservation Areas have been identified Cornforth, Bishop
Middleham and Mainsforth, requiring detailed assessment.
The potential impacts on known key non-designated heritage assets and their settings that are within close proximity to the subject site have also been
included within the impact assessment. Such assets are defined as follows; “a building, monument, site, place, area, or landscape identified by the local
planning authority as having a degree of significance meriting consideration in planning decisions. Significance is the value of a heritage asset to this and
future generations because of its heritage interest that can be archaeological, architectural, artistic, or historic”.
Within the immediate surroundings of the subject site there no known NDHAs identified, there is 1 no archaeological heritage feature identified within
Durham County Councils Historic Environment Record (H.E.R).
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The second assessment parameter zone focuses upon Scheduled Monuments, Grade I and Grade II* Listed Buildings within a 5km radius out from the subject
site, of which 8no Scheduled Monuments, 2no Grade I and 2no Grade II* listed building have been identified.
This assessment is based upon Historic England’s Conservation Principles Policies and Guidance (April 2008). This provides a framework for identifying
historic values that may be attached to a place the sum of which informs the assets heritage significance. These values can be grouped into four main
categories:
-

Evidential value: the potential of a place to yield evidence about past human activity.
Historical value: the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life can be connected through a place to the present - it tends to be illustrative
or associative.
Aesthetic value: the ways in which people draw sensory and intellectual stimulation from a place.
Communal value: the meanings of a place for the people who relate to it, or for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory.

As stated in the opening paragraph the potential impacts on setting(s) has also been assessed as significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical
presence, but also from its setting. This is defined as “the surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced”. Its extent is not fixed and may change as
the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative contribution to the significance of an asset, may affect the ability
to appreciate that significance or may be neutral.
This assessment and its outcomes are a considered response to the proposed development in relation to Government policy, as it is set out in the National
Planning Policy Framework Section 16 Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environment, with specific reference to “Considering Impacts” paragraphs 199
to 207.
The following non-statutory Historic England guidance has also assisted to inform the basis of this heritage impact assessment - “The Setting of Heritage
Assets” (2nd Edition) (December 2017) which replaces The Setting of Heritage Assets: Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 (1st
edition) (2015) and “Seeing the History in the View”; A method for assessing heritage significance within views (2011).
The additional information section provides historic map regression of the site; identifies the designated heritage assets within 2km of the site, identifies the
designated heritage assets (Grade I and Grade II*) within 5km of the site, identifies the non-designated heritage assets (NDHA), provides an assessment of
potential impact on the identified heritage assets significance and setting (potential opportunities for mitigation have also been identified within this
assessment); and provides a series of images from key viewpoints in the surrounding public realm.

82 | P a g e

Site Location, Description & Context
Thrislington West Quarry is a magnesian limestone and basal Permian sand quarry of a large size covering an area of approximately153 hectares that is
operated by TARMAC. It is located c.0.12km to the south from the settlement edge of Cornforth, with Ferryhill c.1.03km in the west beyond the former
railway line that cuts through the landscape in a north-south direction. Bishop Middleham is c.1.2km to the south-east, with the A1M in the east beyond
which are further areas of the existing quarry workings that extend up to Roman Road (A177). The proposed allocation site equals approximately 18.5
hectares occupying the eastern part of the existing quarry site.
Thrislington West Quarry is within the East Durham Limestone Plateau lying in the limestone escarpment ridge broad character area. As the site is within an
existing operational quarry it is of low landscape sensitivity. Surrounding the quarry are agricultural fields in the north with a dense treed perimeter that
continues west and south following the highway. To the south is of the quarry is Thrislington National Nature Reserve and Thrislington Plantations with other
local landscape types including areas of lowland denes and bluffs.
Quarrying commenced at Thrislington Quarry in 1854 and several permissions were granted between 1953 and 1997 for extractions of limestone, Permian
sand and mudstone. The surrounding landscape generally is/has been affected by existing and former quarry workings from the early-mid C19 onward. These
include Thrislington Quarry, Cornforth Old Quarry, Garmondsway Quarry, Little Chilton Quarry and Nook Quarry shown on the 1st and 2nd edition Ordnance
Survey map c.1856-65 and c.1898 and others c.1921such as Highland Quarry. The current day OS map shows a series of disused quarry’s close to the site and
within its wider surroundings.
The site is generally unseen from the surrounding public realm. It is visually well contained in middled and long distance landscape views due to the shielding
provided by the varied topography, perimeter landforms, trees, hedgerows, and vegetation. There are no short range views from the area around the
entrance/exit point to the quarry along Stobb Cross Lane, the quarry workings being set well back behind the fields that rise towards the quarry and are lined
with hedges and trees.
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Site location plan
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Aerial site location plan

Summary of potential heritage impacts
Scheduled Monuments
This HIA concludes that the proposal would have not impact upon the significance (physical fabric) of any of the Scheduled Monuments identified within the
2km and 5km focus zones. This is due to the subject site and the heritage assets being physically divorced. Regarding setting, the impact is identified as being
nil and neutral thereby conserving. This is due to the long distance between the subject site and the heritage assets the closest being c.1.7km away in the
south. The subject site is visually contained by the landform and due to being within the existing quarry workings would not result in any change in landscape
character. The above, along with intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features, existing built development, and urban infrastructure fully
restricts intervisibility between the site and any of the heritage assets. No historic connection has been found between the subject and site and any of the
heritage assets. The subject site plays no role in the experience, understanding and appreciation of the heritage values of the heritage asset that are generally
best related to short and middle distant views that would be unchanged.
Listed Buildings
This HIA concludes that the proposal would have not impact upon the significance (physical fabric) of any of the Listed Buildings identified within the 2km and
5km focus zones. This is due to the subject site and the heritage assets being physically divorced. Regarding setting, the distance between the subject site
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and the heritage asset at grade I, II* and II ranging between c.1.3km to 1.7km, the fact that the proposal is contained within the existing quarry workings
visually contained by the landform, and because of the intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built
development, would fully restrict intervisibility. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the surrounding settlements and the listed buildings
contained therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or appearance. No historic
connection between the subject site and any of the listed buildings has been found, and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the
heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium views of the heritage asset(s) within the
local street scene and townscape. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving.
Conservation Areas
This HIA concludes that the proposal would have no direct physical impact on the conservation areas identified nor any element that contributes to their
special historic and architectural interest, character, appearance, and significance. This is due to the subject site and the heritage assets being physically
divorced the closest conservation area being c.1.3km away from the subject site in the south-east. Regarding setting, the subject site forms part of the wider
landscape in which the conservation area sit. But the contribution it makes is not particularly positive due to being contained within the existing quarry
workings that have scared the landscape since it opened in the 1950s. The conservation areas are very much segregated from the quarry, due to the
topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development, and are legible as separate entities. Due to the same intervening
factors, there is no intervisibility between the subject site and any of the conservation areas identified. The wider landscape is one where active and
abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or appearance. No historic connection between the subject site and
any of the conservation areas has been found, and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced,
appreciated or understood. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving.
Key non-designated heritage assets (NDHA)
No key NDHA have been identified that would be affected by the proposal. There is one identified HER archaeological feature that falls within the subject
site. But as the proposal relates to additional extraction within the existing quarry workings it is therefore assessed as being of low archaeological sensitivity
given previous destructive processes.
Mitigation: None.
Conclusions
This HIA concludes that the proposed additional extractions would not have any direct effect on the significance (physical fabric) of any identified heritage
asset. The impact upon the setting(s) of the heritage assets identified would be nil and neutral. As no harm has been identified those settings would be
conserved.
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Additional Information
Figure 1 - Historic map regression - Site area highlighted in red.
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Figure 2 - Designated Heritage Assets within 2km - Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas.
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Figure 3 - Designed Heritage Assets within 5KM
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Scheduled Monuments within 5Km
1002323
1002329
1002341
1018229
1019912
1019914
1019917
1019919

Prior's Hall, Hallgarth
Ludworth Tower
Sherburn House Bridge
Haswell Colliery engine house, 180m northwest of Plough Farm
Medieval settlement and open field system at Old Wingate
Old Thornley medieval settlement, open field system and hollow way, 110m north of Thornley Hall Farm
High Haswell Chapel 300m southeast of Low Haswell
Enclosed hilltop settlement on Pig Hill, 600m southwest of High Fallowfield

Listed Buildings (Grade I & II*) within 5Km
1120730
1310892
1159384
1311049
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Grade I
Grade I
Grade II*
Grade II*

Elemore Hall School and doorway and archway attached
Church of St Laurence
Sherburn Hospital Chapel
Sherburn Hospital Gatehouse, Office Wing, Lodge and Wall

Figure 4 - Archaeological Heritage Features (Historic Environment Record). Of the records shown only 1 relates to a physical find. H65282: 2 Iron age
Enclosures and Ditches.
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Schedule of Impacts on Heritage Assets within 2km radius
Scheduled Monuments
Name of Asset: Middleham Castle.
Designation: SM
Listing Reference: 1002330
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The heritage asset was a principal residence of the Bishops of Durham from the Norman Conquest (1066) to the end
of the C14, that was a strong well-guarded manor house. Only slight traces of the medieval Castle building, a few banks and ditches and the lines of
some low stone walls remain and can be seen with some masonry exposed. It stands within a well preserved historic landscape including fishponds
and a wall enclosed deer park. The proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding setting,
Middleham Castle is some 1.7kms to the south-east of the subject site that is part of the existing quarry workings resulting in no change in character.
The quarry site and the land surrounding it is visually contained by the landform and has no historic connection to the heritage asset. There is a
complete absence of intervisibility between the subject site and the heritage asset resulting from the distance between them and intervening
topography, landscape features, existing built development, and urban infrastructure.
The subject site plays no role in the experience, understanding and appreciation of the heritage values of the heritage asset that are best related to
short views across the site seen within its preserved historic landscape and associated visible and buried features that would be unchanged. Given
how divorced (physically, historically, and visually) the two sites are, the overall impact would be regarded as Nil. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Listed Buildings within 2 KM - GROUP 1 Bishop Middleham: The development proposal would have no impact upon the significance and setting of the
designated heritage assets within Group 1.
Name of Asset: Dun Cow Public House and 2 mounting blocks at front and rear.
Listing Reference: 1121462.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic., Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
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-

-

would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: The Hall .
Listing Reference: 1121463.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic., Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Wall opposite wall of Hall Garden.
Listing Reference: 1121464.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
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-

quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Dunn Tomb c.8 meters south of door of Church of St Michael.
Listing Reference: 1121465.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Brabant Tomb c3 meters south of Church of St Michael
Listing Reference: 1121466.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Brabant Tomb c3 meters south of Church of St Michael.
Listing Reference: 1121467.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: 13 & 14 High Street.
Listing Reference: 1121468.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Manor House.
Listing Reference: 1159265.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Gate Piers and Gates at Mainsforth Hall North Entrance.
Listing Reference: 1159291.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.

96 | P a g e

-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Wall to west of The Hall, with steps, piers and gates.
Listing Reference: 1322825.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Church of St Michaels and All Angels.
Listing Reference: 1322826.
Designation: II*.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Watson Tomb c18 meters south of Church of St Michael.
Listing Reference: 1322828.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Bishop Middleham War Memorial.
Listing Reference: 1433582.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Gate Piers and Gates at Mainsforth Hall North Entrance.
Listing Reference: 1159291.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Gate Piers and Gates at Mainsforth Hall North Entrance.
Listing Reference: 1159291.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) c.1.3-1.5km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and because of intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development,
would fully restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range
views of the heritage asset within the local street scene and surrounding townscape. The wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement
and the listed buildings therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or
appearance. Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Listed Buildings within 2 KM - GROUP 2 Cornforth: The development proposal would have no impact upon the significance and setting of the designated
heritage assets within Group 2.
Name of Asset: Walls, piers, gates, and railings east of Church of The Holy Trinity.
Listing Reference: 1121470.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) at c.1.5 to 1.7km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development, would fully
restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset(s) has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values
of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium views of the heritage
asset(s) within the local street scene and townscape. The surrounding wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement and the listed
building therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or appearance.
Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
-

Name of Asset: Church of Holy Trinity.
Listing Reference: 1159322.
Designation: II.
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-

-

Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) at c.1.5 to 1.7km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development, would fully
restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset(s) has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values
of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium views of the heritage
asset(s) within the local street scene and townscape. The surrounding wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement and the listed
building therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or appearance.
Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: 53 The Green.
Listing Reference: 1159382.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) at c.1.5 to 1.7km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development, would fully
restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset(s) has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values
of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium views of the heritage
asset(s) within the local street scene and townscape. The surrounding wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement and the listed
building therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or appearance.
Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: West Cornforth War Memorial.
Listing Reference: 1391990.
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-

-

Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, the distance between the subject site and the heritage asset(s) at c.1.5 to 1.7km, that fact that the subject site is contained within the existing
quarry workings, and intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and existing built development, would fully
restrict intervisibility. The heritage asset(s) has no historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values
of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium views of the heritage
asset(s) within the local street scene and townscape. The surrounding wider landscape that provides the setting to the settlement and the listed
building therein is one where active and abandoned quarries are common, this would not be altered with no change in character or appearance.
Overall, the impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Listed Buildings within 2 KM
Name of Asset: War Memorial affixed to Memorial Cottage.
Listing Reference: 1390636.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, war memorial is c.1.7km to the south-west of the subject site affixed to an existing cottage. Due to the distance between the two sites, that
fact that the subject site is contained within the existing quarry workings, and intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban
infrastructure, and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the subject site and
the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate primarily
to short range local views of the heritage asset within the street scene where the marble plaque attached to the cottage is readable. Overall, the
impact on setting would be regarded as nil with the effect neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
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Scheduled Monuments within 5 KM
Name of Asset: Priors Hall, Hallgarth.
Listing Reference: 1002323.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
-

-

Name of Asset: Ludworth Tower.
Listing Reference: 1002329.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Sherburn House Bridge.
Listing Reference: 1002241.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
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-

-

-

Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Haswell Colliery Engine House.
Listing Reference: 1018229.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Medieval Settlement and open field system at Old Wingate.
Listing Reference: 1019912.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
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-

Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Old Thornley Medieval Settlement open field system and hollow way
Listing Reference: 1019914.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

-

Name of Asset: High Haswell Chapel.
Listing Reference: 1019917.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
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-

-

Name of Asset: Enclosed hilltop settlement on Pig Hill.
Listing Reference: 1019919.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood.
Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Listed Buildings (Grade I & II*) within 5 KM
Name of Asset: Elemore Hall School, Pittington
Listing Reference: 1120730.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These
values are best expressed at a local level in short range views within the settlement due to visual containment. Given this the impact on setting would
be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
-

Name of Asset: Sherburn Hospital Chapel.
Listing Reference: 1159384.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
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-

-

Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These
values are best expressed at a local level in short range views within the settlement due to visual containment. Given this the impact on setting would
be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Sherburn Hospital Gate lodge and wall.
Listing Reference: 1311049.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These
values are best expressed at a local level in short range views within the settlement due to visual containment. Given this the impact on setting would
be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Church of St Laurence, Pittington.
Listing Reference: 1310892
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
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-

-

Regarding setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape
features, urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no intervisibility. The heritage asset has no historic connection to the
subject site and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These
values are best expressed at a local level in short range views within the settlement due to visual containment. Given this the impact on setting would
be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Conservation Areas
Name of Asset: Bishop Middleham Conservation Area.
Designation: Conservation Area.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: In brief the significance of the CA relates to its origins focussed on the Bishops Castle, and the villages C19 and C20
expansion, the important visual and historic links with the Castle and surrounding landscape, the character of the village green area, other positive
green spaces, and the historic buildings of collective townscape value. Further interest derives from its archaeological interest and potential with
evidence of ancient activity in the area. There would be no direct physical impact on the CA or any element that contributes to its to its special
interest character, appearance, and significance. This is due to the subject site being physically divorced from the heritage asset that is some 1.3km in
the south-east at its closest point. Regarding setting, the subject site forms part of the wider landscape in the north of the CA. But the contribution it
makes is not particularly positive due to being contained within the existing quarry workings that have scared the landscape since it opened in the
1950s. The CA is very much segregated from the quarry by the topography, landscape features and the A1 travelling north-south. Due to these
factors, there is no intervisibility between the subject site and the CA. The CA boundary is drawn tightly around the historic core of the village
excluding the modern areas of housing in the north and extending south to include the Castle earthworks. The surrounding landscape is rural to the
south and east but elsewhere is one where active and abandoned quarries are common. The subject land plays no role in how the heritage values of
the CA are experienced, appreciated and understood, and has no historic, physical, or visual connections. The site is within the existing quarry
workings that it visually contained, and the proposal would result in no change to the existing landscape character. Given this the impact on setting
would be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
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-

Name of Asset: Cornforth Conservation Area.
Designation: Conservation Area.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: In brief the significance of the CA relates to its historic interest that can be traced back to the C12 and its associations
with Bishops of Durham and milling industry, its C18 and C19 development and conserved medieval village layout, and from its archaeological
potential because of its medieval origins. The villages character is informed by the mixture of C18 to C21 buildings surrounding the L-shaped village
green and in wider terms it is unique in that it sits quietly as a separate entity at the north-eastern edge of a larger modern settlement. There would
be no direct physical impact on the CA or any element that contributes to its to its special interest character, appearance, and significance. This is due
to the development site being physically divorced from the heritage asset that is some 1.5km in the south. Regarding setting, the subject site forms
part of the wider surrounding landscape to the south of Cornforth that is segregated from the CA by the road network and the dense modern housing
areas at West Cornforth then the south part of Cornforth beyond. The setting of the CA relates to these modern settlements and resulting modern
urban character.
There is no historic connection between the subject site and the CA and an absence of intervisibility due to the distance between the two sites and
the intervening topography, landscape features, existing built form, and urban infrastructure. The site is within the existing quarry workings that it
visually contained, and the proposal would result in no change to the existing landscape character. The subject land plays no role in how the heritage
values of the CA are experienced, appreciated and understood, and has no historic, physical, or visual connections. Given this the impact on setting
would be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Mainsforth Conservation Area.
Designation: Conservation Area.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: In brief the significance of the CA relates to its historic interest traced back to the C14 but with much of the focus
placed upon the former site of Mainsforth Hall the known residence of Robert Surtees (1779-1834), and the collection of three C19 farm groups,
cottages and houses that inform the rural character. The settlement bears little relationship to the landscape characteristics of the surrounding
countryside and is unique in the fact that it does not include a village green or an area of open space. There would be no direct physical impact on the
CA or any element that contributes to its to its special interest character, appearance, and significance. This is due to the development site being
physically divorced from the heritage asset that is some 1.2km in the south-west. Regarding setting, the subject site forms part of the wider
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-

surrounding landscape to the north of the settlement but as recognised above the village has a limited relationship with the surrounding countryside.
The CA and existing quarry site are very much disassociated. There is no historic connection between the subject site and the CA and an absence of
intervisibility resulting due to the distance between the two sites and the intervening topography, landscape features, existing built form, and urban
infrastructure. The site is within the existing quarry workings that it visually contained, and the proposal would result in no change to the existing
landscape character. The subject land plays no role in how the heritage values of the CA are experienced, appreciated and understood, and has no
historic, physical, or visual connections. Given this the impact on setting would be regarded as nil and neutral thereby conserving. Mitigation: Not
applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Key Non-Designated Heritage Assets
Name of Asset: 1 no HER Archaeology assets.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The identified HER archaeological feature falls within the subject site it relates to two linear ditches and two ring
ditches from the iron age that were recorded, and these contained fragments of animal bone and two flint flakes. Hammer scale was also recorded in
the environmental samples suggesting metal working near one of the ring ditches. The subject site lies is an existing operational quarry and is
therefore assessed as being of low archaeological sensitivity to the effects of further mineral extraction given previous destructive processes with any
remains quarried away. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Unknown.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Unknown.
Note that this is not an exhaustive list of non-designated heritage assets and that other assets may be identified as the detailed proposal evolves.
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Images

View 1 – view west along Stobb Cross Lane bridge over A1 existing quarry and subject site shielded by the topography.

View 2 – view west along Stobb Cross adjacent to the existing quarry access the subject site is visually shielded being set well back from the highway and due
to landform.

View 3 - looking north east from road west of the quarry, the subject site is unseen due to the distance, intervening topography and landscape features.
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View 4 - view north from Mainsforth Road to the south of the quarry, the subject land is beyond the plantation that along with the topography provided
visual screening.

View 5 - the view into the existing quarry workings from the west where gaps in the treeline bounding the highway occur

View 6 - view north along the M1 the site is to the left side beyond the embankment that provided visual shielding.
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Appendix A8 - Site M8/W2 - Cold Knuckle Magnesian Limestone and inert infill (Full HIA).
Scope and Purpose of the report
The purpose of this report is to provide a desk-based assessment of the potential impacts of the proposed extension and inert infill at Cold Knuckle quarry
(identified as Site M8/W2), on the significance of heritage assets that includes their settings using two search parameters.
The first area focuses on a study zone of 2km outwards from the subject site where heritage and visual impacts could potentially occur. The assessment
focuses upon designated heritage assets defined as:
-

World Heritage Sites
Scheduled Monuments
Listed buildings
Protected Wreck Sites
Registered Historic Park and Gardens
Registered Battlefields
Conservation Areas

At a radius of 2km there are no identified World Heritage Sites, Scheduled Monuments, Protected Wreck Sites, Registered Historic Park and Garden, or
Registered Battlefields, therefore such designated heritage assets do not require any further consideration in this heritage impact assessment. Within the
study area there is 1no Grade II listed building and 2 conservation areas requiring detailed assessment.
The potential impacts on known key non-designated heritage assets and their settings that are within close proximity to the subject site have also been
included within the impact assessment. Such assets are defined as follows; “a building, monument, site, place, area, or landscape identified by the local
planning authority as having a degree of significance meriting consideration in planning decisions. Significance is the value of a heritage asset to this and
future generations because of its heritage interest that can be archaeological, architectural, artistic, or historic”.
There are 4no records held on Durham County Councils Historic Environment Record (H.E.R) in and around the existing quarry site. A further 4 sites have
been identified as potential NDHAs falling within the setting of the subject site. These relate to buildings/features identifiable on the 1st edition Ordnance
Survey map c.1860. The impact on the setting of one site included on the local list of historic parks, gardens and designed landscapes also requires
assessment.
The second assessment parameter zone focuses upon Scheduled Monuments, Grade I and Grade II* Listed Buildings within a 5km radius out from the subject
site. There are 6no Scheduled Monuments identified, and 1no Grade I and 2no Grade II* listed buildings.
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This assessment is based upon Historic England’s Conservation Principles Policies and Guidance (April 2008). This provides a framework for identifying
historic values that may be attached to a place the sum of which informs the assets heritage significance. These values can be grouped into four main
categories:
-

Evidential value: the potential of a place to yield evidence about past human activity.
Historical value: the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life can be connected through a place to the present - it tends to be illustrative
or associative.
Aesthetic value: the ways in which people draw sensory and intellectual stimulation from a place.
Communal value: the meanings of a place for the people who relate to it, or for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory.

As stated in the opening paragraph the potential impacts on setting(s) has also been assessed as significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical
presence, but also from its setting. This is defined as “the surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced”. Its extent is not fixed and may change as
the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative contribution to the significance of an asset, may affect the ability
to appreciate that significance or may be neutral.
This assessment and its outcomes are a considered response to the proposed development in relation to Government policy, as it is set out in the National
Planning Policy Framework Section 16 Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environment, with specific reference to “Considering Impacts” paragraphs 199
to 207.
The following non-statutory Historic England guidance has also assisted to inform the basis of this heritage impact assessment - “The Setting of Heritage
Assets” (2nd Edition) (December 2017) which replaces The Setting of Heritage Assets: Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 (1st
edition) (2015) and “Seeing the History in the View”; A method for assessing heritage significance within views (2011).
The additional information section provides a historic map regression of the site; identifies the designated heritage assets within 2km of the site; identifies
the designated heritage assets (Grade I and Grade II*) within 5km of the site; identifies the non-designated heritage assets (NDHA); provides an assessment
of potential impact on the identified heritage assets significance and setting (potential opportunities for mitigation have also been identified within this
assessment) and provides a series of images from key viewpoints in the surrounding public realm.
Site Location, Description & Context
Cold Knuckle Quarry is an operational magnesian limestone quarry located c.1km to the east of Bowburn. It lies on the settlement edge to the west of
Quarrington Hill with the villages of Kelloe and Coxhoe just over 2km to the south. The quarry is bounded in the east by the B1278 road leading into
Quarrington Hill from the north, with Quarrington Farm and Old Quarrington close by in the west. The surrounding land use consists of farmland in the north
and south beyond which is quarry plantation merging into Crow Trees Nature Reserve. Further north is Cassop National Nature Reserve.
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Cold Knuckle Quarry is on the magnesian limestone escarpment forming part of the East Durham magnesian limestone plateau and is part of a larger quarry,
Old Quarrington Quarry. The quarry occupies a prominent position on the escarpment lying on the southern edge of the spur between Cassop Vale and Old
Quarrington Vale, this area is important as one of the larger areas of grassland developed on the limestone escarpment.
Quarrying operations were first granted planning permission in 1952 with further permissions granted for a new scheme of working and restorations and
establishment of a second recycling facility. The subject site primarily forms part of the well-established operational quarry and as such has been identified
previously as being of low sensitivity to the type of development proposed.
The proposed site equals approximately 10.6 ha consisting of an irregular L-shape, located on the southern edge of the spur between the Vales and extending
northwards. It comprises mostly of the working area of Old Quarrington Quarry and unrestored areas of Cold Knuckles Quarry.
The surrounding landscape in which the existing quarry sits consists of undulating farmland, former mineral workings, now a local nature reserve, and land
reclaimed from historic industrial activity. There are a number of quarries in the wider area of the subject site including Witch Hill c.1.9km to the north-east
and Running Waters Quarry c.2.1km to the north, both inactive. A number of quarry workings can be seen in the area on the 1st edition Ordnance Survey
map c.1856-60 these Heugh Hall Colliery, Quarrington Quarry, Crow Colliery, West Hetton Collier and South Kelloe Colliery.
The area is visible in shallow views at close quarters from the public rights of way that pass the quarry in the south and east. In other views the existing
quarry appears to be well shielded by the topography, existing landscape features, bunding, and from certain vantage points by existing built development.
Despite occupying slopping elevated ground as the subject site is contained within the existing quarry with the proposal seeking the working of reserves in
this area and the infilling with inert waste to restore the approved restoration landform, it would not entail any major effects on landform or landscape
features and be unlikely to change the appearance of the landscape to any significant degree.
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Site location plan

Aerial site location plan
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Summary of potential heritage impacts
Scheduled Monuments
This HIA concludes that the proposal would have no impact upon the significance (physical fabric) of any of the Scheduled Monuments identified within the
focus zones. This is due to the subject site and the heritage assets being physically divorced.
Regarding setting, the impact is identified as being nil and neutral thereby conserving. This is due to the long distance between the subject site and the
heritage assets and intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, existing built development, and urban infrastructure fully restricting
intervisibility. No historic relationships have been found between the subject and site and any of the heritage assets. The subject site plays no role in the
experience, understanding and appreciation of the heritage values of the heritage assets.
Listed Buildings
This HIA concludes that the proposal would have no impact upon the significance (physical fabric) of any of the listed buildings identified within the 2km and
5km focus zones. This is due to the subject site and the heritage assets being physically divorced.
Regarding setting, all of the heritage assets identified have no known historic or functional connection to the subject site, there is no intervisibility, and the
site does not play a fundamental role in how the heritage values of any of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values relate
primarily to short range and medium range views of the heritage assets in local and street scene views, and in some instances wider landscape views. These
would all be anticipated to be unaffected by the proposal due to being contained within the existing working quarry some distance away and intervening
factors of the topography, landscape features, existing built development and urban infrastructure.
The impact within setting of all the listed heritage assets identified would be regarded as neutral.
Conservation Areas (CA)
There would be no direct physical impact on either of the two CAs identified nor any element that contributes to their special interest, character, appearance,
and significance. This is due to the subject site being physically divorced from the heritage assets.
In terms of setting, the subject site does not play any role nor make any contribution to the heritage assets setting and they have no known historic
connections. Due to the distance between the subject site and the heritage assets, and intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban
infrastructure and existing built development there is no intervisibility. The subject site does not influence how the heritage vales of the heritage assets are
experienced, appreciated or understood. The subject site is of low sensitivity being contained within the existing quarry working, and the proposal would not
result in any significant change to the existing landform, landscape features or general character and appearance to any noticeable degree. The effect within
the CAs setting would be either nil or minor with the level of impact neutral.
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Key non-designated heritage assets (NDHA)
Archaeological Features – The subject site lies is an existing operational quarry and is therefore assessed as being of low archaeological sensitivity to the
effects of the proposal given previous destructive processes with the site with any remains quarried away.
Heritage Features - The development proposal would have no impact upon any NDHAs significance (physical fabric). The subject site plays no significant role
in the appreciation, experience or understanding of the heritage values of any NDHA. It is part of the wider surrounding rural landscape but the intervening
topography, landscape features and existing built development restrict or limited intervisibility. The heritage asset are generally best experienced in local and
medium range views, the subject site not featuring in such views. The proposal is contained within the existing quarry workings that would not alter the
landscape informing the assets setting nor have any noticeable visual affect. There is no historic connection between the site and the heritage asset. As such
impact upon the NDHAs setting would be neutral.
Conclusions
This HIA concludes that the proposal would not have any direct effect on the significance (physical fabric) of any identified heritage asset. The magnitude of
effect upon the setting(s) of the heritage assets has been identified as either nil, or minor with the level of impact neutral. As no harm has been identified
those settings would be sustained and conserved.
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Additional Information
Figure 1 - Historic map regression.
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Figure 2 - Designated Heritage Assets within 2km - Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas.
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Figure 3 - Designed Heritage Assets within 5km - Details of the Scheduled Monuments, Grade I & Grade II* listed buildings requiring assessment is shown in
the additional information section.

121 | P a g e

Scheduled Monuments (SM), Grade I & II* listed buildings within the 5km study zone
1. Ludworth Tower.
List Entry: 1002329
Designation: Scheduled Monument.
2. Sherburn House Bridge.
List Entry: 1002341.
Designation: Scheduled Monument.
3. Deserted medieval village and field system at Garmondsway.
List Entry: 1019912.
Designation: Scheduled Monument.
4. Medieval settlement and open field system at Old Wingate.
List Entry: 1019912.
Designation: Scheduled Monument.
5. Old Thornley medieval settlement, open field system and hollow way, 110m north of Thornley Hall Farm.
List Entry: 1019914.
Designation: Scheduled Monument.
6. Coxhoe medieval settlement, 170m south west of East House Farm.
List Entry: 1019918.
Designation: Scheduled Monument.
7. Church of St Helen.
List Entry: 1120748.
Designation: Grade I.
8. Sherburn Hospital Chapel.
List Entry: 1159384
Designation: Grade II.
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9. Sherburn Hospital Gatehouse, Office Wing, Lodge And Wall
-

List Entry: 1311049
Designation: Grade II*.

Figure 4.1 - Archaeological Features (DCC HER) H3002 Cassop Vale Wagonway; H3003 Cassop Colliery; H8022 Roman broach find; H16136 Quarrington Quarry
and Lime Kiln.
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Figure 4.2 - Potential non-designated heritage assets (NDHA). Heugh Hall Farm; Heugh Hall Row; Quarrington Farm; and Cassop Hill.
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Schedule of Impacts on Heritage Assets within 2km radius
Listed Buildings within 2km.
Name of Asset: Colliery Disaster Memorial 90 Metres West of Church of St Helen.
Listing Reference: 1159323.
Designation: II
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, this is informed at closer range in the context of the church and village in which the heritage asset is located. There is no historic or visual
connection between the subject site and the heritage asset, and the site plays no role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are
experienced, appreciated or understood. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Nil.
Conservation Areas
Name of Asset: Bowburn Conservation Area.
Listing Reference: N/A
Significance: Medium
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: There would be no direct physical impact on the CA as the site is 1.2km away to the west. In terms of setting, the
subject site does not play any role nor make any contribution to the heritage assets setting and they have no historic connection. The CA interest
deriving from its general character and plan form its late Victorian age, architectural rhythm, and materials. Due to the distance between the subject
site and the heritage asset, and intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure and existing built development there
is no intervisibility. The site does not influence how the heritage vales of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood which relate
local street scene views. The proposed development would therefore have no impact upon the heritage assets setting. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
-

Name of Asset: Old Cassop Conservation Area.
Listing Reference: N/A
Significance: Medium
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-

-

Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: There would be no direct physical impact on the CA as the subject site is 1.4km to the north.
In terms of setting, the site can be considered to be part of the wider landscape setting given that Old Cassop is a small rural hamlet situated on a hill
rising from Cassop Vale where the geography provides a strong and broad landscape setting. The contribution it makes is not significant due to the
subject site being contained within an existing operational quarry, and the absence of direct intervisibility due to the intervening topography and
landscape features. The subject site is of low sensitivity, and the proposal would not result in any significant change to the existing landform,
landscape features or general character and appearance to any noticeable degree. The subject site does not influence how the heritage vales of the
heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood which relate local, middle distance views from the north in which the subject site is
generally unseen. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Scheduled Monuments within 5km
Name of Asset: Ludworth Tower.
Listing Reference: 1002329.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, the intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban
infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection to
the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These
are best displayed at a more local level that would be unaffected. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not
applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
-

Name of Asset: Sherburn House Bridge
Listing Reference: 1002341.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, the intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban
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-

-

-

infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection to
the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These
are best displayed at a more local level that would be unaffected. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not
applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Deserted Medieval Village and Field System at Garmondsway.
Listing Reference: 1008666.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, the intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban
infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection to
the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These
are best displayed at a more local level that would be unaffected. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not
applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Old Thornley medieval settlement, open field system and hollow way 110m south of Thornley Hall Farm.
Listing Reference: 1019914.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, the intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban
infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection to
the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These
are best displayed at a more local level that would be unaffected. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not
applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
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-

Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Medieval settlement and open field system at Old Wingate.
Listing Reference: 1019912.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, the intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban
infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic connection to
the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These
are best displayed at a more local level that would be unaffected. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not
applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Listed Buildings (Grade I & II*) within 5km
Name of Asset: Church of St Helen, Kelloe.
Listing Reference: 1120748.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to the distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
-

Name of Asset: Sherburn Hospital Chapel.
Listing Reference: 1159384.
Designation: II*.
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-

-

-

Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to the distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Sherburn Hospital Gatehouse, Office Wing Lodge and Wall.
Listing Reference: 1211049.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to the distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Key Non-Designated Heritage Assets
Name of Asset: Archaeology Features/ Assets.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The subject site lies is an existing operational quarry and is therefore likely to be of low archaeological sensitivity to
the effects of the proposal given previous destructive processes with the site with any remains quarried away. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Unknown / potentially low.
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-

Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Unknown / potentially low.

-

Name of Asset: Heugh Hall Farm.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). The subject
site plays no significant role in the appreciation, experience or understanding of the heritage values of the heritage asset. It is part of the wider
surrounding rural landscape but is segregated from the farm by the A688 with the topography, woodland and trees restricting intervisibility. The
proposal is contained within the existing quarry workings that would not alter the landscape informing the assets setting. There is no historic
connection between the site and the heritage asset. As such impact upon the heritage assets setting would be minor and neutral. Mitigation: Not
applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

-

Name of Asset: Heugh Hall Row.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
The subject site plays no significant role in the appreciation, experience or understanding of the heritage values of the heritage asset. It is part of the
wider surrounding rural landscape but the intervening topography, landscape features and buildings at Quarrington Farm restrict intervisibility. The
heritage asset is best experienced in the local channelled views in both directions along the highway in front of the C19 terrace, the bunding and
woodland to the quarry’s western side shielding the subject site in such views. The proposal is contained within the existing quarry workings that
would not alter the landscape informing the assets setting nor have any noticeable visual affect. There is no historic connection between the site and
the heritage asset. As such impact upon the heritage assets setting would be minor and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
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-

-

Name of Asset: Quarrington Farm.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). The subject
site plays no significant role in the appreciation, experience or understanding of the heritage values of the heritage asset. It is part of the wider
surrounding rural landscape but the intervening topography, landscape features and buildings at Quarrington Farm restrict intervisibility. The heritage
asset is best experienced in the local channelled views in both directions along the highway in front of the C19 terrace, the bunding and woodland to
the quarry’s western side shielding the subject site in such views. The proposal is contained within the existing quarry workings that would not alter
the landscape informing the assets setting nor have any noticeable visual affect. There is no historic connection between the site and the heritage
asset. As such impact upon the heritage assets setting would be minor and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Cassop Hill.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, and landscape features,
there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The proposal is contained within the existing quarry workings that would not alter the landscape
informing the assets setting. The heritage asset has no known historic connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the
heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Coxhoe Hall Park.
Designation: Local list of historic parks, gardens and designed landscapes.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
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-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, the heritage asset is some 1.43 km to the south from the subject site and due to the intervening topography, and landscape features including
dense areas of woodland and tree belts, there would is no intervisibility. The asset relates to the parkland associated with the demolished medieval
hall where its heritage values are best experienced, appreciated and understood at a local level. The proposal is contained within the existing quarry
workings that would not alter the landscape and village informing the assets setting. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Note that this is not an exhaustive list of non-designated heritage assets and that other assets may be identified as the detailed proposal evolves.
Images

View 1 - northwards from the edge of Quarrington Hill.

View 2 - westwards from B1278 the existing quarry is just c.145m away from the road but cannot be seen dues to the natural shielding
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View 3 - eastwards from Old Quarrington Farm

View 4 - south eastwards from the A688

View 5 - southwards from Cassop Moor area
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View 6 - southwards from Running Waters

View 7 - west along Sharon Avenue towards Coxhoe Hall Park
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Appendix A9 - Site M9/W3 - Old Quarrington Quarry (Northern part of Quarry) (Limited HIA)
Site location plan & Aerial map
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Site Constraints map 1 (Heritage Assets within 2km and 5km)
*Within the 5km assessment zone only scheduled monuments and listed buildings at GRI & GRII* are to be considered as part of this HIA
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Fig1 potential non-designated heritage assets NDHA)

Fig 2 archaeological features (DCC Historic Environment Record HER)

)
137 | P a g e

Heritage Impact Summary & Conclusion
Designated Heritage Asset on site: No
In the setting of a Designated Heritage Asset: Yes
Non-Designated Heritage Asset on Site: No
In the setting of a Non-Designated Heritage Asset: Yes
Likely to have a negative impact: Yes. The proposal has the potential to adversely change part of the landscape that informs the wider setting of
Durham Cathedral and Castle World Heritage Site. The site can be viewed in the background of important views of the WHS from certain vantage
points so there is intervisibility. A similar adverse effect would potentially occur in the setting of Old Cassop CA and some NDHA’s.
Likely to have a neutral impact: Yes. The proposal would be anticipated to have a neutral impact (no harm) to the significance and setting of the
scheduled monuments, listed buildings, and some NDHA’s identified.
Likely to have a positive impact: No
Conclusion
This Limited HIA concludes that the proposed workings would not have any direct effect on the significance (physical fabric) of any identified heritage asset
identified. The impact upon the setting(s) of Durham WHS, Old Cassop CA and some NDHA’s close by would potentially be harmful, in relation to the other
heritage assets identified the impact would be anticipated to be either nil or minor and neutral
Site Description, Context & Heritage Significance
The subject site relates to land to the north of the existing Old Quarrington quarry situated on the magnesian limestone escarpment some 970metres to the
east of Bowburn between Cassop Moor and Old Quarrington. The subject site equal approximately 35 hectares and occupies a substantial part of the spur
between Cassop Vale and Old Quarrington Vale, where it forms part of Cassop Vale National Nature Reserve. In the north it is bounded by semi-ancient
woodland and magnesian limestone grassland, in the south by the operational areas of the existing quarry. To the east is the B1287 road and in the west
farmland beyond which lies the A688 road. Old Quarrington Quarry and Cold Knuckles Quarry have been in operation since the 1950s and the wider area has
been impacted by existing and historic quarry operations, and industry, as far back as c.1860. The subject site has been identified previously as being of
moderate-high landscape sensitivity.
The subject site is some 6.5kms to the southeast from boundary of Durham Cathedral and Castle World Heritage Site (WHS) and some 3.3kms from the
southern edge of what is defined as the WHS inner setting. It falls within the WHS outer setting that is far reaching with the Cathedral being visible up to 1012 kms away. In reference to the subject site, the upper levels of the ridges of the coalfield spurs and limestone escarpment form a secondary skyline behind
the inner ridges. In doing so they create an important backdrop, principally rural and landscape, to the WHS, that emphasises the contained nature of the
historic city and supporting attributes of the WHS setting and outstanding universal values. The subject site is visible in the backdrop of important views of
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Durham Castle and Cathedral from certain public vantage points at elevation in the north western part of Durham City such are from Wharton Park and Flass
Vale.
Within 2km’s of the subject site the only designated heritage assets identified are 2no conservation areas, Bowburn and Old Cassop.
Within 5km’s of the site are 6no scheduled monuments (Ludworth Tower, Sherburn House Bridge, deserted medieval village at Garmondsway, Medieval
settlement at Old Wingate, Old Thornley medieval settlement and Coxhoe medieval settlement), 1no GR I (Church of St Helen Kelloe) and 2no GRII listed
buildings (Sherburn Hospital Chapel, Sherburn Hospital Gatehouse, Office Wing, Lodge and Wall, Shincliffe).
In terms of non-designated heritage assets potentially 7no fall within the immediate setting of the subject site (1-2km), these relate to buildings/structure
shown on the 1st edition OS map c.1860 (Cassop Grange, Heugh Hall Farm, Heugh Hall Row, Quarrington Farm, Cassop Farm, Cassop Hill and the Old
Wagonway route).
No significant archaeological features are recorded on the HER within the subject site, previous archaeology comments understood work to take place in an
already agreed area subject to a condition for a Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI), archaeology matters are for other specialists to comment as
necessary
Impact on Heritage Significance (including setting)
As the subject site is physically divorced from all of the heritage assets identified there would be no impact on significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, there are no known visual associations between the subject site and the scheduled monuments, and listed buildings identified. This is on account of
the distance between the site and these heritage assets, the intervening topography, trees and areas of denser mature woodland, and in some instances
existing built development and urban infrastructure restricting intervisibility. No historic connections or relationships could be found. The subject site is not
considered to play any role as part of the wider visual environment in which the heritage values of the heritage asset can be experienced, appreciated and
understood. As a consequence, the proposal is unlikely to cause harm to the setting of these designated heritage assets, the impact neutral.
In relation to the conservation areas, there would be no impact with the setting of Bowburn CA its significance deriving from its general character and plan
form, architectural rhythm and materials testifying to its Victorian industrial origins experienced, appreciated and understood in local streetscen views that
would be unaffected. The site is potentially viewable in long distance views looking across Old Cassop CA, seen as part of the broad scenic landscape
backdrop in views from the north. Depending on the nature and extent of workings if significantly changing the landform and character of this landscape, and
integrity of the spur, the proposal could be harmful to the wider setting of the CA.
With specific regard to Durham WHS, there are visual associations between the site and the WHS despite the long distance between them. The subject site
forms part of the wider rural landscape backdrop in significant views of the Cathedral and Castle that convey attributes of its outstanding universal values
from elevated positions within north-western part of the city centre. The proposal by virtue of the potential to significantly change the subject sites landform,
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character and appearance, is likely to create a notable manmade/artificial cutting in the landscape backdrop and skyline. This has the potential for a negative
impact in the wider setting of the WHS. Given the international significance of the WHS this elevates any level of harm that would occur.
The subject site is part of the wider surrounding rural landscape informing the setting of the NDHA principally to Heugh Hall Farm, Heugh Hall Row and
Quarrington Farm. Significantly changing the landform and character of the spur has the potential to create an adverse effect where intervisibility occurs. The
setting of the other NDHA’s would not be expected to be adversely affected due to an absence of context and intervisibility.
Additional Information
Images

View from Flass Vale, Durham City.

View from Wharton Park, Durham City (Winter).
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View from the north looking across Old Cassop Conservation Area

View south near roundabout at Chester Moor
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Appendix A10 - Site M10 - Hulands Quarry Eastern Extension (Full HIA)
Scope and Purpose of the report
The purpose of this report is to provide a desk-based assessment of the potential impacts of the proposed eastern extension at Hulands Quarry (identified as
Site M10), on the significance of heritage assets that includes their settings using two search parameters.
The first area focuses on a study zone of 2km outwards from the subject site where heritage and visual impacts could potentially occur. The assessment
focuses upon designated heritage assets defined as:
-

World Heritage Sites
Scheduled Monuments
Listed buildings
Protected Wreck Sites
Registered Historic Park and Gardens
Registered Battlefields
Conservation Areas

At a radius of 2km there are no identified World Heritage Sites, Scheduled Monuments, Protected Wreck Sites, Registered Historic Park and Garden,
Registered Battlefields, or Conservation Areas therefore such designated heritage assets do not require any further consideration in this heritage impact
assessment. Within the study area there are 10 no listed buildings all at grade II requiring detailed assessment.
The potential impacts on known key non-designated heritage assets and their settings that are within close proximity to the subject site have also been
included within the impact assessment. Such assets are defined as follows; “a building, monument, site, place, area, or landscape identified by the local
planning authority as having a degree of significance meriting consideration in planning decisions. Significance is the value of a heritage asset to this and
future generations because of its heritage interest that can be archaeological, architectural, artistic, or historic”.
Within the red line boundary site there are two groups of buildings that are potentially NDHAs based upon historic map regression, North Side and Lambs
Hill, and within the immediate surroundings of the subject site there are 6 no other potential NDHAs. All of the above comprising of farm groups identifiable
on the 1st edition Ordnance Survey map c.1856-65.
The subject site does not contain any records held on the HER Durham County Councils Historic Environment Record (H.E.R). A Historic Environment DeskBased Assessment of the proposed eastern extension at Hulands Quarry, undertaken in July 2021, identified the site has low archaeological potential.
The second assessment parameter zone focuses upon Scheduled Monuments, Grade I and Grade II* Listed Buildings within a 5km radius out from the subject
site. There are 17 no Scheduled Monuments identified, and 10 no Grade I and 15 no Grade II* listed buildings.
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This assessment is based upon Historic England’s Conservation Principles Policies and Guidance (April 2008). This provides a framework for identifying
historic values that may be attached to a place the sum of which informs the assets heritage significance. These values can be grouped into four main
categories:
-

Evidential value: the potential of a place to yield evidence about past human activity.
Historical value: the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life can be connected through a place to the present - it tends to be illustrative or
associative.
Aesthetic value: the ways in which people draw sensory and intellectual stimulation from a place.
Communal value: the meanings of a place for the people who relate to it, or for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory.

As stated in the opening paragraph the potential impacts on setting(s) has also been assessed as significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical
presence, but also from its setting. This is defined as “the surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced”. Its extent is not fixed and may change as
the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative contribution to the significance of an asset, may affect the ability
to appreciate that significance or may be neutral.
This assessment and its outcomes are a considered response to the proposed development in relation to Government policy, as it is set out in the National
Planning Policy Framework Section 16 Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environment, with specific reference to “Considering Impacts” paragraphs 199
to 207.
The following non-statutory Historic England guidance has also assisted to inform the basis of this heritage impact assessment - “The Setting of Heritage
Assets” (2nd Edition) (December 2017) which replaces The Setting of Heritage Assets: Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 (1st
edition) (2015) and “Seeing the History in the View”; A method for assessing heritage significance within views (2011).
The additional information section provides historic map regression of the site; identifies the designated heritage assets within 2km of the site; identifies the
designated heritage assets (Grade I and Grade II*) within 5km of the site; identifies non-designated heritage assets (NDHA); provides an assessment of
potential impact on the identified heritage assets significance and setting (potential opportunities for mitigation have also been identified within this
assessment); and provides a series of images from key viewpoints in the surrounding public realm.
Site Location, Description & Context

Hulands Quarry is a limestone quarry covering approximately 35.8 ha, that is located some 2km to the east of Bowes Village and approximately 4 km to the
southwest of Barnard Castle. It is bounded in the south by the A66 with the A67 to the north. To the east is farmland, disused quarries and small groups of
buildings in the landscape. To the west are a number of farmstead and associated agricultural land. There is another quarry close by; Kilmond West Quarry
some 180 metres to the south on the opposite side of the A66 from the subject site.
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Hulands Quarry lies within the Dales Fringe landscape character area which forms part of the larger Pennine Dales Fringe. The subject site comprises mainly
of farmland divided by a network of old hedgerows and dry-stone walls, that lies on a gently sloping plateau rising southwards from the shallow valley of
Thorsgill Beck to Kilmond Scar.
Limestone extraction at the quarry dates back to the 1850s with formal planning permission first granted for its continued use as a quarry in 1947. Various
alterations to the quarry’s infrastructure were undertaken from 1991 with an extension and infill of inert waste approved in 1998. The surrounding landscape
has been affected by existing and former quarry workings from the early-mid C19 onward. These include North Side Quarries, various smaller “old quarries”,
Thornberry Quarry, and Boldron Quarries shown on the 1st and 2nd edition Ordnance Survey map c.1856-65 and c.1898.
The proposed extension equals approximately 46.5 hectares to the eastern side of the existing quarry workings. It consists of pasture fields divided by a
combination of hedgerows and dry stone walls, areas of woodland and two isolated C19 farmsteads, North Side and Lambs Hill that shown on the 1st edition
Ordnance Survey map c.1856-65.
The site is visible in shallow views at close quarters from the main highway that provides the site access and from the public rights way that pass close by.
Wider views into the site are generally screened by the topography and trees, but the existing quarry and surrounding fields are visible from the A167 in the
north from specific stretches. The site has been previously assessed as being of moderate-high sensitivity to the effects of quarrying due to its open
agricultural character incorporating farm buildings, earthworks, walls, trees and hedgerows. There would be cumulative landscape impacts taken with the
existing quarries to the west and south.
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Site location plan

Aerial site location plan
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Summary of potential heritage impacts
Scheduled Monuments
This HIA concludes that the proposal would have no impact upon the significance (physical fabric) of any of the Scheduled Monuments identified within the
2km and 5km focus zones. This is due to the subject site and the heritage assets being physically divorced. Regarding setting, the impact is identified as being
nil and neutral thereby conserving. This is due to the long distance between the subject site and the heritage assets the closest being c.2.65km away in the
west, the Roman Fort at Bowes, along with intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, existing built development, and urban infrastructure
fully restricting intervisibility between the site and any of the heritage assets. No historic relationships have been found between the subject and site and any
of the heritage assets. The subject site plays no role in the experience, understanding and appreciation of the heritage values of the heritage asset.
Listed Buildings
This HIA concludes that the proposal would have no impact upon the significance (physical fabric) of any of the listed buildings identified within the 2km and
5km focus zones. This is due to the subject site and the heritage assets being physically divorced.
Regarding setting, in relation to all but one listed building, the impact would be regarded as either nil or minor with the effect neutral. This would be due to
the distance between the subject site and the heritage assets and the intervening factors of the topography, landscape features, urban infrastructure, and
existing built development, fully restricting intervisibility. No historic connections have been found between the subject site and any of the listed buildings
and it does not play a fundamental nor major role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or understood. These values
relate primarily to short range and medium views of the heritage asset(s) or in wider landscape views that would generally be unchanged.
In relation to Blades Field Farmhouse and attached outbuildings (GRII) the impact would be low and slight adverse. The subject site forms a very small part of
the wider landscape setting of the heritage asset and there would be some anticipated intervisibility but mainly over long distance and with intervening
features that do not allow a full appreciation of the heritage values of the heritage asset other than its position in the landscape. The proposal will reduce the
amount of surrounding landscape in the heritage assets wider context and change its character resulting in the loss of existing rural features but would not
limit the ability to understand or appreciated the wider landscape in which the farm buildings were built. The sites contribution to the assets broad landscape
setting is therefore limited, but the proposal would result in an adverse change to its rural character and appearance.
Key non-designated heritage assets (NDHA)
Archaeological Features A previous desk based assessment identified that available archaeological records, combined with analysis of historical mapping, a
geophysical survey and the results of previous archaeological investigations in the surrounding area, suggest that there is low to negligible potential for the
survival of prehistoric or Roman period remains in the study site. It is possible that buried remains relating to medieval or post-medieval agriculture could
also survive, but these would be of negligible significance. Impacts are however unknown.
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Heritage Features - The proposal would result in the full clearance of the C19 farmsteads of North Side and Lambs Hill as these are located within the subject
site and the historic field pattern system, surviving ridge and furrow earthworks, and dry-stone walls, that have local significance and inform the heritage
assets immediate setting. This would inevitably lead to the total and permanent loss of heritage significance, amounting to substantial harm to the NDHA, as
its significance is lower the impact would be moderate. Loss of any modern built elements within the two farmsteads would not cause harm.
In terms of setting, the impact worst case would be slight. The proposal will reduce the amount of landscape in the surroundings of a number of NDHA’s and
will change its character resulting in the loss of existing rural features but would not limit the ability to fully understand or appreciated the wider landscape in
which the farm buildings were built. There would still be adverse landscape effects with some anticipated intervisibility between the proposal and the asset in
local views and potentially some wider views but given the broad scale of its landscape setting overall and the lower significance of the asset, the overall
effect upon its setting would be slight adverse.
Mitigation
The visual impact could potentially be reduced by a well-considered landscaping scheme although given that landscape is highly valued there would still be
localised significant visual effects. .
Conclusions
This HIA concludes that the proposed quarry extension would not have any direct effect on the significance (physical fabric) of any identified designated
heritage asset. The impact upon the setting(s) of the designated heritage assets identified would mainly be nil/minor and neutral but the setting of one listed
heritage asset would be slight adverse. The impact on two farmstead NDHA’s and historic features within the site would result in total loss of significance,
equating to a moderate level of harm. In terms of the setting of other NDHAs the impact would be either neutral or minor adverse.
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Additional Information
Figure 1 - Historic map regression (Site area highlighted in red)
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Figure 2 - Designated Heritage Assets within 2km - Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas.
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Figure 3 - Designed Heritage Assets within 5KM - Details of the Scheduled Monuments, Grade I & Grade II* LBs requiring assessment is shown on the
following page.
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Tables of Scheduled Monuments, Grade I & II* listed buildings within the 5km study zone
List
Entry
1002316
1002317
1002318
1002321
1002353
1005566
1007505
1011642
1017320
1018247
1018248
1018249
1018250
1018251
1018252
1018253
1019579

Name
Roman Fort (Lavatrae)
Roman shrine on Scargill Moor
Bowes Castle
Deepdale Bridge
Barnard Castle Bridge
Thorsgill Beck packhorse bridge
Barnard Castle: ringwork, shell keep castle, chapel and dovecote
Egglestone Abbey Premonstratensian monastery: inner precinct, monastic enclosures and post-medieval house
Scargill fortified house, medieval settlement and associated field system
Carved rock 160m north west of Abbey Farm
Carved rock in West Pasture 385m south west of The Rigg
Two carved rocks east of West Pasture, 335m south west of The Rigg
Four areas of carving on a rock outcrop 200m south west of The Rigg
Carved bedrock with cups and grooves 170m south east of The Rigg
Carved rock with one cup and four grooves 260m south west of The Rigg
Area of carved bedrock 120m south of The Rigg
Medieval chapel 350m south east of Castle Farm

Tables of Scheduled Monuments, Grade I & II* listed buildings within the 5km study zone - Listed Buildings
List
Entry
1121039
1121820
1121647
1121673
1201056
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Name

Grade

Bowes Castle
Scargill Castle
Barnard Castle Bridge, Over The River Tees
Church Of St Mary
Barnard Castle Bridge (That Part In Barnard Castle Civil Parish) And
Attached Wall To South East

I
II*
I
II*
I

1201313
1201323
1201331
1201332
1201335
1201355
1201356
1217861
1218235
1218277
1218764
1218822
1218873
1291777
1292074
1292208
1292565
1310603
1310824
1322741
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Blagraves
Market Cross
Chapel Immediately East Of Barnard Castle School
Entrance Gates And Lodges To Bowes Museum
Hopper Tomb Approximately 2 Metres South Of Church Of St Mary
6, 6a, 6b, 8 And 8a, Market Place
10 And 12, Market Place
2 And 4, Market Place
Terrace Walls And Steps, And Heraldic Beasts, To South Of Bowes
Museum
Church Of St Mary
34, The Bank
The Castle
Thorngate House And Attached Railings
38-44, The Bank
Bowes Museum With Steps And Railings Attached
15 And 17, Market Place
21, Galgate
Hansom House Lartington Hall Monk's Flat Witham Court
Abbey Bridge
Ruins Of Egglestone Abbey

I
I
II*
II*
II*
II*
II*
II*
I
I
II*
I
II*
II*
I
II*
II*
II*
II*
I

Figure 4 - Non-Designated Heritage Assets (NDHAs) Orange dots denote NDHAs.
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Schedule of Impacts on Heritage Assets within 2km radius
Listed Buildings within 2km of site
Name of Asset: Blades Field Farmhouse and Attached Outbuilding to East
Listing Reference: 1121688.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
In terms of setting, this is informed by the farmyard, associated agricultural buildings, and surrounding pasture fields, the subject site forming a very
small part of the wider landscape setting. There would be some anticipated intervisibility but mainly a longer distance and with intervening features
that do not allow a full appreciation of the heritage values of the heritage asset other than its position in the landscape. This landscape contains many
other buildings, existing and disused quarry workings and urban infrastructure. The heritage asset has no known historic or functional connection to
the subject site and the site does not play a fundamental role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset(s) are experienced, appreciated or
understood. These values relate primarily to short range and medium range views of the heritage asset, its built and spatial arrangement, and position
in the landscape on the north side of the A67. The proposal will reduce the amount of surrounding landscape in the heritage assets wider context and
change its character resulting in the loss of existing rural features but would not limit the ability to understand or appreciated the wider landscape in
which the farm buildings were built, not detract from views of the heritage asset. The sites contribution to the assets broad landscape setting is
therefore limited, and while the proposal would result in an adverse change to its rural character and appearance the level of impact overall would be
regarded as slight. Mitigation: Landscaping Scheme,
Magnitude of Impact: Low.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Slight Adverse.
-

Name of Asset: West North Field Farmhouse
Listing Reference: 1121689.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). There is no
known historic or functional associations between the subject site and the heritage asset. Due to a combination of the relative locations, distance,
intervening topography and landscape features, there would be either nil or very limited intervisibility between the subject site and the heritage
asset. The proposal will reduce the amount of surrounding landscape in the heritage assets wider context and change its character resulting in the
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-

-

loss of existing rural features but would not limit the ability to understand or appreciated the wider landscape in which the farm buildings were built.
The heritage assets is further away from the subject site in comparison to Blades Field Farm, standing more in isolation within the surrounding
undulating pastureland that is board in scale, and which would be unaffected by the development proposal. The impact in the heritage assets setting
being minor and neutral overall. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Stone Bridge Farmhouse.
Listing Reference: 1121065.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, there is no known historic or functional associations between the subject site and the heritage asset. Due to a combination of the relative
locations, distance, intervening topography and landscape features there would be either nil or very limited intervisibility between the subject site
and the heritage asset. The heritage assets setting is generally informed by its more immediate surroundings and its heritage values are best
experienced, appreciated and understood in local and medium distance views that would be unchanged. The impact in the assets setting being minor
and neutral overall. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Loose Boxes, 5 metres east of Stone Bridge Farmhouse.
Listing Reference: 1121065.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). In terms of
setting, there is no known historic or functional associations between the subject site and the heritage asset. Due to a combination of the relative
locations, distance, intervening topography and landscape features there would be either nil or very limited intervisibility between the subject site
and the heritage asset. The heritage assets setting is generally informed by its more immediate surroundings and its heritage values are best
experienced, appreciated and understood in local and medium distance views that would be unchanged. The impact in the assets setting being minor
and neutral overall. Mitigation: Not applicable.
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-

Magnitude of Impact: Minor.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Milestone, 35 metres west of Milestone House (Shown on OS map as New House).
Listing Reference: 1121069.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Given the
typology of heritage asset the proposal would have no impact within its setting that relates to its roadside location as a milestone to Durham and
Bowes. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Nil.

-

-

Name of Asset: Bowfield Cottage.
Listing Reference: 1121070.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Given the
typology of heritage asset the proposal would have no impact within its setting that relates to its roadside location as a milestone to Durham and
Bowes. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Milepost Opposite East End of Bowes Gate Cottages.
Listing Reference: 1121690.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Given the
typology of the heritage asset the proposal would have no impact within its setting that relates to its roadside location as a milestone to Durham and
Bowes. Mitigation: Not applicable.
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-

Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Boldron Farmhouse and Attached Barn to East.
Listing Reference: 1121691.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
In terms of setting, there is no known historic or functional associations between the subject site and the heritage asset. Due to a combination of the
relative locations, distance, the intervening topography, landscape features and existing built development there would be no intervisibility between
the subject site and the heritage asset. The heritage assets setting is generally more informed by its immediate surroundings in the village and its
heritage values are best experienced, appreciated and understood in such local views that would be unchanged. The impact in the assets setting being
nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

-

Name of Asset: Green Cottage.
Listing Reference: 1121692.
Designation: II.
Significance: Medium
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
In terms of setting, there is no known historic or functional associations between the subject site and the heritage asset. Due to a combination of the
relative locations, distance, the intervening topography, landscape features and existing built development there would be no intervisibility between
the subject site and the heritage asset. The heritage assets setting is generally more informed by its immediate surroundings in the village and its
heritage values are best experienced, appreciated and understood in such local views that would be unchanged. The impact in the assets setting being
nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Linked Farm buildings and Gin-Gang attached to South of Stone Bridge Farmhouse.
Listing Reference: 1323063.
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-

-

Designation: II.
Significance: Medium
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
In terms of setting, there is no known historic or functional associations between the subject site and the heritage asset. Due to a combination of the
relative locations, distance, the intervening topography, landscape features and existing built development there would be no intervisibility between
the subject site and the heritage asset. The heritage assets setting is generally more informed by its immediate surroundings in the village and its
heritage values are best experienced, appreciated and understood in such local views that would be unchanged. The impact in the assets setting being
nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Scheduled Monuments within 5km
-

-

Name of Asset: Roman Fort (Lavatrae).
Listing Reference: 1002316.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets’ significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Roman Shrine on Scargill Moor.
Listing Reference: 1002317.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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-

-

-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets’ significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Bowes Castle.
Listing Reference: 1002318.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets’ significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Deepdale Bridge.
Listing Reference: 1002321.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets’ significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
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-

Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Barnard Castle Bridge.
Listing Reference: 1002353.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets’ significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

-

Name of Asset: Thorsgill Beck Packhorse Bridge.
Listing Reference: 1005566.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets’ significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Barnard Castle; Ring Work, Shell Keep Castle, Chapel, Dovecote.
Listing Reference: 1007505.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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-

-

-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets’ significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Egglestone Abbey.
Listing Reference: 1011642.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets’ significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Scargill Fortified House, Medieval Settlement & field system.
Listing Reference: 1017320.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets’ significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
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-

Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Carved Rock 160m north west of Abbey Farm.
Listing Reference: 1018247.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: Given the typology of the heritage asset (prehistoric rock art on natural rock outcrops that contributes to the study of
prehistoric carved rocks in Britain) the proposal would have no impact. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Carved Rock in West Pasture 385m south west of The Rigg.
Listing Reference: 1018248.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: Given the typology of the heritage asset (prehistoric rock art on natural rock outcrops that contributes to the study of
prehistoric carved rocks in Britain) the proposal would have no impact. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Two Carved Rocks East of West Pasture 335m south west of The Rigg.
Listing Reference: 1018249.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: Given the typology of the heritage asset (prehistoric rock art on natural rock outcrops that contributes to the study of
prehistoric carved rocks in Britain) the proposal would have no impact. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Four areas of Carving on rock outcrop 200m south west of The Rigg.
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-

Listing Reference: 1018250.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: Given the typology of the heritage asset (prehistoric rock art on natural rock outcrops that contributes to the study of
prehistoric carved rocks in Britain) the proposal would have no impact. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Carved bedrock with cups and groves 170m south east of The Rigg.
Listing Reference: 1018251.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: Given the typology of the heritage asset (prehistoric rock art on natural rock outcrops that contributes to the study of
prehistoric carved rocks in Britain) the proposal would have no impact. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Carved rock with one cup and four grives 260m south west of The Rigg.
Listing Reference: 1018252.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: Given the typology of the heritage asset (prehistoric rock art on natural rock outcrops that contributes to the study of
prehistoric carved rocks in Britain) the proposal would have no impact. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Area of carved bedrock 120m south of The Rigg.
Listing Reference: 1018253.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
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-

-

Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: Given the typology of the heritage asset (prehistoric rock art on natural rock outcrops that contributes to the study of
prehistoric carved rocks in Britain) the proposal would have no impact. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Medieval Chapel 350m south east of Castle Farm.
Listing Reference: 1019579.
Designation: SM.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Listed Buildings (Grade I & II* only) within 5km
Name of Asset: Bowes Castle.
Listing Reference: 1121039.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
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-

-

Name of Asset: Scargill Castle.
Listing Reference: 1121820.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Barnard Castle Bridge.
Listing Reference: 1121647.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Church of St Mary.
Listing Reference: 1121673.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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-

-

-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Barnard Castle Bridge and Attached Wall to South East.
Listing Reference: 1201056.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Blagraves.
Listing Reference: 1201313.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
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-

Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Market Cross.
Listing Reference: 1201323.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

-

Name of Asset: Chapel east of Barnard Castle School.
Listing Reference: 1201331.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Entrance Gates and Lodges to Bowes Museum.
Listing Reference: 1201332.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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-

-

-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Hopper Tomb approx. 2 meters south of Church of St Mary.
Listing Reference: 1201335.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: 6,6A,6B, 8 and 8A Market Place.
Listing Reference: 1201335.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
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-

Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: 10 & 12 Market Place.
Listing Reference: 1201356.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

-

Name of Asset: 2 & 4 Market Place
Listing Reference: 1217861.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Terraced Walls and Steps, and Heraldic Beasts, to South of Bowes Museum.
Listing Reference: 1218235.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.

169 | P a g e

-

-

-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral
Name of Asset: Church of St Mary
Listing Reference: 1218277.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral
Name of Asset: 34 The Bank.
Listing Reference: 1218764.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
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-

Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral

-

Name of Asset: The Castle.
Listing Reference: 1218822.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

-

Name of Asset: Thorngate House and Attached Buildings.
Listing Reference: 1218873.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: 38-44 The Bank.
Listing Reference: 1291777.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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-

-

-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Bowes Museum with Steps and Railings Attached.
Listing Reference: 1292074.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: 15 & 17 Market Place.
Listing Reference: 1292074.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
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-

Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: 21 Galgate.
Listing Reference: 1292565.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

-

Name of Asset: Hansom House.
Listing Reference: 1310603.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

-

Name of Asset: Abbey Bridge.
Listing Reference: 1310824.
Designation: II*.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
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-

-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: Ruins of Egglestone Abbey.
Listing Reference: 1322741.
Designation: I.
Significance: High.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic, Communal.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric). Regarding
setting, due to long distance between the heritage asset and the subject site, and intervening factors such as the topography, landscape features,
urban infrastructure and existing built development, there would be no anticipated intervisibility. The heritage asset has no known historic
connection to the subject site and the site does not play any role in how the heritage values of the heritage asset are experienced, appreciated or
understood. The impact would therefore be regarded as nil and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral

Key Non-Designated Heritage Assets
Name of Asset: Archaeology Features/ Assets.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical.
Potential effect and Mitigation: A previous desk based assessment identified that available archaeological records, combined with an analysis of
historical mapping, a geophysical survey and the results of previous archaeological investigations in the surrounding area, suggest that there is low
to negligible potential for the survival of prehistoric or Roman period remains in the study site. The document continued it is possible that buried
remains relating to medieval or post-medieval agriculture could also survive, but these would be of negligible significance. Mitigation: Not
applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Unknown / potentially low.
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-

Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Unknown / potentially low.

-

Name of Asset: Historic Field System / Features.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The previous desk based assessment identified surviving ridge and furrow earthworks, along with some elements
of field boundaries are all that remain of the earlier post-medieval landscape within the study site. Such remains are common in the locality and
wider region, but they retain some historic interest in illustrating the development and use of the landscape, considered to be of local importance.
The proposal would lead to complete removal of such features and therefor total loss of significance amounting to heritage harm. Mitigation: Not
applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Major.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Moderate Adverse.

-

-

Name of Asset: North Side.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The proposal would result in the full clearance of the C19 farmstead within the subject site and the historic field
pattern, and dry-stone walls, informing its immediate setting. The field pattern in places may show the alignment of medieval strip fields and relics
of medieval cultivation. This would inevitably lead to the total and permanent loss of heritage significance, amounting to substantial harm to the
NDHA. Loss of any modern built element would not cause harm within the two farmsteads would not cause harm. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Major.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Moderate Adverse.
Name of Asset: Lambs Hill.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The proposal would result in the full clearance of the C19 farmstead within the subject site and the historic field
pattern, and dry-stone walls, informing its immediate setting. The field pattern in places may show the alignment of medieval strip fields and relics
of medieval cultivation. This would inevitably lead to the total and permanent loss of heritage significance, amounting to substantial harm to the
NDHA. Loss of any modern built element would not cause harm within the two farmsteads would not cause harm. Mitigation: Not applicable.
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-

Magnitude of Impact: Major.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Moderate Adverse.

-

Name of Asset: West Roods.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
The proposal will reduce the amount of landscape in the assets immediate surroundings and change the sites character resulting in the loss of
existing rural features but would not limit the ability to fully understand or appreciated the wider landscape in which the farm buildings were built.
There would still be adverse landscape effects with some anticipated intervisibility between the proposal and the heritage asset but given the
broad scale of its landscape setting overall and the lower significance of the heritage asset, the overall effect upon its setting would be slight.
Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Moderate.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Slight Adverse.

-

-

Name of Asset: Roods House.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
The proposal will reduce the amount of landscape in the assets immediate surroundings and change the sites character resulting in the loss of
existing rural features but would not limit the ability to fully understand or appreciated the wider landscape in which the farm buildings were built.
There would still be adverse landscape effects with some anticipated intervisibility between the proposal and the heritage asset but given the
broad scale of its landscape setting overall and the lower significance of the heritage asset, the overall effect upon its setting would be slight.
Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Moderate.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Slight Adverse.

-

Name of Asset: West Hall.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
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-

-

-

-

Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
The proposal will reduce the amount of landscape in the assets immediate surroundings and change the sites character resulting in the loss of
existing rural features but would not limit the ability to fully understand or appreciated the wider landscape in which the farm buildings were built.
There would still be adverse landscape effects with some anticipated intervisibility between the proposal and the heritage asset but given the
broad scale of its landscape setting overall and the lower significance of the heritage asset, the overall effect upon its setting would be slight.
Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Moderate.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Slight Adverse.
Name of Asset: Hulands Farm.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
The heritage asset is located to the west of the existing quarry workings that segregates it from the subject site of the proposed extension. The
relative locations divide the heritage asset from the wider rural landscape, that which informs its setting being unaltered. Given the presence and
impact of the existing quarry workings that are long established no further harm than that which currently exists would occur, the impact thereby
minor and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
Name of Asset: High Broats.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
The heritage asset is located to the west of the existing quarry workings that segregates it from the subject site of the proposed extension. The
relative locations divide the heritage asset from the wider rural landscape, that which informs its setting being unaltered. Given the presence and
impact of the existing quarry workings that are long established no further harm than that which currently exists would occur, the impact thereby
minor and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.
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-

-

Name of Asset: Bowes Cross Farm.
Designation: Unlisted.
Significance: Medium.
Values: Evidential, Historical, Aesthetic.
Potential effect and Mitigation: The development proposal would have no impact upon the heritage assets significance (physical fabric).
The heritage asset is located to the west of the existing quarry workings that segregates it from the subject site of the proposed extension. The
relative locations divide the heritage asset from the wider rural landscape, that which informs its setting being unaltered. Given the presence and
impact of the existing quarry workings that are long established no further harm than that which currently exists would occur, the impact thereby
minor and neutral. Mitigation: Not applicable.
Magnitude of Impact: Nil.
Impact on Asset, Significance and Setting: Neutral.

Note that this is not an exhaustive list of non-designated heritage assets and that other assets may be identified as the detailed proposal evolves.
Images

View 1 – northward from A66 at existing access point to North Side
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View 2 – northwest from A66 across to Lamb Hill

View 3 – southwards along West Lane

View 4 – southeast along A67 at existing Quarry access point
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View 5 – View west along A167 taking in Blades Field Farm.

View 8 – northeast along A66 near Stone Bridge Farm

View 9 – view south from Lartington
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Appendix A11 - Site M11/W4 - Eldon Quarry Minerals / Waste (Limited HIA)
Fig 1. Site location plan and aerial map
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Fig 2. Site Constraints - Heritage assets within 2km and 5km of the site *Within the 5km assessment zone only scheduled monuments and listed buildings at
Grade I and II* are to be considered as part of this HIA
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Fig 3. Site Constraints - Potential non-designated heritage assets (NDHA) within the site and its setting

183 | P a g e

Fig 4. Archaeological features (DCC Historic Environment Record)

N.B. The HER entries shown above that fall within the subject site do not relate to any specific archaeological features or finds. These relate to assessments and surveys - previous records
note no significant archaeological interest on the site.
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Heritage Impact Summary & Conclusion
Designated Heritage Asset on site: No
In the setting of a Designated Heritage Asset: Yes
Non-Designated Heritage Asset (NDHA) on Site: No
In the setting of a Non-Designated Heritage Asset (NDHA): Yes
Likely to have a negative impact: Yes. The proposal would result in the loss of part of the subject sites rural landscape character drawing the quarry
void within very close proximity to Eldon Blue House (NDHA). This would adversely affect the heritage asset’s rural setting at a potentially moderate
level.
Likely to have a neutral impact: Yes. The impact upon the setting of all of the other heritage assets identified would either by nil or minor and not
anticipated to be harmful. This would be on account of the distance, absence of context, intervisibility and any historic relationships (excluding Eldon
Blue House as referenced above).
Likely to have a positive impact: No
Conclusion

This Limited HIA concludes that the proposal would cause no harm to the significance (physical fabric) of any of the heritage assets identified, while the
impact upon the setting of all of the heritage assets, excluding Eldon Blue House, would either by nil or minor and neutral (no harm). The impact upon the
setting of Eldon Blue House would likely be moderate adverse.
Site Description, Context & Heritage Significance
The subject site is located on the north side of Main Road approximately 3km to the south-east of Bishop Auckland and 1.2km north of Shildon with the
smaller settlements of Old Eldon, Eldon and Coundon Grange in closer proximity to east and west respectively. It lies partly within the west Durham coalfield,
East Durham limestone plateau, central Wear valley and southern limestone escarpment landscape character areas. It is on the edge of a low plateau
consisting of gently rolling land in the east and steeply sloping land in the west modified by the existing quarry workings.
The subject site equals approximately 22.76 hectares consisting of a mixture of the existing quarry void, areas used for soils, overburden and brick-shale
storage, the screening landform planted with trees, and some areas of agricultural land. It is surrounded by agricultural land, and to the north and east land
restored from historic colliery operations. In the west beyond the woodland, are C19 and C20 residential properties at Close House / Close Street. The
existing quarry use was established in 1948, and historically the surrounding landscape was a hive of industrial activity with a number of quarries such as
Eldon Quarry, South Durham Old Quarry, Black Boy Colliery, Adelaide Colliery, brick and tile works, and coke ovens, connected by Black Boy Railway, South
Durham Railway and the Stockton and Darlington Railway. In landscape terms it has been assessed previously as being of a mixture of low and medium
landscape value.
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The subject site is generally concealed in views from the east by the geography and landscape features but is potentially more visible from vantage points to
the south and west and in long distance views further west. Previous landscape assessment identified that the existing quarry void is visually intrusive in
some of these views but is not particularly prominent overall in the wider landscape as views are generally screened by intervening ground, trees and
buildings. The assessment noted that the agricultural character of the parts of site falling outside the existing quarry workings would increase its visual effects
on the landscape character that would potentially be significant from in local views.
Within 2km of the subject site there are 2 conservation areas, Windlestone and Middridge, no scheduled monuments, and 9 listed buildings (Grade II); South
Portal of Shildon Railway Tunnel, Drinking fountain 30m southeast of entrance to recreation ground, Church of St John, Monument to Timothy Hackworth
27m north west of Church of St John, Midland Bank, War Memorial 3m north of Midland Bank, Howlish Hall, Middridge war memorial and Eldon War
memorial. There is one Park and Garden of Special Historic Interest, Windlestone Hall (Grade II listed).
Within 5km’s of the site are 5no scheduled monuments; remains of Stockton and Darlington Railway, Binchester Roman Fort, Newton Cap Bridge, Deer
Shelter in Auckland Castle Deer Park, Hillfort and Tower ill on Shackleton Beacon Hill, and 10n Grade I and 9 Grade II* listed buildings (listed additional
information).
In terms of non-designated heritage assets (NDHA), 4no key potential NDHAs lying within close proximity to the subject site have been identified; Eldon Blue
House, Old Eldon, Eldon Hall Farm, and Windlestone Grange, these relate to building/structures identifiable on the 1st edition OS map c.1856-60. There is one
locally listed park, garden and designed landscape within 2km, Windlestone Park West.
A previous archaeological assessment identified that the site has no archaeological potential. As part of work to prepare the planning application which
resulted in the extant mineral permission an archaeological assessment and a field evaluation was carried out and indicated that the possible archaeological
features which were previously identified in the Environmental Statement are not of significant interest.
Impact on Heritage Significance (including setting)
As the subject site is physically separated from all of the heritage assets identified there would be no impact on significance (physical fabric).
The open agricultural character forming part of the subject site would be fundamentally altered with the existing quarry void expanded eastwardly, that
would be visible in local and potentially some longer distance views. That being said, in heritage terms it would be anticipated that the effect upon the
settings of all of the heritage assets identified (excluding Eldon Blue House) would be either nil/minor, with the impact neutral (no harm). The land is part of
a broad agricultural landscape already heavily affected by existing and well-established quarry workings and although the adverse landscape character and
visual affect this has created would be increased, due to the distance between the subject site and the heritage assets, intervening factors of the geography,
landscape features (including areas of woodland and the existing quarries bunding), existing built development and urban infrastructure would create a
general absence of intervisibility. There are no known historic relationships, and the site does not play a role in how the heritage values of such heritage
assets are experienced, appreciated or understood in visual receptors.
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In relation to Eldon Blue House, the subject site in-part consists of agricultural land that draw closely up to the west and part of the south field boundaries
immediately adjacent to the buildings forming Eldon Blue House. They contribute positively to its setting as a group of C19 farm buildings in rural
surroundings. The proposal would result in the loss of this part of the subject sites rural landscape character likely to adversely affect the heritage assets
setting at a potentially moderate level.
Additional Information
Images

View 1 - View eastwards along Main Road towards Old Eldon, the subject site is to the left.

View 2 - View from the north west near Close House towards the existing quarry
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View 3 - View south from next to Upperthorpe House

View 4 - View from the north near Eldon Hope.
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Listed Buildings (Grade I and II* only) within 5km of the site
List Ref. Name
1121214 Middridge Grange Farmhouse
1160320 Locomotive Coaling Drops
1160327 Windlestone Hall Residential School
1160335 Soho House
1160369 Clock Tower North Of Windlestone Hall
1196444 Auckland Castle
1196445 Auckland Castle West Mural Tower And West Walls
1196446 Chapel Of St Peter At Auckland Castle
1196448 Screen Wall And Garden Walls To South And East Of Auckland Castle
1196458 Church Of St Andrew
1196576 East Deanery
1196607 11, Market Place
1292118 Newton Cap Bridge
1297529 Castle Lodge
1297550 Town Hall
1297608 Deer Shelter in Auckland Castle Park
1297645 Auckland Castle Entrance Gateway
1310628 Soho Engine Shed, originally Kilburns' warehouse
1310889 Church Of St John The Evangelist
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Grade
II*
II*
II*
II*
II*
I
I
I
I
I
I
II*
I
I
II*
I
I
II*
II*

