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SUMMARY

This report presents the results ah archaeologicabssessmenundertaken onland at the Karma Hotel, St
al NI Ay Qaz> Qomavaf @his vdrk wauhdetakpEe-planning to inform on an appropriate condition for
the development of stationing six glamping tents on a seasonal basis.

The historic backgroundotthe site and the Historic Environment Record indicate the potential for prehistoric
activity on the proposed sité. KS O A Ny OS Y S { S NEhistorigfindspgotgnpdro@akparamountif | y R
this assessment he presence of prehistoric findgluding flints and pottery near to the site illustrate the potential

for topsoil (or deeper) finds to be recovered from the site during any groundworks that beeakirfiace. Such

stray findsallude tothe presence obther archaeological features or deposits in the ar€he archaeological
potential of the site is assessedtdigh.

In terms of indirect impactshe key designated assets are all located within 450m of the site. The most significant
2F ¢ KA OKHill, igtwithyn|cf1 DMNREeof these Scheduled and undesignated assets would have direct inter
visibility with the proposed site, due to screening from woodland and topographic restrickiomgroposals can
therefore not impact upotheir settings or significance in any meaningful wAyspeculatively assigdeairn near

tothe site and listed aslpNIi 2 F GKS ¢Ayl1fSNRa |1 Aftf OSYSUSNER sl a&a yz2i
does not exist or was located within overgrown scrub outside the proposed development area, as well as possibly
lacking anysurvivinglandmark presence. The effauftthe planned development on these assets woulddral

to negligible.

Any proposed building on the site would need to be low enough not to compete with the existing tree line of the
surrounding rhododendron wooded areas so as not to encroach on friawshe cairn/lookout to the northeast,
2y C¢AY1ftSNDRa | Afto

With this in mind, the overall impact of the proposed development on the historic landscape can be assessed as
negligible. The impact of the development on the buried archaeological resource woufzkrpeanent and
irreversible should gjnificant grounndworks occurHowever no significant works are planneas part of the
proposed developmentf groundworks do occur, theseuld be mitigatedhrough an archaeological monitoring

and recordingwatching briefcondition

Noveanber2018

South West Archaeology Ltdhall retain the copyright of any commissioned reports, tender documents or other project
documents, under the Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988 with all rights reserved, excepting that it hereby provides an
exclusive licence to the client for theai®f such documents by the client in all matters directly relating to the project. The
views and recommendations expressed in this report are those of South West Archaeology Ltd. and are presented in good faith
on the basis of professional judgement andinformation available at the time of production.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

LOCATION LAND AT THKARMAHOTEL
PARISH STMARTIIGB

QOUNTY CORNWALL

NGR: SVW9157916262
PLANNINGNO. PREPLANNING

SWARCIREFR SMKHS8

1.1 PROJECBACKGROUND

This eport presents the results of an archaeologieslsesment carried out by South West
Archaeology Ltd. (SWARGC#t) land at the Karma Hotel, St Mar@®; Isles of ScillyCornwall
(Figure 1). The work was commissionedBwans Jones Ltd (The Agent) on behalf of The Karma
Group(the Client)in orderto assess any direct and indirect heritage impacts (HIA) on the settings
of nearby heritage assets and the likelihood of buriedchaeological remains that might be
affected bythe proposeddevelopment of the siteThe work was carried out in accordance with
best practee, ClIfAguidelinesandHistoric England Guidance

1.2 TOPOGRAPHICAL AKBBOLOGICABACKGROUND

The Scilly Isles are an archipelago of islandSkm westsouthwest of Cornwall. The site is
located at the west end of (i  a | ibldhd, Yritle north side of the archipelagbhe site is
located on a souttsouth-west facing slpe that becomes very steep within6Om to the rear
/east of the Karma Hotel ancl100m westnorth-west of Lower TownThe site waat a height of
c27/m AOD.

The underlying bedrock is comprisedgpénite of the Isles of Scilly Intrusi(BGS 2018 hesoils

of the areaacross the sitare the well drainedyritty loamy soils with a humose surface horizon in
places of the Moretonhampstead Associationtbe upper slopes; and the grittpamy very acid
soils with a wet peaty surface horizon of the Hexwgrfkssociation on the steep and lower slopes
(SSEW 1983).

1.3 HISTORICABACKGROUND

According to Lysons (1814) thslesof Scilly were recorded by the Greeks Hssperidesand
Cassiteridesand by the Romans &illinseand Silurcee Insuleelhe Greek namgsossibly referring

to the Islands association with the tamd some copper and lead have been found in the istands
cassiterite being associated with tih suffered a 12 century attack from the Vikings according to
the 13" century Orkneyinga Saga (Aetdon 1893)The archipelago consists of 27 rocks, islets and
islands and takes its name from a small island, less than 0.5ha originally recor&edyas

Sulley In the 1 OSy (idzZNB (GKS {OAffteée LatlyRa 6SNB W&adzm R

During the civil war the islands briefly housed and protected Prince Charles in 1645 and in 1649
the royalist Sir John Grenville fortified the islands and harasBadiamentary traders.
Parliamentarianghen took and fortified Tresco and Bryer before takingt al NE Qa® ¢ KS
were apparently garrisoned with 800 men (Lysons 1814). Inmfte11"™ century some of the

islands and all the tithes were given to monks or hermits on TreStdicholast the time).In
cumcpo GKS 1Ay3 FyR t20 /S8t8aGAy 3INFYGISR GKS
although the Earl of Cornwall maintained influence and the monks/hermits held some rights
including over certain shipwrecks. The Earl of Cornwall and the albdtavistock were called

0KS W[ 2NRa Danfinide®dly { OAf f 28 QaQT
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An undated deed names Robert de Wick as a proprietor of the Isles from the Earl and iff'the 13
century a Drugo de Barentin was governor. In the lat8 déntury and through the century

The Blanchminster family governed the Islasd werethen represented by the Coleshill familn

the late 18" century the Davers and Whittington families governed the Isles on behalf of the
Arundell family who had inherited the estate. In thed 16" century the Lord Admiral, Thomas

Lord Seymour had been proprietor on behalf of the King until he was beheaded and the Islands

went to the Duchy of Cornwall; the church lands having already been conceded to the crown after

the dissolution. The Gadphin family then governed and became the lessees of the Islands from

the Duchyfrom the mid 16' century into the 1§ century. Lysons (1814) pties that the chapke

Fd {4 alFNIAYyQa ¢gFa LINRPOlofe odAfld o0& AmE D2R2f
FYR mymn GKS LI Lzt | { A@Ly00 20€.2,368(Lysons OSl4nftie QGL1 NP & S
census the islands had a population of 2,208lthough there is some arable and pastoral
agriculture on the islands, the principle industmstorically or least inc.1800 was fishing and

making kelp. Recently tourism has become more popular across the islands.

A large number of archaeological assessments have been conducted regarding the Scilly Isles
since the late 198§ which include more historicakthils (Ratcliffe 1988; Ratcliffe & Straker 1996;
Johnset al 2004; Johns 2012 he 2012 research framework (Johns) provides a comprehensive
summary of archaeology and background for the Isles of Scilly as a whole.

{ G al Bayrt Madyns/St Martinelslec.1540) is named for the dedication of the church but

in the early 14 century had been referred to aBechiekBrethiekY S yAy 3 WGEKS LI I (
FNYakiKS AaflryR 2F LINBragRWSiI2yNRYSH QW I TNIRKYefdiifighs S y2 RNy
to the shape of the island (Watts 2004)espiteits size and the archaeological evidence to the

O2y iGNl NBZ [&&a2y&a o6mymnu Of I AYa & &entiry, dquiingted NI Ay Q:
reign of Charles Il. In 1683 a Mr Elkins baiilarge daymark tower on the east end of the island

and inc.1684 a Mr Nance introduced the process of making kelp to the islands. In 1756 St

al NOAyQa KIFIR My NBfFGISR FIEYAfASE FYR AY MyMn HC

1.4 ARCHAEOLOGICBACKGROUND

Previous archaeologicél 2 NJ] & K|l @S 06SSy O2yRdzZOGSR 2y {4 al NI
Archaeological Unit (CAWYoung 1993; Ratcliffe 1997) as well as an assessment of the early
environment of Scilly (Ratcliffe and Straker 1986y earlier servicérenching works in th mid-

1980s (Ratcliffe and Thorpe 1991Numerous other assessments and environmental surveys of
the Scilly Isles have also been conduciBuke excavatioservicesunning along the north side of
Lower Town to water storage tanks on the west side of the proposed development area revealed
a relative concentration gpottery (x8 sherds) and x2 flakes of struck flint all of a probable Late
Bronze Age date from immed&y south of the proposed development site (Youngs 1988).
1985, Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age worked (g1 fragments)was revealedrom Higher

Town to Lower Towrduring groundworkgRatcliffe and Thorpe 1991). A telecommunications
trench was exavatedat Lower Towrin 1992 (Ratcliffe 1997) revealed100m southsouth-east

of the site an early medieval Christian burial 13" century); a palaeoenvironmentally rich
medieval midden containing 013" century pottery types; and x11 possiblarl Neolithic
pieces of worked flint including an awl.

The Cornwall and Scilly Historic Environment Record (HER) lists a single Listed building within 1km
of the site, the Grade Il Listed i@entury Ashvale Farmhouse (List entry no.1141203/HER
ref.DCO2293); and eight Scheduled Ancient Bhuments (List Entry No0.1013810; 1016178;
1016179; 1018109; 101811@018111;1018112;1018113) These are within a list of 114 assets
within 1km of the site of predominantly prehistoric cairns, fisitstems andindspots (many

SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD 6
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within the scheduled Ancient Monuments), and posédieval activity associated with
settlement, field-systemsand kelp processing.

1.5 METHODOLOGY

This work was undertaken in accordance with recognised pesctice and was informed by a
conailtation response by Cornwall Archaeology Urle deskbased assessment follows the
guidance as outlined irStandard and Guidance for Archaeological ERaged Assessme(CIfA
2014) andUnderstanding Place: historic area assessméHitstoric England@L7).

The heritage impactssessmenfollows the guidance outlined irf€onservation Principles: Policies
and Guidance for the Sustainable Management of the Historic Environfgegtish Heritage
2008, The Setting of Heritage Assdtdistoric England 20),/Seeing History in the Viefgnglish
Heritage 2011)Managing Change in the Historic Environment: SetfHigtoric Scotland 206
and with reference toGuidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact AssessBieridition
(Landscape Institute 2013).

SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD
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2.0 HERITAGEMPACTASSESSMENT

2.1 HERITAGEMPACTASSESSMENTOVERVIEW

The purpose of a heritage impact assessment is twofold: Firstly, to understamsbfar as is

reasonably practicable and in proportion to the importance of the asstte significance of a

historic building, complex, area, monument or archaeologicalsiteK S WK SNA Gl 3S | 4& S
to assess the likely effect of a proposed development on the heritage asset (direct impact) and/or

its setting (indirect impact). The methodology employed in this assessment is based on the
approach outlined in the releva Department of Transport (DoT) guidance (DMRB vol.11;
WEBTAG), used in conjunction with the ICOMOS (2011) guidance and the staged approach
advocated inThe Setting of Heritage AssefSPA3 Historic England 2015). The methodology
employed in this assessmican be found in Appendik

2.2 NATIONAIPOLICY

General policy and guidance for the conservation of the historic environment are now contained
within the National Planning Policy Framewoi®epartment for Communities and Local
Government 2018). The relenaguidance is reproduced below:

Paragraph 189

In determining applications, local planning authorities should require the applicant to describe the
significance of any heritage assets affected, including the contribution made by their setting. The
level F RSOl AfT aK2dZ R 0S LINBLRNIAZ2YIFGS G2 GKS I aa
understand the potential impact of the proposal on their significance. As a minimum the relevant
historic environment record should be consulted and the heritaggeta assessed using
appropriate expertise where necessary. Where a site on which a development is proposed includes

or has the potential to include heritage assets with archaeological interest, local planning
authorities should require developers to subam appropriate desbkased assessment and, where
necessary, a field evaluation.

Paragraph 190

Local planning authorities should identify and assess the particular significance of any heritage

asset that may be affected by a proposal (including by dewsop affecting the setting of a

heritage asset) taking account of the available evidence and any necessary expertise. They should

take this assessment into account when considering the impact of a proposal on a heritage asset,

to avoid or minimise conflidd S 6 SSy GKS KSNAGFAS FaasiQa O2ya:
proposal.

A further key document is the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, in
particular section 66(1), which providstatutory protectionto the setting of Listé buildings:

In considering whether to grant planning permission for development which affects a listed
building or its setting, the local planning authority or, as the case may be, the Secretary of State
shall have special regard to the desirability ofgerving the building or its setting or any features

of special architectural or historic interest which it possesses.

2.3 LocalPoLicy

Policy 24Historic Environmerit The Cornwall Local Plan: Strategic Policies 20BDmakes the
following statement:

SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD 9
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All development proposals should be informed by proportionate historic environment assessments
and evaluations... identifying the significance of all heritage assets that would be affected by the
proposals and the nature and degree of any affects and detating how, in order of
preference, any harm will be avoided, minimised or mitigated.

DNBI G 6SAIKG gAfft 0SS AABSYy G2 GKS O2yaSNDIGA2y
significance of a designated or ndesignated heritage asset must basfified... In those

exceptional circumstances where harm to any heritage assets can be fully justified, and the
development would result in the partial or total loss of the asset and/or its setting, the applicant

will be required to secure a programmeretording and analysis of that asset, and archaeological
excavation where relevant, and ensure the publication of that record to an appropriate standard

in public archive.

2.4 STRUCTURE @SSESSMENTDIRECT ANINDIRECIMPACTS

This assessment is brokenvdo into two main sections. Section 3.0 addressesdinect impactof

the proposed developmerite. the physical effect the development may have on heritage assets
within, or immediately adjacent to, the development site. Designated heritage assets doser c

to a site are a known quantity, understood and addressed viaddsgn and access statement

and other planning documents. Robust assessment, however, also requires a clear understanding
of the value and significance of tterchaeologicalpotential of a site. This is achieved via the
staged process of archaeological investigation detailed in Section 3.0. Section 4.0 assesses the
likely effect of the proposed development on known and quantified designated heritage assets in
the local area. In this inst&e the impact is almost always indirect i.e. the proposed development
impinges on thesetting of the heritage asset in question, and does not have a direct physical
effect.

SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD 10
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DIRECTMPACTS

3.1

3.2

STRUCTURE OF ASSES8ME

For the purposes of this assessment, thieect effectof a development is taken to be its direct
physical effect on the buried archaeological resource. In most instances the effect will be limited
to the site itself. However, unlike designated heritagseds (see Section 4.0) the archaeological
potential of a site, and the significance of that archaeology, must be quantified by means of a
staged programme of archaeological investigation. Sect®gs.3 examine the documentary,
cartographic and archaedjical background to the site; Secti@¥ details the results othe
walkover survey undertakerSection & summarises this information in order to determine the
significance of the archaeology, the potential for harm, and outlines mitigationegfies a
appropriate. Appendix tletails the methodology employed to make this judgement.

CARTOGRAPHIQEVELOPMENT

3.2.1  GRAEMESPENCE MAP OH792

The earliestaccurate cartographic source available to this staiywing the #e is Graeme
{ LISy O0SQa adeddd Sdily o2 IIFigkeR). This shows théey sites and landmarks of
{G al NIAyQa
It shows no depiction of trackways or field systems and was more focused on navigation between
the islands as opposed to on theifhe steep ridge at the edge of the site that leads down to the
coastal zone and the hotel is clearly denoted and the landrofigkcairn andt A y' 1 £ S teXbé
north of the site. § does not show any structures or landmark features at the site or location of
the existing Karma Hotel.

F.. o7 \
‘s -
7 YO : Eall. E

HGURE2: EXTRACT FROM THE92 GRAEMESPENCE SURVEY MAPTBESCILLMSLESTHE APPROXIMATE SIDEATION IS
INDICATED

SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD 11
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3.2.2 MID18™CENTURY MAPPING

Tithe maps and apportionments fronil847 were prepared for the Isles of Scilly, although much

of the Islesvere not subject to the tithe survey. Trestoy R { i al NBE Q& 6SNB Ay Of d
single large plot that was owned by the Prince of Wadeas the Duke of Cornwall and

f SFaSRk200dzLJASR o6& ! dzadzalidza { YAGKD® 21 fGSNI / 22L
(Figure 3)enotes the location of§ S (G KNBS @Attt 3Sa 2y {G al NIAYyQ
Town and implying that Lower Town is along two parallel streets miginkings one above the

other. There is very little detail on this mapping.

o 4 ‘ N =
; . QL\ *‘.A,,;S:,'f;m)
. ) » B v - sl g - -

HGURB3: EXTRACT FROWHEBEAUTIFUISLETS (BRITAINIB57; THEAPPROXIMATIOCATION OF THEE IS INDICATED

3.2.3 ORDNANCBURVEWAPPING

The 1889first edition Ordnance Survey (OS) mégigure 4)gives a detailed depiction of St
al NIAyQa &aK2g A y-BaysSmdds, buildingsKaBdRarcha®olixjicsl and topographic
landmarks such as theamulion ¢ A y | f SThE site is 4hbwin as rough unenclosed ground
between footpaths leading from the e end of Lower Townto A y | f SN A y | A B.NDE t 2 )
The footpath along the westouth-west edge of the site runs along the edge of very steep ground
shown as a long field with slight curved boundaries. On the swet$t of this field/slope is a
dashed-squared off parcel of land in the approximate location of the current hotel, at the south
end ofwhich is depicted two buildingsith a possible shed near the middle of the arégamuli

are depicted to the nortkeast of the site, including a benchark at a high vantage pointA
possible cairn earthwork is depicted just to the east of the proposed site.
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FGURE: EXTRACT FROM TBRDNANCEURVEW® EDITIONGINCH SERIEES89 MAP(NLS) THEAPPROXIMATE LOCATION
OF THEISEIS INDICATED
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The second editiorOS map, 1908 (Figure Shows general continuity with the first edition
regarding the landscape of the site and to its north, and of the development of Lower Town. The
field system along the route between Lower Town and Middle Town has been extended north
wards and appears to ra been increased or improved along the south side of the rouag.

The buildings in the location of the current hotel appear to have been removed and some field
boundaries in this area have been added. The site itself remains unchanged; showing nesfeatur
or structures.

Subsequent OS mapping shows continuity through most of th® @tury. OS mapping
published in 1963ncludesk | O K dhiitléndte the steep slope on the wesbuth-west side of

the proposed development area and to the rear of where turrent hotel will be built. The 1980

OS mapping includes two notable chandistly the earthwork just east of the proposed sight on
earlier mapping is no longer depicted; and secondly, although the current hotel has still not been
built a track has &en developed that runs along the rear of the property, at the foot of the steep
slope southwest along the southwest boundary of the proposed site.
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3.24  SATELLITBMAGERY

Recentsatellite imagery from 2005 to the present shows continuity across the site regarding its
modern developments. An image from 2005 (Figure 6) shows the site and assdeiatiechs

with the most clarity.The image from 2005hows the modern Karma Hotel to the wesiuth-

west of the proposed development site and a network of pathways about the proposed
development areaThe westsouthhwest boundary of the area is defined bynamber of large

plastic water tanks and other than the north side of the development area the site is ostensibly
ddzZNNR dzy RSR o6& KSI@Ateée $g22RSR af2L5ad ¢KS LINRYA
visible to the eashorth-east of the site. Amall structure/hut is visible in the wooded area to the

east of the site, on the north side of Lower Town.
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3.3 ARCHAEOLOGICBACKGROUND

A limited amount of intrusive archaeological investigation has been carried @lbse proximity

to the site, including immediately soutliest of the site in the location of some wat@mks

These previous archaeological workesar to the site were the monitoring of service trenches by
Cornwall Archaeological Unit (CAU) (Ratcliffe and Thorpe 1991; Young 1993; Raitcliffe 1997). The
excavation of a watepipe trench running along the north side of Lower Town to water storage
tankson the west side of the proposed development area revealed a relative concentration of
pottery (x8 sherds) and x2 flakes of struck flint all of a probable Late Bronze Age date from
immediately south of the proposed development site (Youngs 1993). In 1885 Neolithic/Early

Bronze Age worked flinc@1 fragments) was revealed from Higher Town to Lower Town during
groundworks (Ratcliffe and Thorpe 1991). A telecommunications trench was excavated from
Higher Town to Lower Town in 1992 (Ratclif897). At Lower Towrt.100m southsouth-east of

the site, this trench revealed; an early medieval Christian buriaf™-{Bf' century); a
palaeoenvironmentally rich medieval midden containind1I3" century pottery types; and x11
possible Early Neotitc pieces of worked flint including an awl. Awls are reported to ostensibly
KFEgS | LINRf2y3ISR &aA3IYATAOIASOS nudher ofl éndronfnedtalf £ & Q&
based surveysRatcliffe & Straker 1996Camidgeet al 2010; Marshall & Roberts 201B and
archaeological assessmemoviding historical and archaeological backgrohagte been written

for the Isles of ScillyRatcliffe 1988; Ratcliffe & Straker 1996; Jokhsl 2004; Johns 20%12a

military defence survey EC0O3§19
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The Cornwall an&cilly Historic Environment Record (HER) records 114 assets within 1km of the
site (see Figure7 and 8;and Table 1), with 39 assets within 0.5km of the.slteese illustrate the
historical and archaeological development and context of the site.

3.3.1 PREHISTOR#D00BG AD43

Thee is a lot of evidence for prehistoric activity within 1km of the site. Thsoistly made up of

cairns withini KS { OKSRdzZ SR ! yOA Sy (i buat alsbdnrl&igsievidenée of A y 1 SN
field-systems, settlement and fisgots.¢ KSNBE ' NB Ll2aairofte aS@Sy . NByY
Hill MC031612; MCO031613; MCO0O31614; MCO031615; MC031616; MCO31617; MCO31618),
which constitute a cemetery (MCO31611). Apart from the speculative cairn nearest the proposed

site (MC0O31618), allfahese cairns are in fagood condition.Within 0.5km of the site are four
findspotsincluding flint tools and Bronze Age to Iron Age pottery, two of which are adjacent to

the proposed site(MCO30810; MCO3081WMCO30860 MCO31468 A Bronze Age hut ciecl
(MCO031098) is listed to the west of the site. Within 0.5km of the site also is a probable prehistoric
field-system on Trean (MCO31854) amgrehistoric or Roman8ritish field system on the east

AARS 2F ¢AY1fSNR& | Aff da/ homcmpdd

3.3.2 ROMANGBRITISHAD43¢ AD409

Thee are no Roman®ritish assets recorded on the H&Rhin 0.5km of the site, but the nearest
assets are a fieldystem to the east (MCO31025) and a cist cemetery to the seash
(MCO30859)

3.3.3 EARLYMEDIEVAAD410¢ AD1065

Early Medieval assetgecorded on the HERear to the site include settlement evidence near/at
Lower Town including a grave, midden and f&ydtems mostly revealed during earlier
archaeological monitoring (MC0O30814; MCO30815; MCO30816; MCO30838); and to the west of
the sitea possible fielssystem and a submerged structure (MCO41918; MCO41919).

3.3.4 MEDIEVAAD1066- AD1540
Medieval sites recorded on the HERar to the site include a granite cresset stone from Middle
Town (MCO31536)nd possiblythe remains of a quay to the wesf the site (MC0O31097).

3.3.5 POSTMEDIEVAL ANMIODERM\D 1540 PRESENT

Approximately 15 assets within 0.5km of the site listed on the HER ararfeoétval to Modern

in date. These are predominantly field systems, although some may have Medieval origins
(MCO®522; MCO41919 kelp pits (MCO30813MCO3161)) Three wells MC030232;
MCO30811; MCO30835)ie remains of two boat houses (MC0O31100; MC031101; MCO31597);
findspots including mill stones (MCO30886C031099); and a ruined quay (MC0O31598).

3.3.6 UNDATED

Threeundated features areecorded wihin the search area on the HER; a dubious occupation
A&A0S o6al/honmyp0uZ | RNEB adz2yS g+ttt 6al/hontcnd |
identified on aerial photography (MCO41917).
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TABLEL: TABLE OF NEARHEFRITAGE ASSEBSRNWALHER).

No. MonUID Name Summary Period Designated
Asset
BARNACLE ROCK| A possibléurial chamber is
1 | MCO30168| Bronze Age listed by Russell; there are no | Prehistoric -
entrance grave remains.
BUTTER PORTH | An old land surface exposed by
2 MC0O30223| Prehistoric sea erosion west of Butter Porthl Prehistoric -
occupation site
EAST PORTH Remains of a boulder wall at
Prehistoric field high water mark averaging 2.0n S
3 | MCO30508 system wide and 0.3m high and 21.5m Prehistoric i
long.
EAST PORTH An old land surface exposed in
4 | MCO30523 Prehistoric findspot| the intertidgl zone-in 1993, _ Prehistoric i
together with 72 pieces of flint
andpotsherds.
GREAT BAY A storm exposed a length of wa
5 | MCO30557| Bronze Age in the sandy cliff face at Great Prehistoric -
occupation site Bay.
GREAT BAY A hammerstone from an Iron o
6 | MCO30559 Prehistoric findspot| Age hut at Great Bay. Prehistoric )
GREAT BAY A section of walling discovered
7 | MCO30558 Prehistoric hut in the dune face, possibly the Prehistoric -
circle remains of a hut.
GREAT BAY Loose granite stones on an old
Prehistoric land surface an@®ronze Age and
8 | MCO30560| occupation site Iron Age remains recorded Prehistoric -
nearby, suggest the site of
prehistoric occupation.
GREAT HIL:L An entrance grave, 6.5m
9 | MCO30584| Bronze Age diameter by 1.4m high. Prehistoric SAM
entrance grave
GREAT HIL:L A ruined entrance grave, 7.5m
10 | MCO30585| BronzeAge diameter, formed by a kerb of Prehistoric SAM
entrance grave massive slabs, mostly fallen.
GREAT HILL The remains of an oval hut or
11 | Mco30586| Prehistoric hut possibly a cairn, 2.5m by 1.7m.| prehistoric -
circle
KIPPER CARN Three single stone walls
Prehistoric field averaging 0.5m wide and 0.5m
12 | MCO30726| system high, consisting of boulders withi Prehistoric SAM
some orthostats and natural
rocks.
KIPPER CARN A hut circle, 4.5nacross and
13 | MCO30727| Prehistoric hut 7.0m overall diameter. Prehistoric SAM
circle
KIPPER CARN Remains of a hut circle, 6.0m by
14 | Mco30725| Prehistoric hut 4.0m with walling up to 1.0m Prehistoric SAM
circle high.
KNACKYBOY CAIR KnackyboyCairn entrance grave
15 | MCO30756| - Bronze Age - excavations in 1912-qnd 1947 Prehistoric SAM
entrance grave produced large quantities of BA
pottery.
SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD.
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KNACKYBOY CAR| A tiny borerneedle found in a
16 | MCO30759| Mesolithic findspot | pocket of worked flints in a rock| Prehistoric -
cleft at Knackyboy.
KNACKYBOY CAR| A field system of low banks and
17 | MC0O30757| Prehistoric field lynchets is visible on the hill Prehistoric -
system surrounding Knackyboy Cairn.
LAWRENCES BAY| Possible site of cists recorded b
18 | MCO30762| Prehistoric cist Crawford and Troutbeck; no Prehistoric -
remains.
LAWRENCES BRJ An occupation site investigated
-Bronze Age cup | by O'Neil in 1950. A site visit in
19 | MC0O30763 marked stone, 1988 revealed nsurviving Prehistoric -
Bronze Age remains.
occupation site
5 M 284 LITTLE BABronze | Part of a field system associate Prehistori AM
0 CO3078 Age field system with the hut settlement. renistoric S
LITTLE BA¥Bronze | The remains of an oval hut
Age hut circle excavated by th®'Neils, a ] ]
21 | MCO30783 component of a larger complex Prehistoric SAM
of buildings.
LITTLE BAYBronze | The remains of four huts and ar
22 | MCO30782| Age hut circle associated field system. Prehistoric SAM
LITTLE BAY An area of workedlints at Little . )
23 | MCO3078Y prenistoric findspot| Bay. Prehistoric -
LOWER TOWN A small assemblage of late
Bronze Age Bronze Age / early Iron Age o
24 | MCO30817| fingspot, Iron Age | artefacts, found during trenchind Prehistoric -
findspot work in 1993.
LOWER TOWN A concentration of flints
Neolithiclithic recovered from fields at Lower o
25 | MCO30812 scatter, Bronze Agg Town during SWEB trenching. | Prehistoric -
lithic scatter
LOWER TOWN A flint scraper found in the roots
26 | MCc030810 Prehistoric findspot| of an upturned tree after a Prehistoric -
winter gale in 1979.
NECK OF THE PO{ A flint scraper and a flake were
27 | MCO30860| - Prehistoric found in the rab layer within the| Prehistoric -
findspot cliff face at Neck of the Pool.
NECK OF THE PO{ Apossible flint awl found on the
- Prehistoric surface of the beach in the S
28 | MCO30861 findspot intertidal zone at Neck of the Prehistoric i
Pool in 1991.
PERNAGIE Nine flints found at Pernagie. o
29 | MCO31077| prahistoric findspot Prehistoric -
PERNAGIE CARN | Possible remains of an entrancg
30 | MCO31080| Bronze Age grave or a rock shelter. Prehistoric SAM
entrance grave
POINT OF FIELDS| Remains of three huts on the
31 | MCcO31098| Bronze Age hut beach found in 1978. Prehistoric -
circle

SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD
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ST HELENS PORT]| A possible flint scraper was
32 | MC031453| Prehistoric findspot| found on the surface of the Prehistoric -
beach in St Helen's Porth.
ST MARTINS Worked flints, including tools
Neolithic findspot, | and cores, collected from
33 | MCO31463 Bronze Age trenches dug by SWEB during | prehistoric -
findspot 1985.
TEAN Prehistoric | Unprovenanced worked flints
34 | MCO31541| findspot from Tean, now at the Isles of | prehistoric -
Scilly museum.
TEAN Prehistoric | The fragmentary remains of hut
35 | MCO31540 hut circle circles and field walls. Prehistoric SAM
settlement
THE COVE A large, possibly flint,
36 | MCO31557| Prehistoric findspot| hammerstone found at The Prehistoric -
Cove.
TINKLERS HH.L One of a group of seven cairns
Bronze Age cairn | on Tinkler's Hill, site 'G' is
recorded byRussell but was not
37 | MCO31618 found by the OS, who consider | Prehistoric -
that there is no cairn here.
TINKLERS HH.L One of a group of seven cairns
Bronze Age cairn | on Tinkler's Hill, site 'D" is a scru o
38 | MCO31615 covered caim, 10m diameter an| Prehistoric SAM
1.0m high.
TINKLERS HH.L One of a group of seven cairns
Bronze Age cairn | on Tinkler's Hill, site 'C" is a scru
39 | MCO31614 covered cairn, 10m in diameter | p anistoric SAM
and 1.0m high, abutting a low
bank.
TINKLERS HH.L One of a group of seven cairns
40 | MCO31613 Bronze Ageairn on Tinkler's Hill, site 'B' is a cair Prehistoric SAM
8.5m in diameter and 0.5m high
TINKLERS HH.L One of a group of seven cairns
Bronze Age cairn | on Tinkler's Hill, site 'E' is a scrU
covered cairnl4m in diameter o
41 | MCO31616 and 0.8m hlgh surrounded by a Prehistoric SAM
'horse-shoe’ of very large stones
TINKLERS HH_L One of a group of seven cairns
Bronze Age cairn | on Tinkler's Hill, site 'F'is
42 | MCO31617 recorded on the OS map of 190 pyepistoric | SAM
but is now a holén the ground.
TINKLERS HH_L A group of seven cairns recordg
43 | MCO31611| Bronze Age cairn | as tumuli on the 1908 OS map.| prehistoric SAM
cemetery
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TINKLERS HH.L One of a group of seven cairns
Bronze Age on Tinkler's Hill, site 'A' is an
44 | MCO31612 €ntrance grave entrance grave which was Prehistoric SAM
excavated by O'Neil in 1950.
TINKLERS HH.L Field walls on the east side of
Prehistoric field Tinkler's Hill form an irregular o
45 | MCO31619| system, Romano | pattern suggesting an early Prehistoric SAM
British field system | origin.
TOP ROGK Remains of a hut exposed in th¢
Prehistoric hut cliff face, with pottery, flint histori
46 | MCO31656 circle flakes, bowl quern and saddle Prehistoric )
quern rubber.
TOP ROCK HH.L | A cairn, 6.0m in diameter and ) )
47 | MCO31664 Bronze Ageairn 0.8m high. Prehistoric SAM
TOP ROCK HH.L | A feature recorded on the 1908
Bronze Age cairn | OS map is likely to be associate
48 | MC0O31663 with the field system, rather Prehistoric SAM
than being a cairn.
49 | Mcosi6s1 TOPROCK HiILL A feature recorded on the 1908 Prehistori SAM
Bronze Age cairn | OS map as a kistuaen. rehistoric
TOP ROCK HHLL | A cairn, 6.0m diameter and 0.8r
Bronze Age high, with a subrectangular o
50 | MCO31662 entrance grave chamber within the centre of thg Prehistoric SAM
mound.
TOP ROCK HH.L | A substantial ditch and bank,
Iron Age bank roughly 10m wide and 2.5m o
51 | MCO31659 (earthwork) high, runs from Little Bay to Prehistoric -
Porth Seal.
TOP ROCK HH.L | The north part of 82 hectare
52 | MCcO31658 Prehistoric field field system extending along thg prehistoric SAM
system unenclosed coastal strip.
TOP ROCK HH.L | Area of prehistoric field system
Prehistoric field surviving across the western hal
system of a low headland extending
53 | MC0O41915 from a summit knoll at the soutt] Prehistoric SAM
of Pernagie.
TOP ROCK HHLL | A flint scraper and a putative
54 | MCO31666| Prehistoric findspot| flint blade orarrowhead, found | prehistoric -
by O'Neil.
TOP ROCK HH.L | A hut 6.0m diameter enclosed b
55 | MCO31665/ Prehistoric hut a bank of stones 3.0m across. | prehistoric SAM
circle
TOP ROCK VALLE| A hut circle found by Tangye,
Prehistoric hut part of an extensive field systen
56 | MCO31667| circle and probable domestic buildingy Prehistoric SAM
buried by sand.
SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD.
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WEST BROAD A group of possible hut circles,
LEDGEBronze Age| visible as a complex of seawee(
57 | MCO31772| hut circle covered circular features at 2.01  prehistoric -
below lower spring tide.
WEST PORTFH A cairn in West Porth, visible at
58 | MCO31775| Bronze Age cairn | half tide, 14.5m diameter and Prehistoric SAM
1.3m high.
WEST PORTH Walls averaging 0.6m wide and
Prehistoric field 0.5m high, forming part of a fielg
59 MCO31774 System System at West Porth. Prehistoric SAM
WEST PORTFH Lithic scatter found in West
60 | Mco31781 Prehistoric lithic Porth. Prehistoric -
scatter
YELLOW CARN The possible remains of a stong
Prehistoric field hedge; identified by the OS as & o
61 | MCO31854| system number of naturally placed Prehistoric SAM
blocks of stone.
YELLOW RO€EK Gold bracelet, of Bean Down
62 | MCO31855 Bronze Age type, dating to c90&/00BC. Prehistoric -
findspot
YELLOW ROCK A cremation urn was found by
63 | MCc031856 CARN Bronze Age | Lewis in a natural cleft in the Prehistoric -
findspot rocks near Yellow Rock Carn.
YELLOW ROCK A granite mullewas found in
64 | Mco31858 CARN Prehistoric | fields below Yellow Rock Carn. | prehistoric -
findspot
EAST PORTFH A midden composed of limpet
Romano British and other shells, pottery, animal
65 | MCO30511 midden flsh and bird boneg, stone Romano )
objects, Roman coins and a British
bronze buckle.
EAST PORTFH A multiperiod settlement on the
Romano British west side of East Porth.
66 | MCO30510 Settlement, Early Romano i
Medieval British
settlement
NECK OF POOL | A cist cemetery recorded by
67 | MCO30859 Romano British Troutbeck. Ror.n.ano -
cemetery British
PARSONAGE FIEY A length of wall, 1.8m wide, with
Romano British a wellbuilt inner face of large Romano
68 | MCO31025| gccupation site horizontal stones. ” -
British
PARSONAGE FIEY The probableemains of a hut
69 | MCO31026] Romano British circle, excavated by O'Neil in Romano ]
occupation site 1952. British
SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD.
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YELLOW ROCK A cist, 1.2m long by 0.3m deep,
70 | Mco31857| CARN Romano found by Lewis in 1946. Romano
British cist British
EAST PORTHarly | Cistgraves of Christian aspect
71 | Mco30513| Medieval cemetery | built soon after the C5/C6 Early
occupation. Medieval
EAST PORTHarly | Remains of a building, probably
Medieval chapel the chapel of St Theona, possib Early
72 | MCO30515 re-used as a cowshed in the C1|  pedieval
EAST PORTHarly | The stone chapel at East Porth
Medieval chapel could postdate an earlier Early
73 | MCO30514 wooden structure on the same |  \edieval
site.
EAST PORTHRarly | A stonewalled and probably
Medieval hut circle | originallysub-rectangular hut Early
74 | MCO30512 built partly above an earlier Medieval
midden.
LOWER TOWN An early Christian grave
Early Medieval uncovered by the south side of Early
75 | MCO30816| grave the road at Lower Town during | ;e qieval
trenching in 1992.
LOWER TOWN A rich early medieval midden
Early Medieval and a small concentration of
76 | MCO30815 midden, Medieval | C18C16 pottery, found during Equy
midden SWEB trenching in 1992. Medieval
LOWER TOWN The site of a C1CQ16 settlement
Early Medieval indicated by the discovery of a
27 | Mco30814 settlement, midden, a grave and pottery on Ea_rly
Medieval the south side of Lower Town. | Medieval
settlement
MIDDLE TOWN HIl| The find of an enamelled broocl
- Early Medieval dated to the midC7C8 led to
78 | MCO30838 field system the excavation of two field walls Ea_rly
buried in dune sand. Medieval
ST MARTINSEarly | Stone field walls are visible on
Medieval field aerial photographs (p1) and
79 | MCO41919 boundary, Post were plotted as part othe NMP. Ea_rly
Medieval field Medieval
boundary
ST MARTINSEarly | The remains of a small structure
Medieval structure | approx 16m by 8.0m and
80 | Mco41918 partially submerged, are visible Early
on aerial photos. Medieval
SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD.
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TEAN Early A small structure, approx 6.0m
Medieval farm by 3.0m and roofless, is visible Early
81 | MCO41914 pyilding,Early on air photos. Medieval SAM
Medieval building
EAST PORTH The settlement at East Porth wa
Medieval re-occupied briefly in the late _
82 | MCO30516| gccupation site C12 or C13. Medieval -
KNACKYBOY CAIR Pottery found around Knackybo
- Medieval findspot | Cairn and has been identified a
83 | MCO30758 C12 cooking pots of Sandy Lan Medieval )
Style 2.
MIDDLE TOWN A granite cresset stone is built
84 | Mco31536 Medieval findspot | into a field wall SW of Middle Medieval .
Town.
POINT OF FIELDS| The Lshaped lowest surviving
Medieval quay, course of a ruined quay recorde _
85 | MCO31097| post Medieval quay on the 1888 OS map. Medieval -
TEAN Medieval A small flat slab with a deep
socketed stone, socket on its upper surface,
86 | Mcouaa763 PostMedieval situated on a small headland Medieval }
socketed stone between West and East Porth.
EAST PORTFIRost | A late C18 farmhouse and
87 | Mco30519 Medieval outbuildings, 8.2m long and Post I .
farmhouse 3.7m wide internally. Medieva
EAST PORTIRost | The remains of a field system
88 | MCO30522| Medieval field exposed at HWM on the south " qust I SAM
system east side of East Porth. edieva
EAST PORTIRost | A house said thave been built
Medieval house by the Nance family in the late Post
89 | MCO30518 C17, overlaying a Romaitish |  pedieval -
midden.
EAST PORTIRost | A large boulder with an iron
90 | MCO30521| Medieval mooring | mooring ring in the top of it. Post ]
bollard Medieval
EASPORTHPost | Remains of a quay just below
Medieval quay high water mark, averaging 2.0 Post
91 | MCO30509 wide and visible for a length of |  \edieval SAM
22m.
GREAT HI:IPost | A ruined barn probably
Medieval farm associated with the C1819 Post
92 | MCO30587| puilding farmhouse on the west side of |  \edieval SAM
East Porth.
GREAT HIk:IPost | A pump house recorded on the
93 | MCO30588| Medieval pump OS maps of 1890 and 1908. Post SAM
house Medieval
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LOWER OWN- A group of four kelp pits eroding
94 | MCO30813| Post Medieval kelp | out of the dune face south west Post .
pit of Lower Town. Medieval
LOWER TOWN A stonelined well, visible on the
Post Medieval well | surface as a square setting of Post
95 | MCO30811 granite slabs withgranite lintels. |  \jedieval -
MIDDLE TOWN Three millstones are set into
96 | MCco30836| Post Medieval cement. PQSt -
findspot Medieval
MIDDLE TOWN A handpump on top of the well
97 | Mco30835| Post Medieval well | in a garden at Middle Town. Post -
Medieval
PERNAGIEPost A ruined building set amongst
98 | McoO31079| Medieval building | the postmedieval field system Post ]
at Pernagie. Medieval
PERNAGHPost A remnant postmedieval field
Medieval field system at Pernagien the north Post
99 | MCO31078 system west side of Top Rock Hill. Medieval -
POINT OF FIELDS| Remains of a boathouse 10m
100 | Mco31100| Post Medieval boat| long and 3.0m wide. Post .
house Medieval
POINT OF FIELDS| The remains of a building which
Post Medieval boat| is probably a boathouse, Post
101 | MCO31101] house recorded by Tangye in 1987. Medieval -
POINT OF FIELDS| Postmedieval pot sherds, bottle
Post Medieval glass and clay pipe fragments, Post
102 | MCO31099| findspot found in the cliff face. Medieval -
ST MARTINSC19 | A midC19 farmhouse Post
103 | MCO>57987 farmhouse incorporating older elements. Medieval I
ST MARTINSPost | A trackway is visible as a ditch ¢ Post
104 | MCO41916| Medieval trackway | aerial photos. Medieval -
STMARTINSPost | A granite well with two sets of
105 | MC0O30232| Medieval well 14 steps leading down to it. Post -
Medieval
TEAN Post The remains of a poshedieval
Medieval field field system associated with the|
106 | MCO31542 System C19 farmstead on the west side Post SAM
of East Porth. Medieval
THE PORTHPost | Old photographs show
Medieval boat boathouses (gig sheds) at The Post
107 | MCO31597| house Porth; there are now no Medieval -
remains.
SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD.
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THE PORTHPost | A ruined quay, revealed after
Medieval quay sand shifted during the severe Post
108 | MCO31598 storms of January 1990. Medieval -
TINKLERS HH.L A postmedieval kelgburning pit
Post Medieval kelp | situated on the coastal margin 3 Post
109 | MCO31610| pjt the foot of the western slope of | \jedieval SAM
Tinkler's Hill.
WEST PORTHRost | A kelp pit lying on the low cliff
110 | Mco31780| Medieval kelp pit | edge, 1.4m in diameter by 0.6m|  POst SAM
deep. Medieval
ST MARTINS A series of three parallel linear
Modern structure | features, visible on air photos,
111 | MCO41998 likely to be visible sections of Modern -
modern power cable.
BLACK PORTH A doubtful occupation site in the
112 | MCO30185| Undated cliff faceon the east side of Blag Unknown -
occupation site Porth.
KNACKYBOY CAR| A drystone wall, constructed of
113 | Mco30760 Undated wall beach boulders, comprising Unknown i
three courses standing 1.0m
high and 0.5m wide.
114 | MCO41917 ST MARTIN—S A ;mall plt,z}.Om diameter, Unknown i
Undated pit visible on air photos.
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3.4 ARCHAEOLOGICRDTENTIAL ANIMPACTSUMMARY

3.41 STEMISIT

The site lies withiran area of rhododendron woodland on a sowbuth-west facing slope. This

slope rises up moderately and gradually to the north and drops away suddenly to the south and
southwest. A series of overgrown trackways/footpathsiralongside and between parts of the

proposed site. The rhododendron growth is sporadic to the north of the site, which is otleerwis
covered in dense gorsep to the height ofc.1.50m; as this slope levelled out to the north and
north-east the gorse becafy &8 K2 NIISNJ I yR G KS ONBail,isdverddiny { f SND
ankleshin length gorse and rough shrubs. The proposedletbpment areas are specifically

located within an area of dense ddodendron woodland that coverthe steeper parts of té

aft2LS FTNRBY C¢CAYylftSNDRDa | Aff R2gy G2 GKS K2GSft 3z |
rhododendron woodlanalso extendso the east of the site.

The site is within open scrub and woodland and any boundaries are topological, floral or the man
made footpaths: the north boundary of the site is footpaths before dense gorse, the south-a man
made water tank depository against a steep slope covered in rhododendron, and the west
boundary dense gorse and rhododendron.

Despite the rhododendron, the praged locations of the development (tents) were accessible as
the flora allowed for the ground to be seen within the canopy of the foliage once one crept within
the bushes. In each approximate location of the tents there were no visible earthworks

Eastand north of the proposed developments, where the gorse coverage becomes thicker no
obvious earthworks could be seen; some known cairns were visible under similar coverage as
undulations in the landscapé ¥ dzNJi K S NJ y 2 NJi,kout B i¢ pogsitaythiatim®mdodrly | A £ £ 0
surviving features or low walls/banks associated with field systemdd not have been visible

given the gorse These speculative areas are, however, outside the footprint of the proposed
developments.

The water tanks on the wesbuthwest side of the proposed development are within an area of
already disturbed/terraced ground; topsoil having been @ugay and banked up as a boundary

on the northside of the water tanks. These and notable water pipes and ostensible drains across
the area around the site indicate that the site would already have access to amenities without
much further disturbance/groundworks.

Views from the site are limited by screening from rhododendron to the south, seast and

south-east and limited by the topogphy of the slope to the north. Were the views southward

y20 20a0dz2NBR 06& GNBS& yR 0dzaKSa 2yS O2dzZ R KI @
al NBQazx K2gSOSNI | ff G0 &dzOK I RAaGlIyOS GKFG R
importance would be impossible. Any intervisibility between the site and known archaeological
FSIHGdzNBa 2y ¢Ay1fSNRa | Aff ¢g2dzdZd R 2yfe& 06S I FF2N]
rhododendron (up to two stories) or the surrounding flora was remed.

An existing wooded hut to the east of the proposed development and situated in a similar locale

was almostnvisible until one was upon iand it had a deck area thatover2 2 { SR G KS { OAf
the south.It had no affect on nearby historical/archaegical assetdVhen near the beach on the
a2dziK AARS 27F {0 al NIiA ymtwas o&asiuibiisieTdepandisy oy | NI I
light conditions as a subtle featurgvhich would not be visible at a much greater distance. It is
possible thatthe proposed development will have a lesser landscape presence than this when in
operation, as well as being seasonal.
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The character of the landscaps generally very open, but the site is in a zone that is very
enclosed by flora and restricted to thewgb by human development and steep slopafiowing

for a sense of serene isolation in an otherwise open landscébe slope and height of the site

both shield it from views to the north, but provide potentially pleasant views to the south while
maintaining a sense of isolation. In the steurrent state it has no interisibility with any assets

or features in the wider landscape, but one is only a s@nlerow from a path or vantage point

that allows views to the south and souttest, oraveryshortivf { (2 GKS [/ FANya 2y

3.4.2  ETTINGF THE SITE

The site liesontheouthg S& i SR3IS 2 F10GmAsguihweSt Nflthé Schekidlet! Ancient

Monument (SAM; List Entry N0.1018109) of a prehistoric cairn cemetery and field system on the

hil. LG A& 2y GKS SR3AS 2F | LRAYylHl 6KSNBE (KS af 2
ostensibly less practical for use and within one of the less open parts of the landscape; covered in
dense rhododendron and gorse giving it a sense of isolation an@agtaphical point with little

landmark presence. It has the modern Karma Hotel to its sewght and the Lower Town to its

south-east with a posimedieval fieldi @ a i SY | 3a20AF SR 6AGK GKS YIF Ay
and defined by dnstone wallsfutK SNJ 2 AdGa Slade LGQa SyOt2aSR
topographic isolation; being neither part of the wideLJSYy @A Ssa FdzZNIKSNJ dzLJ ¢
within the lower lying settlements gives it a solitary nuance.

The general character of the locationaise of a prehistoric open roughldnalthough prehistoric
field-systemshave been identified within the landscape. The most prominent features of this
flyRAOFLIS 6SAy3a GKS LINRY OX paiti€ulaty a cdinGaidviev pbintii KS  { |
¢.113m north-east of the site which isin very good condition and two patrticular cairns further
north-SFadgz FEf 2F gKAOK IINB LINI 2F (GKS ¢Aylf SNR:
from them outward and across¢ A y 1 f SN & t 2 Ay {The bit¢ Rself(iskoBtsid this f A (1 &
general sphere as it has no landscape presence or-uisdrility with notable features or assets.

Nor does it sit visibly within wider landscape views of the prehistoric chemashielded by
rhododendronand atopalo @ Ay 3 LI NI 2F GKS at2LS 2F ¢AylftSN

3.4.3  ARCHAEOLOGICROTENTIAL

No archaeological potential was noted on the walkover of #ie, no cropnarks, obvious
mounds or linear featuresAlthough much of the wider area of the development was covered by
dense gorse the specific areas associated with the development were under rhododendron
trees/bushes and the ground surface was clearly visible within these plants. No finds were visible
onthe ground; although, the state of the site was not conducive to spotting finds in the topsoil

The adjacent scheduledairn cemeteryand field systemNICO31611DCO678)nd prehistoric
findspots (MCO30817; MCO31463)oted on the Cornwall HER in the imma@ vicinity
demonstrate this agn area of intense Bronze Age burial practicel considerable prehistoric
activity. The adjacent scheduled monumerits with the topographical profile of barrow
cemeteries with significant wide views over a large arfeavever the proposed site is on the
periphery or perhaps outside this aread the reputed cairn located close to the site (MC0O31618)
was not identified during the walkover and if it exigtsnay have been midecated: it does not
survive on the development site or immediately adjacent toAily development so close to
acknowledged Bronze Age busalnd prehistoric findspotbavethe possibilityof encountering
other depositsThe potentiafor prehistoric finds or deposits tkerefore theoretically high.

DISCUSSION

Based on the results of the debksed assessment, the archaeological potential of the site would
appear to beMediumHigh It is possible that features or more likely matégalture relating to
prehistoric activity in the area survive. Although modern water tanks and pipes have been
inserted into the area around the site, the general lack of modern development across the island
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means that truncation of archaeological featarenay be slight; however across the island soll
depths, agricultural process, and bioturbation in the case of the proposed site may have caused
some damage to any buried archaeological resource. Despite the theoretically high potential of
the site to yieldarchaeological depositshe absence of topographic or dr@eological features
visibleduring the walkover survey and lack of identified prehistoric features in earlier monitoring
jobs nearbyslightly reduces this potentiaDverall therefore, the archaédagical potential of the

site is probablymedium/high being located in an area of high potential. As suthis
recommended that further archaeological works be carried, duthe proposeddevelopment

plan requires any excavation of topsoil or deeper gubworks; most appropriately in the form of

a watching brief taestablish the level of survival of archaeological/historical features.

The directeffect of the development would be the disturbance or destruction of archaeological
features or deposits presg within the footprint of the development, although the planned
development is relatively nonintrusive; thenpact of the development would depend on the
presence and significance of archaeological features and deposits.

TABLE2: SUIMMARY OF DIRECT RAFS

Asset Type | Distance | Value Magnitude of | Assessment Overall Assessment
Impact

Direct Impacts

Identified achaeological | U/D Onsite Unknown Major Slight Negative/Substantial

features

After mitigation Negligible Minor Neutral/Slight Negligible
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INDIRECIMPACTS

4.1

4.2

STRUCTURE OF THE SSBEENT

For the purposes of this assessment, thdirect effectof a development is taken to be its effect

on the wider historic environment. The principal focus of such an assessment falls upon identified
designated heritage assessich ad.isted buildings or Scheduled Monuments. Depending on the
nature of the heritge asset concerned, and the size, character and design of a development, its
effect¢ and principally its visual effegtcan impact on designated assets up to 20km away.

The methodology adopted in this document is based on that outlinethim Setting bHeritage

Asset GPA3 Historic England 2015), with reference to ICOMOS (2011) and DoT (DMRB, WEBTAG)
guidance. The assessment of effect at this stage of a development is an essentially subjective one,
but one based on the experience and professional @udgnt of the authors. Appendik details

the methodology employed.

This report follows the staged approach to proportionate decision making outling@tienSetting

of Heritage Asset@istoric England 2015, &tep onds to identify the designated heritage assets
that might be affected by the development. The first stage of that process is to determine an
appropriate search radius, and this would vary according to the height, size and/or prominence of
the proposed deviepment. For instance, the search radius for a wind turbine, as determined by
its height and dynamic character, would be much larger than for a single house plot or small
agricultural building. The second stage in the process is to look at the heritagis asthin the
search radius and assign to one of three categories:

9 Category #1 assets: Where proximity to the proposed development, the significance of the
heritage asset concerned, or the likely magnitude of impact, demands detailed consideration.

1 Catemry #2 assets: Assets where location and current setting would indicate that the impact
of the proposed development is likely to be limited, but some uncertainty remains

1 Category #3 assets: Assets where location, current setting, significance wouldystraticgite
the impact would be no higher than negligible and detailed consideration both unnecessary
and disproportionate. These assets are still listed in the impact summary table.

For Step twoand Stepthree, and with an emphasis on practicality and poogonality (Setting of
Heritage Assetpl5 and p18), this assessment then groups and initially discusses heritage assets
by category (e.g. churches, historic settlements, funerary remains etc.) to avoid repetitious
narrative; each site is then discussedividually, and the particulars of each site teased out. The
initial discussion establishes the baseline sensitivity of a given category of monument or building
to the potential effect, the individual entry elaborates on local circumstance andspieifc
factors. The individual assessments should be read in conjunction with the overall discussion, as
the impact assessment is a reflection of both.

QUANTIFICATION

The size and location of the propasdevelopment relative to the size tife sitewould suggest a
search radius of0.5km is sufficient to identify those designated heritage assets where an
appreciable effect might be experiencethere area number of @signated heritage assetgthin

500m of the site including a Grade Il Listedfarmhouse at Lower Town, a Bronze Age cairn
cemetery and prehistoric field system on Tinklers Hill, part of the adjacent island of Tean with
prehistoric to postimedieval activity and a poshedieval kelp pit on the west coast of Tinklers
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Hill. There are no Redered Parks and Gardens or Befieldsor World Heritage Sitewithin 1km
of the site

An undesignated asset of a potential/reputed cairn near to the proposed development site is also
O2yaARSNBR Ay GKAa | adasSaaySy il The walkover ZurdyKhash (i Q &
relegatedthis to a Category #3 consideratioft ostensibly has a zero landscape presence or
possiblydoes not exighas been wrongly locatedThis, with other nearby HER assets such as
prehistoric findspots have been consideredhia earlier archaeological potential of the site.

With an emphasis on practicality and proportionality (S=dting of Heritage Assepd 5 and pl18),
only those assets where there is the possibility for a effect greater than negligible (se€Table
Appendix 1) are considered here in detqilhe rest have bee scoped out of this assessment

§ Category#1 assets: NBKAaG2NRAO OF ANy OSYSGSNER FyR FASER
9 Category #3 assetall other assets

IMPACT BYO.ASS OMONUMENT OSTRUCTURE

4.3.1 PREHISTORRTUALFUNERARMONUMENTS

These monuments undoubtedly played an important role in the social and religious life of past
societies, and it is clear they were constructed in locations invested with considerable
religious/ritual signiftance. In most instances, these locations were also visually prominent, or
else referred to prominent visual actors, e.g. hilltops, tors, sea stacks, rivers, or other visually
prominent monuments. The importance of intervisibility between barrows, foraimse, is a
noted phenomenon. As such, these classes of monument are unusually sensitive to intrusive
and/or disruptive modern elements within the landscape. This is based on the presumption these
monuments were built in a largely open landscape with clegs of sight; in many cases these
monuments are now to be found within enclosed farmland, and in varying condition. Sensitivity to
turbine is lessened where tall hedgebanks restrict-ifisight.

What is important and why

Prehistoric ritual sites presee information on the spiritual beliefs of early peoples, and
archaeological data relating to construction and use (evidential). The better examples may bear
names and have folkloric aspects (historical/illustrative) and others have been discussed and
illustrated in historical and antiquarian works since the medieval period (historical/associational).
It is clear they would have possessed design value, although our ability to discern that value is

limited; they often survive within landscape palimpsestRand dzo6 2 SO0 G2 GKS WLI G A

fortuitous development is more appropriate. They almost certainly once possessed considerable
communal value, but in the modern age their symbolic and spiritual significance is imagined or
attributed rather than athentic. Nonetheless, the location of these sites in the historic landscape
has a strong bearing on the overall contribution of setting to significance: those sites located in
WgAf RQ 2NJ WdayevendiQHose Ri@litidsifale Gefatively recegthave a stronger
spiritual resonance and illustrative value than those located within enclosed farmland or forestry
plantations.

aS0H tINBRSMG2NRAO / FANY /SYSGSNE FyR FASER ae
"NRABEKNI NI AY Q& +| f dBYK

Q)¢

—

5SaATYIOKSRENX SR a2ydzySy5Aaidl yoS G(20mSpSt 2LIYSy
5SEAONALIGA TN Al dF RISMEW G YE OSYSGSNE 2F LI FGF2N)N
FGGiSydAazya 2F FyGAljdad NAFYy RAIISNE Hy®©lF dzESy ™
RA&AGdzNDFyOS (2 GKSANI F2N¥Y |yR FFEONRO® ¢KS O
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4.3.2  HISTORICANDSCAPE
General Landscapeharacter

The landscape of the British Isles is highly variable, both in terms of topography and historical
oA2f23@8d bl GdzNF f 9y3IflyR KIFIAd RAGARSR (GKS . NRAGA
topography, biodiversity, gebiodiversity and culiral and economic activity. The County Councils

and AONBSs have undertaken similar exercises, as well as Historic Landscape Characterisation.

Some character areas are better able to withstand the visual impact of development than others.
Rolling countrysid with wooded valleys and restricted views can withstand a larger number of
sites than an open and largely flat landscape overlooked by higher ground. The English landscape
is already populated by a large and diverse number of intrusive modern elememtglectricity

pylons, factories, modern housing estates, quarries, and turbines, but the question of cumulative
impact must be considered. The aesthetics aif individual developmentscan be open to
guestion, and site specifibut as intrusive new visualements within the landscapehey will
typically have some level okgativeimpact

The proposed site would be constructemivardsthe southwestendof¢ A y 1 f SNDa FAff (2
west of the Scheduled Ancient Monument cairn cemetery on the hilhoAgh the setting of such

a monument is paramount to it, the site lies outside this setting and would have no direct impact

on it. On that basis the impact is assessedNasitral.

4.3.3 AGGREGATEIPACT

The aggregate impact of a proposed development is an assessment of the overall effect of a single
development on multiple heritage assets. This differs from cumulative impact (below), which is an
assessment of multiple developments on a single heritagetasggregate impact is particularly
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difficult to quantify, as the threshold of acceptability will vary according to the type, quality,
number and location of heritage assets, and the individual impact assessments themselves.

Based on the restricted numbef assets where any appreciable effect is likélyt keeping in
mind the potential for a reputed cairn near to the site (MCO31618 aggregate impact of this
developmentis Neutral to Nedigible.

4.3.4 QUMULATIVEMPACT

Cumulative impacts affecting theetting of a heritage asset can derive from the combination of different
environmental impacts (such as visual intrusion, noise, dust and vibration) arising from a single development
or from the overall effect of a series of discrete developments. Inatter Icase, the cumulative visual
impact may be the result of different developments within a single view, the effect of developments seen
when looking in different directions from a single viewpoint, of the sequential viewing of several
developments whemoving through the setting of one or more heritage assets.

The Setting of Heritage Assets 2011a, 25

The key for all cumulative impact assessments is to focus olikéhe significanteffects and in particular
those likely to influence decisiomaking.
GLVIA 2013, 123

An assessment of cumulative impact is, however, very difficult to gauge, as it must take into
account existing, consented and proposed developments. The threshold of acceptability has not,
however, been established, and landscape capacityl@vanevitability vary according to
landscape character.

The developments atthe Karma Hotel would be seasonal and extremely low impact on the
landscape with a limit to zero impact on views of this part of the island and none associated with
the importart landscape setting nortinorth-east of the site. A potential increased footfall of
visitors and associated affects being the only perceivable impact on the immediate area. The lack
of intrusion to the key assets and setting of the island thus far by dpuetnt and for the above
reasonsan assessment afo changeo negligibleis appropriate.

TABLE3: SUMMARY OINDIRECIMPACTS

Asset Type | Distance Value TS 6l Assessment il
Impact Assessment

Prehistoric cairnemeteryand field . No change

58a08Y 2y CAylfS SAM | c¢.110m High negligible Neutral Neutral

Prehistoric cairns, prehistoric to
postmedieval settlements and field
systems, an early Christian focus, SAM | c¢423n High No change Neutral Neutral
postmedieval kelp pits and quay on
Teanand Old Man

Postmedieval lelp pit on the

6SaiGSNy O2laid 27F SAM| <300m High No change Neutral Neutral
al NIAYyQa

.NRYyIT S 13S /| ANY| UD <100m Low unknown PresumedNeutral Neutral
Ashvale Farmhouse Gll c113m Medium No change Neutral Neutral

Indirect Impacts

Historic Landscape n/a n/a High Negligible Neutral Negligible
Aggregate Impact n/a n/a n/a Negligible Neutral Negligible
Cumulative Impact n/a n/a n/a Negligible Negligible Negligible
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5.0 (GCONCLUSION

The historic background to the site atite Historic Environment Record indicétee potential for

prehistoric activity on theproposedsite. The site may be relatively well preserved, although

modern services and groundworkave occurred in the vicinity and the site probably lies outside

GKS . NRyTS 138 OFANY OSYSUGSNE 2y ¢Ay{1fSNRA | Aff

The presence of prehistoric finds including flints and pottery near to the site illustrate the
potential for topsoil (or deeper) finds to lrecovered from the site during any groundworks that
break the surface. Such stray finds may allude to other archaeological features or deposits in the
area.The archaeological potential of the site is assessddigis

In terms of indirect impactghe site is located in such a way to completely shield it from the
nearbydesignated heritage asse#nd if floral coverage were to change then assets in the wider
areawould belocated at such a distance to minimise the impact of the proposed development

The key designatedssets are all located within 4B600f the site The most significant of which,

¢CAYy1f SNDa clirom.Nahe ok theseBshadilddyand undesignatebsetswould have

direct intervisibility with the proposed site, due to screeningnfrevoodland and topographic
restrictions. The proposals can therefore not impact upthieir settings or significance in any
meaningful wayA speculatively assigdOl AN}y ySI NJ G2 G4KS aAaGS FyR fA
Hill cemetery was not identified during the walkover survey and either does not exist or was
located within overgrown scrub outsidine proposed development area, as well as possibly

lacking anylandmark presenceThe effect of the planned development on these assets would be

neutral to negligible

Any proposed building on the sitwvould need to be low enougtot to compee with the existing
tree line of the surrounding rhododendron wooded areas so as not to encroach on views from the
cairn/lookout to the northeast2y ¢ Ay 1€t SNR& | At ®

With this in mind, the overall impact of the proposed developmentthe historic landscapean

be assessed asegligible. The impact of the development on the buried archaeological resource
would bepermanentand irreversible shouldgroundworks occurHowever, no significant works
are plannedas part of the proposed developmentf groundworks do occur, thesgould be
mitigatedthrough an archaeological monitoring and record{mgtching brieficondition

SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD 34



LAND AT THEARMAHOTELSTMARTING, ISLES OBCILLYCORNWALL

6.0 BIBLIOGRAPHY REFERENCES

Published Sources:

Anderson, J(ed.) 18930rkneyinga Sagadjaltalin, J.A. & Goudie, G. (trans.). Edinburgh. (reprinted 1990).

Chartered Institute of Field Archaeologis®)14:Standard and Guidance for Historic Environment esied Assessment.

English Heritag008:Conservation Principles: Policies and Guidance for the Sustainable Management of the Historic Environment.

English Heritage2011:Seeing History in the View

Historic Englan®017 The Setting of Heritage Assedanning Note 3.

Historic Englan@®017:Understanding Place: Historic Area Assessments

Historic Scotlan®2016 Managing Change in the Historic Environmetting

Hull, R.B. & Bishop, LDucpy y Y W{ OSyA O LYLI OGa 2F 9fSOGNROAGE ¢NIYAYAZEAAZY
R A & ( DoyirGab ad Bnvironmental Manageme2it, 99108.

ICOMOR005:- A Ql'y 5S0f NI GA2Yy BeftingioKrritdge Sfractinddd SitésiamdyireasT (1 K S

ICOMOS2011: Guidance on Heritage Impact Assessments for Cultural World Heritage Propbrtesational Council on
Monuments and Sites.

Landscape Institut&013:Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Inh[#msessmemﬁ'd edition. London.

Lysons, D. & Lysons, 8314:Magna Britannia, volume 3: Cornwallondon.

Marshall, P. & Roberts, H.M2013 Isles of Scilly: Optically Stimulated Luminescence Dating of Coastal Intertidal Sediments
Research report Series ne2D13. English Heritage.

Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Governme&@18: National Planning Policy Framework.

UNESCQO015:0perational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention

University of Neveastle2002:Visual Assessment of Wind Farms: Best Practice

Watts, V.2010:The Cambridge Dictionary to English Place Na@ambridge University Press.

Unpublished Sources:

Camidge, K.; Charman, D.; Johns, C.; Meadows, J.; Mills, S.; Mulville, Jrtfkd¢thd1. & Stevens, P010: The Lyonesse Project:
Evolution of the coastal and marine environment of Sdibport No.2010R104. Cornwall Council Historic Environments
Project

Johns, C2012: Isles of Scilly Historic Environment Research Framework; Resource assessment and researciRemmnda.
N0.2012R070. Historic Environment, Cornwall Council. English Heritage.

Johns, C.; Larn, R.; Tapper, B2P04:Rapid Coastal Zone Assessment for the Isles of Beipprt No.2004R030. Cornwall Council
Historic Environment Service. English Heritage.

Ratcliffe, J.1988: Isles of Scilly: Archaeological management plReport No.1988R006. Cornwall Archaeologicat (DAU).
English Heritage.

Ratcliffe, J1997:. NA GA &K ¢St S02Y ¢NBYyOKAy3a 2y {0 alNIlAyQaz L&atsSa 2F {
brief. Report N0.1997R040. Cornwall County Council, Cornwall Archaeological Unit (CAU).

Ratclife, J. & Straker, V1996:The early environment of Scilly: Palaeoenvironmental assessment-tfadifind intertidal deposits,
19891993 Report N0.1996R016. Cornwall Archaeological Unit (GCxduywall County Council.

Ratcliffe, J. & Thorpe, C991:Lighting up the past in Scilly: Archaeological results from the 1985 electrification pFRggmrt
N0.1991R007. Institute of Cornish Studies and Cornwall Archaeological Unit (CAU).

Young, A1993:2 I 1 SNJ LA LIS GNBYyOK i {{ wHnbyBrieiyRamort NoAIDERO0EorhvD®olng/2 f 2 3 A C
Council, Cornwall Archaeological Unit (CAU).

Websites:

British Geological Surve3018:Geology of Britain Viewer
http://maps.bgs.ac.uk/geologyviewer google/googleviewer.html

Cornwall Council Interactive Map018:HER and HLC
https://map.cornwall.gov.uk

Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMR8)8: Volume 11, Culturalgrtage
http://www.standardsforhighways.co.uk/DMRB/voll11/index.htm

WEBTA@O018: Transport Analysis Guidance, Cultural Heritage
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/transporanalysisguidancewebtag

CartographicSources
Dendy, W.C1857:The Beautiful Islets of BritainBikkers and Bush
Spence, G1792:A Survg of the Scilly Isles
National Library of Scotland (NLS)
Ordnance Survey™ledition map 6 inch seriessurveyed 1888, published 1889
Ordnance Survey"iedition map 25 inch seriggevised 1906, published 180
The Genealogist (GEN)
Landowner titheRecordsittps://www.thegenealogist.com/search/advanced/landowner/titirecords

SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD 35


http://maps.bgs.ac.uk/geologyviewer_google/googleviewer.html
https://map.cornwall.gov.uk/
http://www.standardsforhighways.co.uk/DMRB/vol11/index.htm
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/transport-analysis-guidance-webtag
https://www.thegenealogist.com/search/advanced/landowner/tithe-

LAND AT THEARMAHOTELSTMARTING, ISLES OBCILLYCORNWALL

APPENDIA: IMPACTASSESSMEMETHODOLOGY

Heritage Impact AssessmenODverview

The purpose of heritage impact assessment is twofold: Firstly, to undersgfandofar as is reasonable practicable and in proportion to the
importance of the asset 1 KS aAIYyAFAOI YOS 2F || KAAG2NRO odzh f RAYNDCG GRSy LIt SESG GONDS | { ¢
assess the likely effect of a proposed development on the heritage asset (direct impact) and its setting (indirect itigaotetffodology

employed in this assessment is based on the staged approach advocatbe Bettingpf Heritage Asset€GPA3 Historic England 2015), used in
conjunction with the ICOMOS (2011) and DoT (DMRB vol.11; WEBTAG) guidance. This Appendix contains details of the nusimbdoltgy

report.

National Policy
General policy and guidance for tleenservation of the historic environment are now contained within Neional Planning Policy Framework
(Department for Communities and Local Government&0The relevant guidance is reproduced below:

Paragraph 189

In determining applications, localgrining authorities should require the applicant to describe the significance of any heritage assets affected,
AyOt dzRAY3 (GKS O2y(iNAOGdziA2y YIRS o6& GKSANI aShiAy3ao oudethasi@Sfient2 ¥ RS
to understand the potential impact of the proposal on their significance. As a minimum the relevant historic environmest@add be consulted

and the heritage assets assessed using appropriate expertise where necessary. Where a site onewtichraatht is proposed includes or has the

potential to include heritage assets with archaeological interest, local planning authorities should require develogwsrsttarsappropriate desk

based assessment and, where necessary, a field evaluation.

Pamagraph 190

Local planning authorities should identify and assess the particular significance of any heritage asset that may beégféeptegosal (including

by development affecting the setting of a heritage asset) taking account of the available@vied any necessary expertise. They should take this
assessment into account when considering the impact of a proposal on a heritage asset, to avoid or minimise conflictibiét®eerK SNA G+ 3S I &
conservation and any aspect of the proposal.

A further key document is the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, in particular section 66(1), whiektatatade
protectionto the setting of Listed buildings:

In considering whether to grant planning permission for developmenthndiffects a listed building or its setting, the local planning authority or, as
the case may be, the Secretary of State shall have special regard to the desirability of preserving the buildingray @s aeitifeatures of special
architectural or hitoric interest which it possesses.

Cultural Valueg Designated Heritage Assets

¢KS YlIe22NARGe 2F (GKS Y2aid AYLRNIFyYyd oWyl (Adesigndtidnavithvaflidg Miels of dtautory K S NA § |
protection. These assets falito one of six categories, although designations often overlap, so a Listed early medieval cross may also be Scheduled,

lie within the curtilage of Listed church, inside a Conservation Area, and on the edge of a Registered Park and Gaatlenwtitlainx world

Heritage Site.

Listed Buildings

A Listed building is an occupied dwelling or standing structure which is of special architectural or historical intesesstlibtures are found on

the Statutory List of Buildings of Special Architectural or Historic InteFlst.status of Listed buildings is applied to 300,800,000 buildings

across the United Kingdom. Recognition of the need to protect historic buildings began after the SecontMdrfordhere significant numbers of

0dzAt RAYy3a KIR 0SSy RIEYF3ISR Ay GKS O2dzyyie d26yad FyR OWNOKAHISDIHNT § K¢
were included. The Inspectorate of Ancient Monuments supervised the collafidhe list, drawn up by members of two societies: The Royal

Institute of British Architects and the Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings. Initially the lists were only wsextss which buildings

should receive government grants to be regai and conserved if damaged by bombing. Tiegn and Country Planning Act 19%¥malised the

process within England and Wales, Scotland and Ireland following different procedures. Under th&nt#f8 Monuments and Archaeological

Areas Ach structurecannot be considered a Scheduled Monument if it is occupied as a dwelling, making a clear distinction in the treatment of the

two forms of heritage asset. Any alterations or works intended to a Listed Building must first acquire Listed Building &swséiras planning
LISNY¥A&Z&AA2Y D CANIKSNI LKIF 8S48 2F WEAAGAYIQ 6SNB NRf f S Procsizand Adyhinistét S  mdc n
the procedure, in England, as with the Scheduled Monuments.

Some exemption is given tmildings used for worship where institutions or religious organisations (such as the Church of England) have their own
permissions and regulatory procedures. Some structures, such as bridges, monuments, military structures and some acitierg stayalso be
Scheduled as well as Listed. War memorials, milestones and other structures are included in the list, and more modees stradncreasingly

being included for their architectural or social value.

Buildings are split into various levels afrsficance: Grade | (2.5% of the total) representing buildings of exceptional (international) interest; Grade
II* (5.5% of the total) representing buildings of particular (national) importance; Grade Il (92%) buildings are of marg agdfar the most
widespread. Inevitably, accuracy of the Listing for individual structures varies, particularly for Grade Il structunetarioej it is not always clear

why some 1Y century farmhouses are Listed while others are not, and differences may only reitattgovernment boundaries, policies and
individuals.

Other buildings that fall within the curtilage of a Listldilding are afforded some protection as they form part of the essential setting of the

designated structure, e.g. a farmyard of barns, complexes of historic industrial buildings, service buildings to statelytcombese can be
described as havingroup value
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Conservation Areas

Local authorities are obliged to identify and delineate areas of special architectural or historic interest as ConsergaspmviAich introduces
additional controls and protection over change within those places. Usumltynot exclusively, they relate to historic settlements, and there are
€.7000 Conservation Areas in England.

Scheduled Monuments

In the United Kingdom, a Scheduled Monument is considered an historic building, structure (ruin) or archaeologicalaitnaf importance'

Various pieces of legislation, under planning, conservation, etc., are used for legally protecting heritage assets gitferfrdris damage and
RSAGNH2OGA2YT &dzOK f S3IA&fFGA2Yy A& 3N unid§ Ratuiosy Prétéckos NitledtiRReENManenintsi S Nl WF
and Archaeological Areas Act 1978 heritage asset is a part of the historic environment that is valued because of its historic, archaeological,
architectural or artistic interest; those of natial importance have extra legal protection through designation. Important sites have been
recognised as requiring protection since the late"1®Sy 1 dzZNE X s KSYy GKS TFANEG WaOKSRdzZ $SQ 2NJ tArad
conservation and preservatioof these monuments was given statutory priority over other land uses under this first schedule. County Lists of the
monuments are kept and updated by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport. In the |4tee@fury sites are identified by Englishritege

602yS 2F G(KS D2@SNYyYSydQa I ROAaA2NE o02RASaA0 2F 0SAy3 2 Ffutow lpritdcoy | £ A Y LI
any works required on or to a designated monument can only be undertaken with a successful applic@idmefiwled Monument Consent. There

are 19,00020,000 Scheduled Monuments in England.

Registered Parks and Gardens

/dzft GdzNF ft @ | yR KAXGREKORNI &RBUWANBIRWG t WYIRE OF LISas & dzOK -statutory fiadis] & | y R
Ay Of dzZRSR 2y GKS WwSIA&AGSNI 2F |1 A&0G2NRO tIFN)la FyYyR DI NB&W &, like Eistadl LIS OA | £
Buildings and Scheduled Monuments, administered by Historic England. Sites included on this aegisf@ational importanceand there are
OdzNNBy it e mIcnn aAaidsSa 2y GKS tAaGT Yirye 344200 GSRaaNYRRAGE i $RE OK RIY
the value of botanical planting. Sites can include town squanesprivate gardens, city parks, cemeteries and gardens around institutions such as
hospitals and government buildings. Planned elements and changing fashions in landscaping and forms are a main fosgsssfrtient

Registered Battlefields

Battles ae dramatic and often pivotal events in the history of any people or nation. Since 1995 Historic England maintains aofedfister
battlefields in order to afford them a measure of protection through the planning system. The key requirements for liegisratbattles of

national significance, a securely identified location, and its topographical integiitt S | 6 Af AGe (2 WNBIRQ G(KS ol dGidt$

World Heritage Sites

Arising from the UNESCO World Heritage Convention in 1972, Article 1 of §®pi A 2y I £ DdZARSt Ay S& ownnmpI y2odn
Value means cultural and/or natural significance which is so exceptional as to transcend national boundaries and to benficgurtance for

present and future generations of all humarftyp ¢ KS&S aAdSa NS NBO23yAaSR +Fi Iy AyGSNylridazy
humanity, and should be accorded the highest level of protection within the planning system.

Value and Importance

While every heritage asset, designated otherwise, has some intrinsic merit, the act of designation creates a hierarchy of importance that is
reflected by the weight afforded to their preservation and enhancement within the planning system. The system is far feat) ipgvaired by an

imperfect understanding of individual heritage assets, but the value system that has evolved does provide a useful guiddativihienportance

of heritage assets. Provision is also made for heritage assets where value is not recognised through desighgtian® dzy RS&aA 3yl GSR WYy
{ OKSRdzA F 6t S ljdz t AG@ | yR AYLR MgHvalud)Saqually)kierzbrR desighated BahlinieisSaRd strudturdbdfi y 3 2 F
relative merit.

TABLE} THE HIERARCHY\OR. UEIMPORTANCIBASED ON THEMRB/OL11TABLES.1,6.1& 7.1).
Hierarchy of Value/Importance
Very High Structures inscribed as of universal importance as World Heritage Sites;
Other buildings of recognised international importance;
World HeritageSites (including nominated sites) with archaeological remains;
Archaeological assets of acknowledged international importance;
Archaeological assets that can contribute significantly to international research objectives;
World Heritage Sites inscribed fitreir historic landscape qualities;
Historic landscapes of international value, whether designated or not;
Extremely well preserved historic landscapes with exceptional coherencegdgptl, or other critical factor(s).
High Scheduled Monuments witstanding remains;
Grade | and Grade II* (Scotland: Category A) Listed Buildings;
Other Listed buildings that can be shown to have exceptional qualities in their fabric or historical associations noefdé
reflected in the Listing grade;
Conservation feas containing very important buildings;
Undesignated structures of clear national importance;
Undesignated assets of Schedulable quality and importance;
Assets that can contribute significantly to national research objectives.
Designated historic landspes of outstanding interest;
Undesignated landscapes of outstanding interest;
Undesignated landscapes of high quality and importance, demonstrable national value;
Wellpreserved historic landscapes, exhibiting considerable coherence,d@pth or other citical factor(s).
Medium Grade Il (Scotland: Category B) Listed Buildings;
Historic (unlisted) buildings that can be shown to have exceptional qualities in their fabric or historical associations;
Conservation Areas containing buildings that contritgigmificantly to its historic character;
Historic Townscape or builtp areas with important historic integrity in their buildings, or built settings (e.g. including s
furniture and other structures);
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Hierarchy of Value/Importance

Designated or undesignated archaeological assetdontribute to regional research objectives;

Designated special historic landscapes;

Undesignated historic landscapes that would justify special historic landscape designation, landscapes of regional valu
Averagely welpreserved historic landscapestiwvreasonable coherence, timaepth or other critical factor(s).

Low Locally Listed buildings (Scotland Category C(S) Listed Buildings);

Historic (unlisted) buildings of modest quality in their fabric or historical association;

Historic Townscape or btilp areas of limited historic integrity in their buildings, or built settings (e.g. including s
furniture and other structures);

Designated and undesignated archaeological assets of local importance;

Archaeological assets compromised by poor preg@wuand/or poor survival of contextual associations;

Archaeological assets of limited value, but with potential to contribute to local research objectives;

Robust undesignated historic landscapes;

Historic landscapes with importance to local interest grsiu

Historic landscapes whose value is limited by poor preservation and/or poor survival of contextual associations.
Negligible Buildings of no architectural or historical note; buildings of an intrusive character;

Assets with very little or no surviviragchaeological interest;

Landscapes with little or no significant historical interest.

Unknown Buildings with some hidden (i.e. inaccessible) potential for historic significance;

The importance of the archaeological resource has not been ascertained.

Caceptsg Conservation Principles

In making an assessment, this document adopts the conservation vauielergtial historical aestheticand communa) laid out inConservation
Principles(English Heritage 2008), and the conceptsaathenticity and integrity as laid out in the guidance on assessing World Heritage Sites
(ICOMOS 2011). This is in order to determine the relative importareettirigto the significance of a given heritage asset.

Evidential Value

Evidential valu€or research potential) is derived from the potential of a structure or site to provide physical evidence about past htiwign ac
and may not be readily recognised or even visible. This is the primary form of data for periods without adequate weitexetation. This is the
least equivocal value: evidential value is absolute; all other ascribed values (see below) are subjective.

Historical Value
Historical valugnarrative) is derived from the ways in which past people, events and aspects oflile @dnnected via a place to the present; it
can beillustrative or associative

lllustrative values the visible expression of evidential value; it has the power to aid interpretation of the past through making conngittipns
and providing insightmto, past communities and their activities through a shared experience of place. lllustrative value tends to be greater if a
place features the first or only surviving example of a particular innovation of design or technology.

Associative valuarises fom a connection to a notable person, family, event or historical movement. It can intensify understanding by linking the
historical past to the physical present, always assuming the place bears any resemblance to its appearance at the tiaienAbsalce can also
be derived from known or suspected links with other monuments (e.g. barrow cemeteries, church towers) or cultural effatioMethodism).

Buildings and landscapes can also be associated with literature, art, music or film, ansstitgton can inform and guide responses to those
places.

Historical value depends on sound identification and the direct experience of physical remains or landscapes. Authentieistreamgthened by
change, being a living building or landscape, histbrical values are harmed only where adaptation obliterates or conceals them. The appropriate
use of a place e.g. a working mill, or a church for worshipllustrates the relationship between design and function and may make a major
contribution to historical value. Conversely, cessation of that actigigyg. conversion of farm buildings to holiday hongegsay essentially destroy

it.

Aesthetic Value

Aesthetic valugemotion) is derived from the way in which people draw sensory and intellectuallstion from a place or landscape. Value can
be the result ofconscious desigror the fortuitous outcomeof landscape evolution; many places combine both aspects, often enhanced by the
passage of time.

Design valueelates primarily to the aesthetic quitiés generated by the conscious design of a building, structure or landscape; it incorporates
composition, materials, philosophy and the role of patronage. It may have associational value, if undertaken by a knéeat ardandscape

gardener, and itsmportance is enhanced if it is seen as innovative, influential or a good surviving example. Landscape parks, countapdiouses

model farms all have design value. The landscape is not static, and a designed feature can develop and mature, régMinglind A y I 2F | 35Q¢

Some aesthetic value developéattuitously over time as the result of a succession of responses within a particular cultural framework e.g. the
seemingly organic form of an urban or rural landscape or the relationship of vernacukdingsibnd their materials to the landscape. Aesthetic
values are where a proposed development usually have their most pronounced impact: the indirect effects of most develapments
predominantly visual or aural, and can extent many kilometres from tieeitsielf. In many instances the impact of a development is incongruous,
but that is itself an aesthetic response, conditioned by prevailing cultural attitudes to what the historic landscapdadiolilke.

Communal Value

Communal valu¢togetherness)d derived from the meaning a place holds for people, and may be closely bound up with historical/associative and
aesthetic values; it can lmmmemorative, symbolisocialor spiritual
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Commemorative and symbolic valeflects the meanings of a place to those who draw part of their identity from it, or who have emotional links to
it e.g. war memorials. Some buildings or places (e.g. the Palace of Westminster) can symbolise wider values. OthegplRoe®r{eDown
Chemical Testing Facility) have negative or uncomfortable associations that nonetheless have meaning and significanceni siomeéd not be
forgotten. Social valueneed not have any relationship to surviving fabric, as it is the continuity of fundianis important.Spiritual valueis
attached to places and can arise from the beliefs of a particular religion or past or contemporary perceptions of tioé [gpici. Spiritual value

can be ascribed to places sanctified by hundreds of years of véoert worship, or wild places with few signs of modern life. Value is dependent
on the perceived survival of historic fabric or character, and can be very sensitive to change. The key aspect of columusahatit brings
specific groups of people gether in a meaningful way.

Authenticity

Authenticity, as defined by UNESCO (2015, no.80), is the ability of a property to convey the attributes of the outstéanelingl walue of the
LINELISNIied WeKS FoAfAdGe G2 dzyRSNRGFIYR GKS @I t dzBation§duds abozi tBiRkvalidezmayi KS K S
0SS dzyRSNER(G22R a4 ONBRAOGES 2NJ GNHziKFdzZ Qd hdziaARS 2F | séngeMiplRee orSNA G 3
structure is a truthful representation of the thing it purports to portraypn@erted farm buildings for instance, survive in good condition, but are

drained of the authenticity of a working farm environment.

Integrity

Integrity, as defined by UNESCO (2015, no.88), is the measure of wholeness or intactness of the cultumlddeiisagttributes. Outside of a
World Heritage Site, integrity can be taken to represent the survival and condition of a structure, monument or landseapé#inBic value of
those examples that survive in good condition is undoubtedly greater thasetlwhere survival is partial, and condition poor.

Summary

As indicated, individual developments have a minimal or tangential effect on most of the heritage values outlined abelyehdarpise almost all
effects are indirect. The principle values imtamtion are aesthetic/designed and, to a lesser degree aesthetic/fortuitous. There are also clear
implications for other value elements (particularly historical and associational, communal and spiritual), where viewsooy sgperience is
important. Asever, however, the key element here is not the intrinsic value of the heritage asset, nor the impact on setting, buttihe rela
contribution of setting to the value of the asset.

Settingg The Setting of Heritage Assets

The principle guidance on thisgic is contained within two publication§he Setting of Heritage AsséHistoric England 2015) ar8keing History
in the View(English Heritage 2011). While interlinked and complementary, it is useful to consider heritage assets in termsaettitiggire. their
immediate landscape context and the environment within which they are seen and experienced, andetivsire. designed or fortuitous vistas
experienced by the visitor when at the heritage asset itself, or those that include the heritagfe Hsis corresponds to the experience of its wider
landscape setting.

Where the impact of a proposed development is largely indireetting is the primary consideration of any HIA. It is a somewhat nebulous and
subjective assessment of what does, shipwdould or did constitute the lived experience of a monument or structure. The following extracts are
from the Historic England publicatidrhe Setting of Heritage Ass¢®915, 2 & 4):

The NPPF makes it clear that the setting of a heritage asset sutheundings in which a heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is not fixed and
may change as the asset and its surroundings evolve.

Setting is not a heritage asset, nor a heritage designation. Its importance lies in what it contributes to theasigmidif the heritage asset. This
depends on a wide range of physical elements within, as well as perceptual and associational attributes, pertaining Mhthieth& S | & & S ¢
surroundings.

While setting can be mapped in the context of an individual agf@it@r proposal, it does not have a fixed boundary and cannot be definitively and
permanently described for all time as a spatially bounded area or as lying within a set distance of a heritage assewbetatm®prises a
KSNRGF IS | &a S angelias theSassethayicHits atiradinditd& evolve or as the asset becomes better understood or due to the varying
impacts of different proposals.

The HIA below sets out to determine the magnitude of the effect and the sensitivity of the heritage asset éffebatThe fundamental issue is
that proximity and visual and/or aural relationships may affect the experience of a heritage asset, but if setting isaatmém significance of
that monument or structure, then the impact assessment will refle.tfihis is explored in more detail below.

Landscape Context

The determination ofandscape context an important part of the assessment process. This is the physical space within which any given heritage
asset is perceived and experienced. The expegeof this physical space is related to the scale of the landform, and modified by cultural and
biological factors like field boundaries, settlements, trees and woodland. Together, these determine the character anof éxéestting.

Landscape contexs based on topography, and can vary in scale from the very gmajl a narrow valley where views and vistas are restrigtex
the very large; e.g. wide valleys or extensive upland moors with 360° views. Where very large landforms are conceistetttiam can be drawn
between the immediate context of an asset (this can be limited to a few hundred metres or less, where cultural and bfaldgisaimpede
visibility and/or experience), and the wider context (i.e. the wider landscape within wiiéchsset sits).

When new developments are introduced into a landscape, proximity alone is not a guide to magnitude of effect. Dependamainréhand
sensitivity of the heritage asset, the magnitude of effect is potentially much greater where tipesed development is to be located within the
landscape context of a given heritage asset. Likewise, where the proposed development would be located outside the leoaiscdpd a given
heritage asset, the magnitude of effect would usually be lowachEcase is judged on its individual merits, and in some instances the significance of
an asset is actually greater outside of its immediate landscape context, for example, where church towers function asdaimdtharwider
landscape.
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Views

Historic and significant views are the associated and complementary element to setting, but can be considered separatelp@sehts may

appear in a designed view without necessarily falling within the setting of a heritagepesss As such, sigiicant views fall within the aesthetic

value of a heritage asset, and may thesigned(i.e. deliberately conceived and arranged, such as within parkland or an urban environment) or
fortuitous 6 A ®S® G KS 3IANI Rdzr 6 SR RS@St 2 LIS Soythi sondething I condidergdRa@giheticaly pkagingii deni leakteé Q 6 |
impressive, as with particular rural landscapes or seascapes), or a combination of both (atinheof age see below). The following extract is

from the English Heritage publicati®@eéng History in the VieW2011, 3):

+ASga LIXFE Ly AYLRNIFYd LINI Ay aKFLAY3I 2dzNJ F LILINB OA | & arziges dr i e dzy RS NE
countryside. Some of those views were deliberately designed to be seemr@s. Much more commonly, a significant view is a historical
composite, the cumulative result of a long process of development.

The Setting of Heritage Ass¢2915, 3) lists a number of instances where views contribute to the particular significance of a heritage asset:
Views where relationships between the asset and other historic assets or places or natural features are particularly relevant

Views with histrical associations, including viewing points and the topography of battlefields;

Views where the composition within the view was a fundamental aspect of the design or function of the heritage asset;

Views between heritage assets and natural or topografedtures, or phenomena such as solar and lunar events;

Views between heritage assets which were intended to be seen from one another for aesthetic, functional, ceremonialoos religi
reasons, such as military or defensive sites, telegraphs or beaaahsstBric funerary and ceremonial sites.

=a =4 =8 -8 —a

On a landscape scale, views, taken in the broadest sense, are possible from anywhere to anything, and each may be aaestieticaralue
according to subjective taste. Given that terrain, the biological amitt Bnvironment, and public access restrict our theoretical ability to see
anything from anywhere, in this assessment the tgonncipal viewis employed to denote both the deliberate views created within designed
landscapes, and those fortuitous viewsathmay be considered of aesthetic value and worth preserving. It should be noted, however, that there are
distance thresholds beyond which perception and recognition fail, and this is directly related to the scale, height, arassiature of the
heritage asset in question. For instance, beyond 2km the Grade |l cottage comprises a single indistinct component within thestaider h
landscape, whereas at 5km or even 10km a large stately home or castle may still be recognisable. By extension, whesaragde¢sseen or
recognised i.e. entirely concealed within woodland, or too distant to be distinguished, then visual harm to setting iSorreiect this emphasis

on recognition, the termlandmark asseis employed to denote those sites where theustiure (e.g. church tower), remains (e.g. earthwork
ramparts) org in some instancesg the physical character of the immediate landscape (e.g. a distinctive landform like a tall domed hill) make them
visible on a landscape scale. In some cases, these tkdmssets may exert landscapemacy, where they are the tallest or most obvious man
made structure within lineof-sight. However, this is not always the case, typically where there are numerous similar monuments (multiple engine
houses in mining areafr instance) or where modern developments have overtaken the heritage asset in height and/or massing.

Yet visibility alone is not a clear guide to visual impact. People perceive size, shape and distance using many cues,isecitcally important
For instance, research on electricity pylons (Hull & Bishop 1988) has indicated scenic impact is influenced by landsexjig: dompisual impact
of pylons is less pronounced within complex scenes, especially at longer distances, presumably thesaase less of a focal point and the
attention of the observer is diverted. There are many qualifiers that serve to increase or decrease the visual impespagedmievelopment (see
Table 8§, some of which are seasonal or weathelated.

Thus the pincipal consideration of assessment of indirect effects cannot be visual inppacte It is an assessment of the likely magnitude of
effect, the importance of setting to the significance of the heritage asset, and the sensitivity of that settingvisihkor aural intrusion of the
proposed development. The schema used to gaisgessments is shown in Tablfo8low).

Type and Scale of Impact

The effect of a proposed development on a heritage asset can be direct (i.e. the designated structuie lisiel modified or demolished, the
archaeological monument will be built over), or indirect (e.g. a housing estate built in the fields next to a Listed fernaimousind turbine
erected near a hillfort etc.); in the latter instance the principal effiscon the setting of the heritage asset. A distinction can be made between
construction and operational phase effects. Individual developments can affect multiple heritage assets (aggregate impaciiribute to
overall change within the historic emgnment (cumulative impact).

Construction phase: construction works have direct, physical effects on the buried archaeology of a site, and a prondundeediieffect on
neighbouring properties. Direct effects may extend beyond the nominal footpfiatsite e.g. where related works or site compounds are located
off-site. Indirect effects are both visual and aural, and may also affect air quality, water flow and traffic in the local area.

Operational phase: the operational phase of a developmeaitier temporary (e.g. wind turbine or mobile phone mast) or effectively permanent
(housing development or road scheme). The effects at this stage are largely indirect, and can be partly mitigated oheougheprovision of
screening. Large developmemwould have an effect on historic landscape character, as they transform areas from one character type (e.g.
agricultural farmland) into another (e.g. suburban).

Cumulative Impact: a single development will have a physical and a visual impact, bunéd aadoa third site in the same area will have a
synergistic and cumulative impact above and beyond that of a single site. The cumulative impact of a proposed develpantientasly difficult
to estimate, given the assessment must take into considenadperational, consented and proposals in planning.

Aggregate Impact: a single development will usually affect multiple individual heritage assets. In this assessmentatgrézrate impact is used
to distinguish this from cumulative impact. In esse, this is the impact on the designated parts of the historic environment as a whole.

Scale of Impact

The effect of development and associated infrastructure on the historic environment can include positive as well as oegatines. However,

all deelopment changes the character of a local environment, and alters the character of a building, or the setting within isrégpetienced.

change is invariably viewed as negative, particularly within respect to larger developments; thus while thére loaneficial outcomes (e.g.
positive/moderate), there is a presumption here that, as large and inescapably modern intrusive visual actors in thdamdmape, the impact
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of a development will almost always beeutral (i.e. no impact) omegative i.e. it will have adetrimental impact on the setting of ancient
monuments and protected historic buildings.

This assessment incorporates the systematic approach outlined in the IS@RDDOT guidance (see Table§,5used to complement and support
the more narrative but subjective approach advocateyg Historic England (see Table Bhis provides a useful balance between rigid logic and
nebulous subjectivity (e.g. the significance of effect on a Grade |l Listed building can never be greater than nterderatei impact of
negative/substantial is almost never achieved). This is in adherence with GPA3 (2015, 7).

TABLES: MAGNITUDE dMPACTBASED ODMRB/OL11TABLES.3,6.3AND7.3).
Factors in the Assessment of Magnitudemphctc Buildings and Archaeology

Major Change to key historic building elements, such that the resource is totally altered;
Change to most or all key archaeological materials, so that the resource is totally altered,;
Comprehensive changes to the setting.

Moderate Change to many key historic building elements, the resource is significantly modified;
Changes to many key archaeological materials, so that the resource is clearly modified;
Changes to the setting of an historic building or asset, such tiasignificantly modified.

Minor Change to key historic building elements, such that the asset is slightly different;
Changes to key archaeological materials, such that the asset is slightly altered;
Change to setting of an historic building, such thé noticeably changed.

Negligible Slight changes to elements of a heritage asset or setting that hardly affects it.

No Change No change to fabric or setting.

Factors in the Assessment of Magnitude of Impgldistoric Landscapes

Major Change to mosbr all key historic landscape elements, parcels or components; extreme visual effects; gross ch
noise or change to sound quality; fundamental changes to use or access; resulting in total change to historic I
character unit.

Changedo many key historic landscape elements or components, visual change to many key aspects of the
landscape, noticeable differences in noise quality, considerable changes to use or access; resulting in n
changes to historic landscape chasrct
Changes to few key historic landscape elements, or components, slight visual changes to few key aspects g
landscape, limited changes to noise levels or sound quality; slight changes to use or access: resulting in minol
to historic landscape character.

Very minor changes to key historic landscape elements, parcels or components, virtually unchanged visual
very slight changes in noise levels or sound quality; very slight changes to use or accessy iiesaltiery smal
change to historic landscape character.

No change to elements, parcels or components; no visual or audible changes; no changes arising from in arn
community factors.

Moderate

Minor

Negligible

No Change

TABLES: SGNIFICANCE OF EEFS MATR(EASED OWRMB/OL11TABLES.4,6.4AND7.4;1ICOMOR011,9-10).

Value of Assets Magnitude of Impact (positive or negative)

No Change Negligible Minor Moderate
Very High Neutral Slight Moderate/Large
High Neutral Slight Moderate/Slight Moderate/Large
Medium Neutral Neutral/Slight Slight Moderate Moderate/Large
Low Neutral Neutral/Slight Neutral/Slight Slight Slight/Moderate
Negligible Neutral Neutral Neutral/Slight Neutral/Slight Slight

TABLE/: SCALE OMMPACT

Scale of Impact

Neutral

No impact on the heritage asset.

Negligible

Where the developments may be visible or audible, but would not affect the heritage asset or its setting,
the nature of theasset, distance, topography, or local blocking.

Negative/minor

Where the development would have an effect on the heritage asset or its setting, but that effect is restricte
to the nature of the asset, distance, or screening from other buildings getaéion.

Negative/moderate Where the development would have a pronounced impact on the heritage asset or its setting, due
sensitivity of the asset and/or proximity. The effect may be ameliorated by screening or mitigation.
Negative/substantial Where the development would have a severe and unavoidable effect on the heritage asset or its setting,

the particular sensitivity of the asset and/or close physical proximity. Screening or mitigation could not ame
the effect of the developmenin these instances.

TABLEB: IMPORTANCE OF SETTIRGNTRINSIC SIGRANCE

Importance of Setting to the Significance of the Asset

Paramount Examples: Round barrow; follies, eyecatchers, stone circles
Integral ExamplesHillfort; country houses
Important Examples: Prominent church towers; war memorials
Incidental Examples: Thatched cottages
Irrelevant Examples: Milestones
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Physical Form of the
Development
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f
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f

Height (and width)
Number
[ Fe2dzi F YR

Geographical spread

W

A 4
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Conservation Principles
9 Evidential value

9 Historical value

9 Aesthetic value

1 Communal value

\ 4

Ambient Conditions: Basic
Modifying Factors

=a =8 -4 —a -9

Distance
Direction
Time of day
Season
Weather

A 4

Human Perception of the
Development

=A =4 =4 =4 -4 -4

Size constancy
Depth perception
Attention
Familiarity
Memory
Experience

A 4

Landscape Context
1 Topography
9 Landform scale

Experience of the Asset

9 Surrounding land/townscape

1 Views from, towards, through,
across and including the asset

9 Visual dominance, prominence
or role as focal point

1 Intentional intervisibility with

other historic/natural features

Noise, vibration, pollutants

Tranquillity, remoteness

Sense of enclosure, seclusion,

= =4 =4

Physical Surroundings of the Asset

1
1

E R B I I

= —a

Other heritage assets
5STAYAUGUAR2YZ
surroundings

Formal design

Historic materials and surfaces
Land use

Green space, trees, vegetation
Openness, enclosure, boundaries
Functional relationships and
communications

History and degree of change ove|
time

Integrity

Soil chemistry, hydrology

aol

intimacy, privacy

Dynamism and activity

Accessibility, permeability and

patterns of mawement

91 Degree of interpretation or
promotion to the public

9 Rarity of comparable parallels

= =

Associative Attributes of the Asset

1

1
1
1

Associativeelationships between
heritage assets

Cultural associations

Celebrated artistic representationg
Traditions

Factors that tend to reduce

Factors that tend to increase

A 4

Location or Type of Viewpoint

1
1

= =48 _9_9_-92_-9_92._-24._-.2_-29

From a building or tower

Within the curtilage of a
building/farm

Within a historicsettlement
Within a modern settlement
Operational industrial landscape
Abandoned industrial landscape
Roadside; trunk route

Roadside; local road
Woodlandg deciduous
Woodlandg plantation

Anciently Enclosed Land
Recently Enclosed Land
Unimproved open modand

apparent magnitude apparent magnitude

i Static 1 Movement

1 Skylining 1 Backgrounding

1 Cloudy sky 9 Clear Sky

1 Low visibility 1 Highlighting

9 Absence of visual cues 9 High visibility

1 Mobile receptor 1 Visual cues

1 Not afocal point 1 Static receptor

1 Complex scene 9 Afocal point

1 Low contrast I Simple scene

1 Screening 1 High contrast

9 High elevation 1 Lack of screening
1 Low elevation

v
Assessment of Magnitude of Visual Impact

A 4

Assessment of Sensitiwitto Visual Impact

A 4

Visual Impact of the Development

TABLEO: THE CONCEPTUAL MOEBR VISUAL IMPACBESSMENT PROPOSETHBYNIVERSITY DEEWCASTLR002,63), MODIFIED
TO INCLUDE ELEMERFASSESSMEISTEF2 FROM THE=TTING OFERITGEASSETEHISTORIENGLANIR2015,9).

SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD

42




LAND AT THEARMAHOTELSTMARTING ISLES OBCILLYCORNWALL

APPENDI®Z: HVIASUPPORTINBHOTOGRAPHS

1. AREA OFENTS; VIEWED FROM THE NBRVEST
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2. VIEW FROM THEPPROACH TO THE SREM THE NORWWESTVIEWED FROM THE ESSIUTHEAST

3. VIEW FROM THE APPRBAQC THE SITE FRGAE NORTWESTVIEWED FROM THE NEMERST
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4. VIEW FROM THE APPRBAO THE SITE TO NGRTHVESTVIEWED FROM THE NBfERST

5. VIEW FROMHE APPROACH TO SHE FROM THE NORVESTVIEWED FROM THE EAST
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7. VIEW FROM THE NORTHTENT; VIEWED FROM THE NBRT
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9. WATER TANKS ADJACENTHE SITEIEWED FROM THE SBUT
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10. WATER TANKS ADJACENTHE SITEIEWED FROM THE SBUT

ll BURNER ON THE NOREAST SIDE OF THE BRATANKS ADJACENTFI'E)SITE/IEWED FROM THE EAST
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13.

VIEW FROM POINT NOROHTEN#; VIEWED FROM THE SBASDUTHEAST
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14. VIEW FROM POINT NORJHTEN%; VIEWED FROM THE SBX$DUTHWEST

15. VIEW FROM THE POINJRTH OF TEMTVIEWED FROM THE NB{ERST
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17. VIEW FROM THE POINJRTH OF TEMTVIEWED FROM THE NBRVEST
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18. VIEW FROM THE POINJRITH OF TEMTVIEWED FROM THE SBWEST

19. VIEW FROM THE POINJRTH OF TEGTVIEWED FROM THE EASRTHEAST

SOUTHWESTARCHAEOLOGYD

52



LAND AT THEARMAHOTELSTMARTING ISLES OBCILLYCORNWALL

20. VIEW FROM THE POINJRITH OF TEMTVIEWED FROM THE SBERST

21. AREA OF TEMTVIEWED FROM THE NEMERST
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22. AREA OF TEMTVIEWED FROM THE NBRT
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23. EXISTING HUT TO BABTSOUTHEAST OF THE SNEEWED FROM THE NBRVEST
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