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S.  NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY

S1 Summary

Oxford Archaeological Associates Limited have prepared a cultural heritage statement to
accompany a planning application for a wind turbine at the Curborough Water Treatment Works,
Lichfield, Staffordshire (SK 12803 12690).

This statement addresses a range of cultural heritage matters, that is, archaeology and
associated palaeoenvironmental material, built cultural heritage features (Scheduled
Monuments, Listed Buildings, Registered Parks & Gardens, Conservation Area) and Historic
Landscape. The statement is supported by a detailed technical document in Appendix D.

There are no known archaeological remains within the proposal site and the potential for such
remains is low. After appropriate preservation by record of any remains encountered during
construction or other groundworks, it is expected that there will be no significant residual direct
impacts on cultural heritage fabric.

In respect of indirect impacts, the (reversible) visual relationship between the proposed turbine
and spires of Lichfield Cathedral has been found to be the only setting issue of minor note, as
seen from the public road in the narrow gap alongside Wood End Farm. However, taking into
account the fleeting nature of this one view and the beneficial impact of renewable energy upon
the cultural heritage in the face of climate change, there will be no residual negative impact
under thus rubric.

S2 Introduction

Oxford Archaeological Associates Limited (OAA) were commissioned to prepare a cultural
heritage statement as part of an environmental statement to accompany a planning application
for a wind turbine at the Curborough Water Treatment Works, Lichfield, Staffordshire. The
Application Site is centred at NGR SK 12803 12690 and lies within the Borough of Lichfield
District Planning Authority boundary.

This statement addresses a range of cultural heritage matters, that is, archaeology and
associated palaeoenvironmental material, built cultural heritage features and Historic Landscape.
All relevant EIA and cultural heritage professional standards have been followed. The statement
is supported by a detailed technical document in Appendix D.

All main development site works will fall within the existing water treatment works, either within
the 'built-up’ zone or within the currently arable field immediately southeast of the works
installations.

S3 Legislation and Policy

The District Local Plan (Adopted 1998) has the following policies (saved in 2007) relevant to the
main cultural heritage topics: C.1 (Listed Buildings), L.48 (Lichfield Cathedral), DC.14
(Archaeological Assessment) and DC.15 (Archaeological Mitigation).

The Staffordshire & Stoke-on-Trent Structure Plan (Adopted 2001) has the following policies
(saved 2007) relevant to the cultural heritage: NC14 (Archaeological assessment), NC15
(Nationally Important Sites), NC17A (Historic Parks & Gardens), NC18 (Listed Buildings) and
NC19 (Conservation Areas).

The West Midlands RSS (2008) is relevant to the cultural heritage, in particular at Policies QE1,
QE3 and QE5. The environmental considerations arising from energy generation proposals are
set out in Policy EN1 at paragraph (iii).
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Current national guidance on the cultural heritage is set out in PPG15 and PPG16.

The most discriminating assessment tool presently available is the concept of special interest
supported in the recent Heritage White Paper [1]. This special interest is the unified reason why
the designation of any nationally important historic environment feature (be it a World Heritage
Site, a Scheduled Monument, a Listed Building, a Conservation Area, a Registered Park or
Garden or a Registered Battlefield) in a future common List can be justified. This special interest
is the legitimate basis for the recognition of what is proper to the character and appearance of
cultural heritage features. For less important sites as well as nationally important ones, special
interest must be the reason why weight in the Planning system can be justified. In order to judge
potential effects, it is necessary to identify the special interest of cultural heritage features and it
will no longer be sufficient to point to the mere presence of these features in the vicinity.

S4 Methodology

Existing data were compiled from: the Staffordshire Historic Environment Record (HER); Lichfield
Borough Council; the Staffordshire Record Office; the National Record Office; the Sackler &
Bodleian Libraries (Oxford).

With respect to fabric issues, the full County HER record (including the Historic Landscape
Classification) was examined within a radius of 2 km of the water treatment works. Geotechnical
test-pitting was also observed by OAA at the proposed turbine location.

With respect to setting issues, in as much as they are relevant, the principles set out in Collcutt
(2009) [2] have been used, especially the overall 'special interest' approach, that seeks to
identify what it is in the perceptible surroundings of a given feature that contributes to its heritage
value, thus constituting relevant setting. In the first instance, a search was made of the relevant
records for all designated cultural heritage features (Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings,
Conservation Areas, Registered Parks & Gardens, Registered Battlefields) with standing
elements within 2 km of the proposed turbine site (see Fig.7.1). A wider area (potentially out to a
5 km radius) was then considered in order to add any cultural heritage features of greater
intrinsic significance and/or visual prominence.

S5 Baseline

No finds or sites of archaeological significance are known from the site of the present water
treatment works, nor from the adjacent field in which the proposed turbine will be sited.
However, an early prehistoric (Neolithic) stone axe was found in the field immediately north of
the works. A short section of a low bank, formerly marking the parish boundary between Kings
Bromley and Alrewas, survives ¢.500 m north of the proposed turbine site.

The possible site of a Roman settlement or villa has been identified southeast of Curborough
Hall Farm, on the west bank of the Curborough Brook, approximately 750 m south of the water
treatment works, from fieldwalking and metal-detecting finds. Prehistoric flintwork, ranging from
Mesolithic to Early Bronze Age in date, was also found, together with a later prehistoric
metalwork piece. A few sherds of early Medieval (Anglo-Saxon) pottery were also identified,
together with quantities of Medieval pottery.

There may be a Medieval headland, south of the Roman settlement, and a possible moated site,
close to Curborough Hall Farm. The probable site of the deserted Medieval settlement of
Curborough is believed to lie ¢.700 m east of the water treatment works, south of the wood at
Little Lyntus.

There are no suggestive cropmarks, either listed in the County HER or on various aerial and
satellite images of the area available on-line. The five observed testpits, set in a cruciform
pattern centred upon the proposed turbine position, showed stony topsoil, over ripped subsoil,
over compact clay and siltstone (geological basement, probably Triassic). A hectare of the
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surrounding surface was also fieldwalked, at close intervals, as was the remainder of the field at
slightly wider intervals; the bare surface visibility was excellent. No objects older than the 18th.
century were noted and even these were very rare away from the disturbed margins towards the
water treatment works.

With respect to Historic Landscape, the proposed turbine site lies in a relatively open landscape,
just to the west of the Curborough Brook (it may be noted that Curborough itself means 'mill
stream’). At closer range, there are very large post-War fields to the north as far as Wood End
Lane, large irregular fields to the east and south, and other small rectilinear fields to the west.
North of Wood End Lane, there are various scales/types of rectangular fields to the northwest,
planned enclosure and other large rectilinear fields to the north, and planned enclosure again to
the northeast. Further southwards, there is planned enclosure, with piecemeal enclosure and
small irregular fields further still to the southeast. Towards Streethay, there are again very large
post-War fields. Broadly in the northern sector with respect to the water treatment works, there
are a number of woodland blocks, both conifer and deciduous plantations but also some 'Ancient
Woodland' to the northwest (at Ravenshaw Wood and Tomhay Wood). One may note the post-
Medieval canals (north and east) which nhowadays support mostly recreational use. There is a
motorcycle sprint track immediately east of the proposed turbine site. On the eastern and
southeastern sides, there are large areas of light industrial and business park use, including
some parts of the former Lichfield (Fradley) Airfield. There are further such areas on the
southern side, along the railway corridor, before the wide zone of post-1880 settlement in the
outer part of Lichfield. The Historic Landscape in this area is therefore a rather heterogeneous
patchwork.

With respect to setting, each of the cultural heritage features listed below (see also Fig.7.1) was
considered in terms of potential interaction with the proposed development (the individual
detailed assessments are set out in Appendix D to this ES):

Streethay Moated Site & Plunge Bath (SM - SK 1434 1080)

Curborough Farmhouse (LB Il - SK 12987 12132 - N0.272494)

The Swan & Attached Buildings (LB Il - SK 14042 14032 - N0.272497)
Workshops 250 yds East of the Swan (LB Il - SK 14233 14083 - N0.272498)
Wharf House (LB Il - SK 14088 14012 - N0.272499)

Hunt's Lock (LB Il - SK 14544 14303 - N0.272500)

Bridge No0.50 & Keeper's Lock (LB Il - SK 14440 14223 - N0.272501)
Bridge No.51 & Attached Lock (LB Il - SK 14170 14050 - No.272502)
Middle Lock (LB II - SK 13849 13909 - N0.272503)

Bridge No.52 & Shade House Lock (LB Il - SK 13716 13825 - N0.272504)
Ivy Leigh & Attached Cottages (LB Il - SK 14082 14053 - N0.428503)
Porch Cottage, ElImhurst (LB Il - SK 11420 12040 - N0.272633)
Woodend Lock (LB Il - SK 12792 13516 - N0.430386)

Woodend Lock Cottage (LB Il - SK 12778 13517 - N0.430387)

Stowe Hill, Lichfield (LB II* - SK 12355 10354 - N0.382546)

Stowe House, Lichfield (LB II* - SK 12300 10200 - N0.382697)
Netherstowe House, Lichfield (LB Il - SK 12462 10941 - N0.382698)

St. Chad's Church, Lichfield (LB II* - SK 12204 10209 - N0.382708)



Lichfield Cathedral (LB | - SK 11563 09767 - N0.382780)
Brownsfield Farmhouse (LB Il - SK 12882 10941 - N0.272585)
Lichfield Conservation Area

Trent & Mersey Canal & Fradley Junction Conservation Area
Cathedral Close and Linear Park Registered Park & Garden Grade Il

There are a relatively low density of Listed Buildings in the general vicinity but (barring the more
important buildings at the northeastern end of Stowe Pool) these are all Grade Il and none has a
setting issue mentioned explicitly in the Listing text (again, save for some of the views across
Stowe Pool).

No formal designed vistas or prospects would be significantly affected by the proposed
development. In this general context, the spires of Lichfield Cathedral occur in a number of
views from the northeasterly sector. In closer views of the cathedral, the proposed turbine is
usually ‘well off to the side'. In longer views, the cathedral appears in a 'quiet’ interval, strongly
‘framed' by modern features (such that the proposed STW turbine would make no significant
difference). Indeed, this ‘framing' is not an unwelcome motif, granted that the more traditional
views of the cathedral remain available from many other angles around Lichfield. There is only
one point from which the STW turbine would appear close to the line to the cathedral spires in
such a way as to produce a degree of visual competition (assuming an observer to take note)
and that is through the narrow gap alongside Wood End Farm. However, given the lack of a
public footpath along Wood End Lane and the speed of the traffic on this road, any glimpse
including the spires would be so fleeting as to be insignificant.

Views across Stowe Pool, variously including elements of the Grade II* Listed Buildings of St.
Chad's Church, Stowe House and Stowe Hill (mansion), together with the surviving park
features, have considerable cultural heritage significance. The blade-tips of the proposed turbine
might appear on the far horizon but only well to the left (anti-clockwise), where the skyline is
composed of entirely modern buildings with no cultural heritage interest. The important
composite vista across the Pool, assembled through largely sympathetic changes over the
centuries, will not be unacceptably affected by the proposed development at Curborough.

A large number of the cultural heritage features in the area are associated with the Trent &
Mersey Canal. This system was established in the 18th. century as a transport route for heavy
materials, especially, in this area, for coal; it is essentially an industrial feature, with close
connections to the theme of power-generation. The present use, of course, is largely
recreational but this bears specifically upon the appreciation and understanding of the cultural
heritage only in as much as the users are able to reflect upon the special interest of the canal
and its ancillary features/buildings. The whole focus of attention in this context is rather 'linear’,
almost 'tunnelled'’, the historic views running up and down the canal alignments, to take in open-
water reaches, punctuated by locks, bridges, warehousing, tied-cottages and other service
buildings. Occasional glimpses of turbine blades, or even full views 'off to the side’, would cause
no interference whatsoever with the cultural heritage interest of the canal and would have no
significant impact upon appreciation of the canal 'scene'.

Many local Listed Buildings were originally farmhouses. These have mostly ceased to be part of
active agricultural units, usually having been converted to simple residential use, no functional
link with the land (aside from gardens and the occasional paddock for riding horses) now
surviving. Indeed, ancillary farm buildings and work areas have often been subjected to
unsympathetic conversion, extension and/or partitioning (many with hard landscaping, high
walls/fences and screen planting) for additional domestic use, such that the original purpose of
the overall farmstead (or even of an entire agricultural hamlet) and the relationships between its
parts are no longer readily apparent. Whilst there may have been economic reasons for these
changes (and there is a stark contrast in condition between most unconverted and converted
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ancillary buildings in this area), the relevant setting of the Listed Buildings is reduced to little
more than their surviving curtilage.

S6 Impact Assessment

The collated data are considered adequate for the present purpose. There have been no
material problems in preparing this cultural heritage technical assessment.

There are no known archaeological remains (whether standing or buried) within the Application
Site which might be impacted by the proposed development works. After field observation (test-
pitting and fieldwalking), the risk that as yet unknown significant buried features might be
intersected by development works is judged to be low.

The potential indirect effects upon the setting of significant cultural heritage assets in the vicinity
has been considered. The proposed turbine will indeed be visible from many public access
points in the vicinity. However, any effects upon the 'special interest' of the standing cultural
heritage features will be neutral. The only issue identified as capable of giving rise to a negative
impact is the visual relationship, not of ‘confusion’ or '"dominance’ (given the very obvious nature
and simple lines of the single proposed turbine, plus the distance involved) but more of
‘competition’, with the skylined spires of Lichfield Cathedral, as seen in the narrow gap alongside
Wood End Farm. This view would be so ‘fleeting' that it is the judgment of the present assessors
that the impact would be negligible. In any case, it should be remembered that any effect would
be wholly reversible, under the direct future control of the Planning system.

No significant cumulative visual impacts have been noted, having taken into account (through
fieldwork and consideration of the CLVIA visualisations) the planned turbine at the Tesco
Distribution Depot in Fradley Park.

It is a basic tenet in physical conservation of cultural heritage fabric (whether standing or sub-
surface) that micro-environmental change is more likely than not to be damaging (since, in near-
equilibrium situations, decay and erosion must have slowed for survival to have occurred at all)
and should thus be avoided wherever possible. Any initiative to limit, retard or decelerate climate
change, even by very small increments, will be beneficial (other things being equal) to the
historic environment, locally, nationally and internationally.

S7 Mitigation

Should a suitable archaeological mitigation programme be required on precautionary grounds,
the requirement for a 'written scheme of archaeological works' may be secured by the most
appropriate Planning mechanism and such a scheme may be designed under normal
professional standards. It should also be noted that there will be any necessary articulation
between cultural heritage provisions and relevant provisions of the Environmental Management
Plan.

S8 Residual Effects

After appropriate preservation by record of any archaeological remains encountered during
construction or other groundworks, it is expected that there will be no significant residual direct
impacts on fabric.

In passing, one may also recall at this point the general benefits from wind-power, specifically for
the cultural heritage, in the face of climate change.
S9 Conclusions

After due assessment, it is considered that, overall, the proposed Curborough Wind Turbine will
have a neutral impact upon the cultural heritage interests of the area.
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1.1.6

INTRODUCTION

Background

In January 2009, Oxford Archaeological Associates Limited (OAA) were commissioned
by TNEI Services Limited (on behalf of Severn Trent plc) to prepare a cultural heritage
statement as part of an environmental statement to accompany a planning application for

a wind turbine at Curborough, Lichfield, Staffordshire.

The Application Site is centred at NGR SK 12803 12690 and lies within the District of
Lichfield Planning Authority boundary.

This statement addresses a range of cultural heritage matters, that is, archaeology and
associated palaeoenvironmental material, built cultural heritage features and Historic

Landscape.

The present document has been compiled as part of an environmental statement under
the Town & Country Planning (Assessment of Environmental Effects) Regulations, 1999
(as amended). In accordance with appropriate English Heritage guidelines (Planning for
the Past: Volume 1 - A review of archaeological assessment procedures in England
1982-91 English Heritage 1995, page 16), this statement has been undertaken by
qualified archaeologists/historians with suitable skills. The statement has been structured
in accordance with the guidelines set out in the documents: Preparation of Environmental
Statements for Planning Projects that Require Environmental Assessment: A Good
Practice Guide (Department of the Environment 1995, TSO: London) and Environmental
Impact Assessment: guide to procedures (Office of the Deputy Prime Minister
2004, TSO: London). The relevant studies have been carried out in accordance with
the Code of Conduct, Standards and Guidelines issued by the Institute of Field

Archaeologists.

This technical statement was written by S.N. Collcutt MA(Hons) DEA DPhil FSA, A.P.
Johnson BA(Hons) PhD MIFA, and M.R. Petchey MA DipArchaeol MIFA.

Excavation of geotechnical test pits at the proposed turbine site was observed by Dr.
Collcutt on the 23rd.-24th. February, 2009.
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The persons and data sources consulted by OAA are summarised in the following
subsection. However, it is appropriate to acknowledge again here the kind collaboration
and advice provided to the project by Debbie Boffin (Conservation Officer, Lichfield
District Council) and by Stephen Dean (Principal Archaeologist, Staffordshire County
Council) together with the County HER staff.

Data Sources

The main data sources consulted by OAA during this project are tabulated below:

Staffordshire Historic Environment Record (HER) | Primary records, Historic Landscape
Characterisation, unpublished
archaeological reports

Lichfield Borough Council Conservation Area maps, List of
Buildings of Special Architectural or
Historic Interest

Staffordshire Record Office Historical records
The National Monuments Record (Swindon) NMR records
Sackler & Bodleian Libraries (Oxford) Historic Landscape, geological and

archaeological policy matters

A full listing of the specific documentary references (published and unpublished texts, and

maps) is appended below.

Development Type

The proposed development is described in detail in the relevant Section of the ES.

The elements of the present Application which are of most significance to the cultural

heritage may be listed as follows:

* one turbine and its base, together with hardstanding and crane-pad necessary for its
construction, servicing and decommissioning;

» (possible if not internalised within the turbine itself) transformer housing;

* construction compound,;

* access track serving the development and the junction with the highway;

» the sub-surface cabling, control building (with switchgear) and grid connection (the

latter fully within existing highway once beyond the main development site).
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All development site works will fall within the existing water treatment works, with respect
to the access route, through the 'built-up’ part of the works, and, with respect to the other
design elements, within the currently arable field immediately southeast of the works
installations. The existing site access onto the highway will be 'widened' towards the
north, so as to increase the bend radius to accommodate the length of the transport

vehicles.
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2. PRINCIPAL CULTURAL HERITAGE POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

2.1 Local Plan Policies

2.1.1 The District Local Plan (Adopted 1998) has the following policies (saved in 2007) relevant
to the main topics here at issue:

Policy C.1

[...]

2. The District Council will give particular scrutiny to proposals which affect the
structure or setting of Grade 1 and 2* listed buildings. In considering planning
applications for such development the Council will give considerable weight to
the advice of statutory bodies having a responsibility for such buildings.

[...]

6. Development which adversely affects the setting of Listed Buildings will not
be permitted.

[...]

Policy L.48

When considering new development proposals special care will be taken to
ensure that views from public places from and into the city, and in particular
long distance and local views to the Cathedral remain unspoilt. New
development will be encouraged to incorporate such vistas within their layout
and conversely development which would materially detract from views of the
Cathedral spires from public places will not be permitted.

Policy DC.14

Prior to planning permission being granted on sites listed on the Sites and
Monuments Register, developers may be required to provide an assessment,
by trial investigations where necessary, of the archaeological potential of sites
and an indication of the means to be adopted to safeguard or record
archaeological deposits in the event of development being permitted.

Policy DC.15

Where development proposals are made on sites with confirmed or potential
archaeological interest, the District Council may require an archaeological
assessment to be provided prior to the consideration of a planning application.
The District Council will not grant planning permission where assessment
indicates the site to be of sufficient archaeological importance to merit long
term preservation. [Cf. also Policy DC.1(5)]

In cases where an initial assessment indicates that long term retention is not
necessary but the site is of sufficient archaeological interest to require further
investigation, the District Council will require, prior to the grant of planning
permission, to be satisfied that appropriate and satisfactory provision will be
made for the full excavation and recording of remains.

10



2.1.2

2.13

2.2

221

OQQ

Saved Policy C.2 deals only with development proposals within Conservation Areas.
Former Policy C.5, which dealt (inter alia) with the potential visual effects on
Conservation Areas from development proposals outside those Areas, has not been

saved.
Judging from existing documentation, the Local Development Framework process will

carry forward and reinforce the cultural heritage local policy basis. However, at present,
there appear to be no additional local policy matters requiring mention here.

Reqgional Policies

The Staffordshire & Stoke-on-Trent Structure Plan (Adopted 2001) has the following

policies (saved 2007) relevant to the cultural heritage.

Policy NC14

Proposals for development or land use change affecting sites of known or
potential archaeological importance, and their settings, will be considered in the
light of information held by the County or City Councils. Where necessary,
developers will be required to supplement this information with the results of
desk-based assessments and field evaluations before any decision on the
planning application is taken. Where the planning authority decides on the
basis of professional advice that archaeological remains are not sufficiently
important to warrant physical preservation in situ, developers will be required to
make appropriate and satisfactory provision for the excavation and recording of
the remains prior to development, and for the publication of the results.

Policy NC15

Development which would adversely affect Scheduled Ancient Monuments or
archaeological sites of national importance or, in either case, their settings, will
only be allowed in the most exceptional circumstances.

Policy NC17A

Historic parks and gardens and their settings will be protected from
development which would cause harm to their character or appearance. In
order to assist in the protection of the character and appearance of recorded
sites:

(a) an historic landscape appraisal report may be required where development
affecting an historic park or garden or its setting is proposed;

(b) historic parks and gardens of particular historic design or aesthetic
significance may be designated as Conservation Areas to help protect their
character and appearance.

11
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Policy NC18

There will be a presumption in favour of preserving Listed Buildings and
protecting their settings and historic context. In exceptional circumstances,
other planning policies may be relaxed to enable the retention or sympathetic
reuse of Listed Buildings, or to maintain the integrity of their settings. An
historical and architectural evaluation of Listed Buildings may be required as
part of the planning process to ensure decision-making is based on a proper
understanding of their fabric and structure.

Policy NC19

Areas of architectural or historic interest will be designated as Conservation
Areas. There will be a presumption in favour of retaining and enhancing
buildings, groups of buildings, or other features, including open spaces and
views through, into or out of the areas which contribute to their special
character, appearance or interest. New development within or adjacent to
Conservation Areas should respect, protect and enhance their character and
appearance with respect to its height, scale, intensity and materials, and only
generate levels of activity which will support their preservation and economic
viability. Proposals which would result in over-development, undue disturbance
and traffic movement detrimental to the character of the Conservation Area will
not be permitted.

2.2.2 The West Midlands RSS (2008) is relevant to the cultural heritage, in particular at Policies
QE1, QE3 and QE5. The environmental considerations arising from energy generation

proposals are set out in Policy EN1 at paragraph (iii).

2.3 National Policies

2.3.1 Current national guidance on the cultural heritage is set out in PPG15 and PPG16.

2.3.2 Before continuing to the details of the historic environment in the present case, it is
necessary to note the most discriminating assessment tool presently available. The
Government’s intentions on the matter of national importance have been set out in the
recent Heritage White Paper *. The principles are given as follows:

1.1.18 The concept of ‘special interest’ used in the listing system has been
tested out over many years. It has shown itself to be broad enough to
accommodate changing perceptions of the historic environment, and
sufficiently neutral to avoid subjective value judgements. In future, all national
designation decisions will be made on the basis of ‘special architectural,
historic or archaeological interest’.

1.1.19 While the statutory criteria will remain broad and flexible, we will
make the designation system easier to understand by introducing detailed, non-
statutory selection criteria. These will be based on the new Principles of

! DCMS & WAG 2007. Heritage Protection for the 21st Century White Paper, Department for Culture, Media & Sport
and Welsh Assembly Government, March 2007.

12
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Selection that have been issued for listing buildings under the current system.

[.]

2.3.3 This special interest is the unified reason why the designation of any nationally
important historic environment feature (be it a World Heritage Site, a Scheduled
Monument, a Listed Building, a Conservation Area?, a Registered Park or Garden or a
Registered Battlefield) in a common List can be justified. This special interest is the
legitimate basis for the recognition of what is proper to the character and appearance of
cultural heritage features. For less important sites as well as nationally important ones,
special interest must be the reason why weight in the Planning system can be justified.
In order to judge potential effects, it is necessary to identify the special interest of
cultural heritage features and it will no longer be sufficient to point to the mere presence
of these features in the vicinity.

2 whilst Conservation Areas are currently locally designated, it is clear from the Heritage Bill and its commentaries that
the Government now intends CAs to be assessed on the same basis as all other cultural heritage assets.

13



3.1

3.11

3.1.2

3.1.3

3.14

FABRIC ISSUES - BASELINE CONDITIONS

Existing Assessment

Desk-Based Assessment

The full County HER record was examined within a radius of 2 km of the water treatment
works (cf. the attached Gazetteer). In order to provide a background for the assessment
of archaeological potential of the proposed turbine location itself, a summary of the

nearest records is given here.

No finds or sites of archaeological significance are known from the site of the present
water treatment works, nor from the adjacent field in which the proposed turbine will be
sited. However, an early prehistoric (Neolithic) stone axe was found in the field
immediately north of the works, at SK 126128 (PRN 00646).

A short section of a low bank, formerly marking the parish boundary between Kings
Bromley and Alrewas, survives ¢.500 m north of the proposed turbine site (PRN 05643;
SK 1297 1317). Both the modern road and the Trent & Mersey Canal have cut through
this bank. Although a section was excavated across it in the course of road widening in

2000, no dating evidence was recovered.

The possible site of a Roman settlement or villa has been identified southeast of
Curborough Hall Farm, on the west bank of the Curborough Brook, approximately 750 m
south of the water treatment works. A large number of finds of Roman date were
recovered by fieldwalking and metal-detecting (PRN 05115; SK 1279 1202); at least 40
brooches and 60 coins of early 2nd. to 4th. century date were recovered from an area
measuring ¢. 20 x 100 m. Other finds include large quantities of pottery sherds, tile,
glass, pieces of worked marble or alabaster and a pottery kiln. A significant quantity of
worked prehistoric flintwork, ranging from Mesolithic to Early Bronze Age in date and
including microliths, arrowheads and scrapers, was also found, together with a later
prehistoric (Iron Age) 'Celtic’ terret ring (used to guide reins on a chariot or cart). A few
sherds of early Medieval (Anglo-Saxon) pottery were also identified, together with

guantities of Medieval pottery and a gold ring of possible 13th. century date.
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It has been suggested that a short broad stretch of linear earthwork, observed close to
the brook within the adjacent field to the south of the Roman site, might be associated
with that site, although it may equally represent the remains of a Medieval plough
headland, as it corresponds with the termination of ridge & furrow at this location (PRN
05118; centred on SK 1270 1184).

The location of a possible moated site, suggested by the fieldname "Moat Piece" on the
mid-19th. century Tithe Map, lies close to Curborough Hall Farm (PRN 03548; SK 1267
1210). The probable site of the deserted Medieval settlement of Curborough is believed
to lie ¢.700 m east of the water treatment works, south of the wood at Little Lyntus (PRN
02089; SK 135 125). An area of former (Medieval) ridge & furrow cultivation has been
observed on aerial photographs to the east of Curborough Farm (PRN 40157; SK 1331
1208).

In addition to the Listed Buildings (see Section 4 below), post-Medieval and modern
buildings recorded within ¢.750 m radius of the proposed turbine site include barns at
Curborough Hall and Corporation Farms (PRNs 51105 and 51006), and a wartime pillbox
close to the modern road, on the western perimeter of the former Lichfield Airfield, at
Fradley (PRN 04950; SK 1354 1295).

There are no cropmarks listed in the County HER in proximity to the proposed turbine

site. Aerial photographs and satellite images of the site available on-line show no

suggestive markings.

Site Observation

In February 2009, test pits were excavated at the proposed turbine location (SK 12803
12690), primarily for geotechnical reasons but nevertheless under archaeological
supervision (cf. Fig.3). The target site lies just to the southeast of the actual water
treatment works, within a currently arable field. Since there was no expectation of prior
(recent) construction in this precise area, a pattern of five test pits (each c. 1 x 4 m) was
dug, the central pit on the actual grid reference, and the other four in a ‘cross' formation
set at 15 m along the cardinal points from the centre. Although a toothed bucket was
used (necessary to reach the depths of the geotechnical brief), the topsoil was first

removed slowly, with the bucket (teeth) held horizontally; the resulting surface was
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cleared by trowel and inspected (no cut features being noted in any of the pits), before

machine excavation was resumed.

The stratigraphy exposed in each pit was very similar and a 'generic’ description will
serve the current purpose. The stony agricultural topsoil (tilth) was ¢.0.3 m thick. Below
this, there was a disturbed zone, probably due to occasional ripping, down to a depth of
0.4-0.5 m, with common land-drains (both functional sets and defunct ones) cutting down
to c.1 m, especially where the substrate was heavier (clayier). The underlying geological
material comprised a compact reddish brown clay, with relatively rare floating pebbles;
the reddening increased with depth, as did the sand content, and the context remained
oxidised throughout. By a depth of c.2.5 m, lenses of light grey siltstone began to
appear, merging into a continuous unit by ¢.2.9 m. These materials (clays, sandy clays
and siltstone) were very similar to beds encountered across the region from the Triassic
sequence (e.g. units of the Mercia Mudstone Group), although there may have been

some madification in the Pleistocene in the uppermost levels.

Since the fields were in arable, the opportunity was taken to fieldwalk the surfaces,
systematically (at intervals of 2 m) for a hectare around the proposed turbine location,
and slightly less intensely up to the disturbed margins of the water treatment works on the
northern and western sides. The plough-surfaces were well washed and the crops had
barely sprouted (millimetres only), so that visibility was excellent. As was noted above,
the topsoil was quite stony, with common quartzite and sandstone fragments (both
rounded pebbles and more angular clasts). Since the underlying deposit (at least as
seen in the test pits) contained only occasional gravel particles, the state of the topsoil
implies either a significant degree of erosion/deflation (to produce a lag concentration of
coarser elements) and/or the former presence of a gravelly body (perhaps a Pleistocene
fluvio-glacial outwash bed) now wholly incorporated into the topsoil; in any case, the
composition would suggest sources in the regional Triassic sequence (e.g. the Sherwood
Sandstone Group). In proximity to (within c.10 m of) the edges of the water treatment
works, a relatively high density of building materials (tile, slate and brick fragments, with
some concrete clasts, all of comparatively recent date) was apparent in the topsoil.
However, further out into the fields (and throughout the systematically walked hectare),
anthropogenic material was rare, with only occasional drainage pipe fragments (nothing
obviously older that the later 18th.century). Not a single example of a pottery sherd or
older ceramic fragment, or struck stone (whether quartzite, quartz or flint), or strongly

burnt stone, was identified during this exercise. This lack of archaeological 'signal' might
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suggest that arable use has been a relatively recent phase, perhaps due to the general
heaviness and drainage condition (which might be wet at some times and, because of the

locally domed landform, draughty at others) of the soil.

Survival of Archaeologically Relevant Materials

3.1.12 There are no reports of 'unusual’ archaeological materials (e.g. soft organic remains) from
the immediate vicinity. Any archaeological sites in this area would be expected to contain

the range of more robust materials normally surviving under oxidised ground conditions.

3.2 Historic Landscape

General Definitions

3.2.1 Current national guidance provides a 'character' approach to Historic Landscape *:

[...] The protection of the historic environment, whether individual listed
buildings, conservation areas, parks and gardens, battlefields or the wider
historic landscape, is a key aspect of these wider environmental
responsibilities, and will need to be taken fully into account both in the
formulation of authorities' planning policies and in development control. *

The wider historic landscape

Suitable approaches to the identification of the components and character of
the wider historic landscape are being refined by English Heritage through its
programme of Historic Landscape Characterisation (HLC). Appraisals based
on assessments of the historic character of the whole countryside will be more
flexible, and more likely to be effectively integrated with the aims of the
planning process, than an attempt to define selected areas for additional
control. It is unlikely therefore to be feasible to prepare a definitive register at a
national level of England's wider historic landscape. The whole of the
landscape, to varying degrees and in different ways, is an archaeological and
historic artefact, the product of complex historic processes and past land-use.
It is also a crucial and defining aspect of biodiversity, to the enhancement of
which the Government is committed. Much of its value lies in its complexity,
regional diversity and local distinctiveness, qualities which a national register
cannot adequately reflect. ®

® The term "Historic Landscape" is capitalised here to indicate the formal issue which is being addressed in England
through collaboration primarily between English Heritage and various Local Planning Authorities; historic attributes
may also have a bearing upon the wider assessment of landscape in its own right (see the Landscape & Visual section
of this ES).

4 Planning Policy Guidance 15: Planning and the Historic Environment 1994, paragraph 2.1.

® Planning Policy Guidance 15: Planning and the Historic Environment 1994, paragraph 6.40, as amended (new
paragraph 6.43) by DCLG & DCMS 2007, Revisions to Principles of Selection for Listing Buildings Department of
Communities and Local Government Circular 01/2007; Department for Culture, Media and Sport Circular PP992; 8
March 2007].
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3.2.2 The recent White Paper ° on heritage protection does not actually mention 'Historic
Landscape' in the English context, which would seem to rule out, at least in the near
future, the national designation of "outstanding" or "special” historic landscapes as
specific features (in contrast to what as has already happened in Wales).

3.2.3 Graham Fairclough (Head of the English Heritage Monuments & Countryside Protection
Programmes, which includes responsibility for the Historic Landscape Characterisation
section, and also an EH co-ordinator of the Historic Environment Review commissioned
by the DCMS) has discussed (1999) the 'character' philosophy developed by his team at
English Heritage in response to the governmental instruction reported in PPG 15:

We have arrived at a very broad definition of 'historic landscape' that is fitted to
the aims of landscape conservation and management, and to Historic
Landscape Characterisation as currently promoted by English Heritage for use
by local authorities in landscape management. This definition focuses on the
ways in which, in the present landscape, we can see and interpret physical
remains as indicators of how the landscape's character has been created over
thousands of years by the interaction of people and their environment. ’

We started by defining a few attributes of Historic Landscape Character:

° landscape is historic, but historic landscape character only exists in the
present

° historic landscape character is indivisible, but locally distinctive

° all areas have historic landscape character

° historic landscape is an idea, not a thing, and discrete areas should not
be rigidly defined

° site/monument based approaches to landscape are inadequate

° area not point data (non-site not site) is the key

° historic character is part of a wider definition of landscape character, to
which it makes a major, indeed dominant, contribution

° historic landscape is an artefact of past land-use, social structures and
political decisions

° the role of complex historic process in the landscape needs to be given
full recognition

° particular reference is needed to patterns and inter-relationships within
and between areas

° evolution, change and continuity are all legible in the current landscape
in various ways

° attributes such as causality, time-depth, diversity and transparency are
all-important

° relict landscapes [i.e. landscape features 'frozen' from some past time]
do not exist

° holistic landscape character encompasses ecology, scenic values,

appreciation, perception and associations; there are also complimentary
social values

® DCMS & WAG 2007. Heritage Protection for the 21st Century White Paper, Department for Culture, Media & Sport
and Welsh Assembly Government, March 2007.

7 FAIRCLOUGH, G. 1999. Historic landscape characterisation: theory, objectives, and connections. In: Historic
Landscape Characterisation G. Fairclough (ed), pp.3-14. Papers presented at an English Heritage seminar, 11
December 1998. English Heritage: London; citation from page 3.
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° future landscape change is inevitable because landscape is both an
artefact and a living entity - it needs to be managed for its character to
be preserved

° landscape conservation cannot be separated from its land use and
management

° the future of landscape character depends on its managed evolution,
and everywhere not just in special places

° sustainability and landscape conservation go hand-in-hand; the historic

landscape is a major aspect of environmental capital. ®

3.2.4 The methodology developed by English Heritage is summarised by Fairclough:

What is new in the methodology, however, is that it brings together two

disciplines and philosophies. It does this in a number of ways:

° It adopts scales used by landscape assessment (normally county-wide),
rather than the smaller, parish level, approach of earlier archaeological
or historic landscape study which tended to treat landscapes merely as
large sites.

° It also borrows the practice of analysing the present day landscape, not
simply the partial remains and survivals of earlier periods in an attempt
to reconstruct past landscapes.

° It uses archaeological perspectives that are vertical and map-based
(seeking chronological depth beneath), rather than Ilandscape
architects' predominantly horizontal, surface-based aesthetic view.

° Finally, it is archaeological in that it treats landscape as material culture,
to be read as a 'text’ and quarried for meanings that can be either
implicit or externally inferred, rather than only as a 'view' to be assessed
aesthetically. °

3.2.5 Fairclough is most insistent upon the crux of this approach:

[...] it aims to convince archaeologists and others of the need to learn from
landscape assessment about high-level, non-site- and non-period-based views
of the current landscape and its patterns, even if this means an emphasis that
some might consider undue on the latest layers and on the 'post-medieval
landscape.

[...] ‘historic (or archaeological) landscape characterisation’, which
characterises the present-day landscape in terms of historic origins, process
and change; the latter will naturally focus on the medieval and later periods. *°

3.26 A 2004 monograph on this topic adds further notes (original bolding) on guiding
principles:

° Present not past : it is the present-day landscape that is the main object of
study. Landscape as history not geography: the most important

8 FAIRCLOUGH, G. 1999. Historic landscape characterisation: theory, objectives, and connections. In: Historic
Landscape Characterisation G. Fairclough (ed), pp.3-14. Papers presented at an English Heritage seminar, 11
December 1998. English Heritage: London; citation from page 7].
® FAIRCLOUGH, G. 1999. Historic landscape characterisation: theory, objectives, and connections. In: Historic
Landscape Characterisation G. Fairclough (ed), pp.3-14. Papers presented at an English Heritage seminar, 11
December 1998. English Heritage: London; citation from page 8.
10 FAIRCLOUGH, G. 1999. Historic landscape characterisation: theory, objectives, and connections. In: Historic
Landscape Characterisation G. Fairclough (ed), pp.3-14. Papers presented at an English Heritage seminar, 11
December 1998. English Heritage: London; citation from page 8].
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characteristic of landscape is its time-depth; change and earlier landscapes
exist in the present landscape.

Landscape not sites : HLC-based research and understanding are
concerned with area not point data.

All aspects of the landscape, no matter how modern, are treated as part of
landscape character, not just special areas

Semi-natural and living features (woodland, land cover, hedges, etc.) are as
much a part of landscape character as archaeological features; human
landscape - biodiversity is a cultural phenomenon

Characterisation of landscape is a matter of interpretation not record,
perception not facts ; understand landscape as an idea, not purely as an
objective thing.

People’s views : it is important to consider collective and public perceptions
of landscape alongside more expert views.

Landscape is and has always been dynamic: management of change, not
preservation is the aim.

The process of characterisation should be transparent , with clearly
articulated records of data sources and methods used.

HLC maps and text should be easy to understand, jargon free, and easily
accessible to users.

HLC results should be integrated into other environmental and heritage
management records. ™

Some of these concepts, especially the reference to perceptions, both public and expert,
are certainly difficult but they do indeed reflect modern trends in cultural heritage

management worldwide *.

Historic Landscape Classification in Staffordshire

The HLC mapping in Staffordshire has recently been under review. The current mapping
for the Curborough area, as provided by the County HER, is included in the Gazetteer.
The most relevant HLC types in the present case are defined by the County as follows:

Fieldscapes

Historic Landscape Description and interpretation
Character Type

Piecemeal enclosure Piecemeal enclosure can be defined as those fields created out of the medieval

open fields by means of informal, verbal agreements between farmers who wished
to consolidate their holdings. Within Staffordshire this process appears to have
been well under Wa%/ by the late medieval period, and was probably largely
enclosed by the 16" century. These areas have field patterns comprised of small
irregular or rectilinear fields. At least two boundaries will have ‘s-curve’ or ‘dog-leg’
morphology, suggesting that that they follow the boundaries of former medieval
field strips.

Planned enclosure These areas are characterised by either small or large fields that share very straight

boundaries, giving them a geometric, planned appearance. Laid out by surveyors,
these field patterns result from late enclosure during the 18" and 19" centuries.
This historic landscape character type, therefore, includes commons that were
enclosed by Act of Parliament.

1 CLARK, J., DARLINGTON, J. & FAIRCLOUGH, G. 2004. Using Historic Landscape Characterisation English
Heritage & Lancashire County Council: London & Preston; citation from page 6].

12 cf. Nara Convention on Authenticity, issued by the 1994 Conference under the auspices of the Government of
Japan, UNESCO, ICCROM & ICOMOS.
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Other small rectilinear Areas of small rectilinear fields that cannot be assigned to one of the other historic
fields landscape character types. Includes small meadows and closes that do not occur
next to settlement boundaries.

Other large rectilinear fields Areas of large rectilinear fields that have a significant number (i.e. as either
predominant or secondary boundary morphology) of sinuous boundaries, and
which can not be assigned to one of the other historic landscape character types.
Includes some field patterns that have been created through the amalgamation of
fields in the period since the publication of the 1*' ed. 6” OS map.

Large irregular fields Areas of large irregular fields that have a significant number (i.e. either predominant
or secondary boundary morphology) of sinuous boundaries, and which cannot be
assigned to one of the other historic landscape character types. Includes some
field patterns that have been created through the amalgamation of fields in the
period since the publication of the 1* ed. 6” OS map.

Very large Post-War fields Very large fields (e.g. > 8.1ha and often significantly larger) created through the
amalgamation of fields since the publication of the 1% ed. 6” OS map. Almost
certainly the result of Post-War agricultural ‘improvements’ designed to meet the
requirements of intensive arable cultivation.

Settlements
Historic Landscape Description and interpretation
Character Type
Pre-1880s settlement This category defines the extent of a settlement as marked on the 1% ed. 6” OS map.

In most cases this will effectively define the historic settlement core. However, for
those settlements with an identified Historic Settlement Core this category will
provide a measure of settlement growth since the period defined by the historic core
(e.g. either over the course of the post-medieval and 19" century).

Post-1880s settlement This category defines the limit of a settlement shown on the current 1:10,000 HLCA
base maps. Where other settlement categories exist, it provides a measure of
settlement growth over the past 120 years (i.e. since the 1* ed. 6” map).

A settlement at Curborough is first mentioned in 13th. century Medieval documents;
combining this with evidence for early irregular enclosures, it has been suggested that the
community developed as a result of woodland clearance (assarting) during the 12th. or
13th. centuries. The possible site of a deserted Medieval settlement is suggested
adjacent to a stream and ponds to the south of Little Lyntus, although it is equally
possible, if assarting was indeed the main process involved, that the settlement may
always have been represented by a series of dispersed farmsteads rather than a
nucleated village. Indeed, apart from Elmhurst to the southwest, the extant pre-1880s
settlements in the area are all farmsteads.

The proposed turbine site, adjacent to the existing water treatment works, lies in a
relatively open landscape, just to the west of the Curborough Brook (indeed, it may be
noted that Curborough itself means 'mill stream' and is not related to similar placename
elements which might imply a fortified settlement; cf. Greenslade 1990). At closer range,
there are very large post-War fields to the north as far as Wood End Lane, large
irregular fields to the east and south, and other small rectilinear fields to the west.
North of Wood End Lane, there are various scales/types of rectangular fields to the
northwest, planned enclosure and other large rectilinear fields to the north, and
planned enclosure again to the northeast. Further southwards, there is planned

enclosure , with piecemeal enclosure and small irregular fields further still to the
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southeast. Towards Streethay, there are again very large post-War fields . Broadly in
the northern sector with respect to the water treatment works, there are a number of
woodland blocks, both conifer and deciduous plantations but also some ‘Ancient
Woodland' to the northwest (at Ravenshaw Wood and Tomhay Wood).

One may note the post-Medieval canals (north and east) which nowadays support mostly
recreational use. There is a motorcycle sprint track immediately east of the proposed
turbine site.

On the eastern and southeastern sides, there are large areas of light industrial and
business park use, including some parts of the former Lichfield (Fradley) Airfield. There
are further such areas on the southern side, along the railway corridor, before the wide

zone of post-1880 settlement in the outer part of Lichfield.

The Historic Landscape in this area is therefore a rather heterogeneous patchwork.

Off-Site Infrastructure

It is understood that the project requires no off-site infrastructure groundworks relevant to
the cultural heritage and that no significant cultural heritage asset will be at risk during

plant and materials public road transport from source to site.

Discussion (Fabric)

The assessment has not identified any significant cultural heritage fabric within the
proposed development area. The latter (save for the line of the access track through the

existing works) lies within arable fields, undeveloped in the historically documented past.

With respect to the Historic Landscape, no significant elements would be modified by the
proposed development, nor would there be any impediment to appreciation and
understanding of the relationship between the fieldscape, woodland blocks, historic
routeways and the largely dispersed settlement. Thus, the Historic Landscape fabric

would not be materially affected.
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SETTING ISSUES - BASELINE CONDITIONS

The Setting of Cultural Heritage Features

The concept of the setting of cultural heritage features is evolving, according to usage
and case precedents as well as to guidance. The current situation is represented in the
OAA paper, "The Setting of Cultural Heritage Features - Assessment Principles [R14]"
(Collcutt 2009). In as much as they are relevant, these principles have been used in the
present case, especially the overall 'special interest' approach, that seeks to identify what
it is in the perceptible surroundings of a given feature that contributes to its heritage

value, thus constituting relevant setting.

Cultural Heritage Features Potentially Affected

In the first instance, a search was made of the relevant records for all designated cultural
heritage features (Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas,
Registered Parks & Gardens, Registered Battlefields) with standing elements within 2 km
of the proposed turbine site. A wider area (potentially out to a 5 km radius) was then
considered in order to add any cultural heritage features of greater intrinsic significance
and/or visual prominence. Finally, the County HER was searched for any nearby
undesignated standing features which might be indirectly affected by the proposed
development. A descriptive database of relevant features appears as a Gazetteer to the

present text.

Scheduled Monument & Associated Listed Buildings

Streethay Moated Site & Plunge Bath (SM - SK 1434 1080)

This is a Medieval manor site with surviving earthworks, particularly those of part of an
original water-filled moat, although these have been modified by conversion to a fish-farm
in the 18th. century. The Monument includes a square stone cold plunge bath of the
18th. century, which is also a Listed Building (Grade Il - N0.272589). The present Manor
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House (LB Il - SK 14346 10811 - No. 272589) is an early 17th. century building, with
18th. and 20th. century modifications (especially in the fenestration); the main range
faces southwards and there is a central north-south wing at the back. The House stands
in private grounds closely surrounded by trees, such that neither it nor the Medieval
earthworks are visible in any detail from the closest public approaches, 150 m away to
the south on the main road (the high-speed A 38 dual carriageway) or accompanying
cycle track, or 250 m away to the southwest and west from the bridleway through
Streethay House Farm. The proposed turbine would be a distant (2.5 km) features in

general long views, with closer (1 km) industrial units to both north and south.

Listed Buildings

Curborough Farmhouse (LB Il - SK 12987 12132 - N0.272494)

This is an early to mid-18th. century farmhouse, with 19th. century alterations. The main
range is doubled, oriented with the frontage (and garden) to the eastsoutheast and there
is a further element at right angles at the rear. There are a number of sheds/stables, and
a modern double garage, around the ‘proximal’ courtyard, onto which the northeasterly
gable-end (with its door to the house) abuts. The ancillary buildings further to the
southeast have been partitioned off and converted to four separate residential units (Five
Bar House, Four Acre House, the Old Byre and Far Corner; cf. LB entry in Gazetteer);
retrospective Planning Permission and Listed Building Consent were recently granted for
a fence forming one side of one of the partitions. Whilst there are still active agricultural
buildings yet further east (south of the private access drive to the Listed Building), it
would appear that neither the principal Listed Building itself, now called "Curborough
Grange", nor any of its originally associated farmstead buildings any longer has an
agricultural function. Public views of the building are rather distant. The footpath
("Erasmus Darwin Walk™), 350 m to south, starts (in the east at Netherstowe Lane) low in
the field, with no view of Curborough Farm. However, by half-way across the field, the
roof and stop storey of the principal building are apparent, partially screened by trees
south of the farmstead; the proposed turbine would stand in the left of this view, 600 m
north of the Listed Building. Whilst there are some trees a little west of the principle
building, the upper storeys of its more or less 'blind' southsouthwest face are visible from

the crossing of the Curborough Brook. From the road (Netherstowe Lane) at the start of
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the private access drive, 250 m immediately east of the Farm, there is no clear view of

the principal building, due to the other converted buildings, hedging and trees.

The Swan & Attached Buildings (LB Il - SK 14042 14032 - N0.272497)
Workshops 250 yds East of the Swan (LB Il - SK 14233 14083 - N0.272498)
Wharf House (LB Il - SK 14088 14012 - N0.272499)

Hunt's Lock (LB Il - SK 14544 14303 - N0.272500)

Bridge No.50 & Keeper's Lock (LB Il - SK 14440 14223 - N0.272501)

Bridge No.51 & Attached Lock (LB Il - SK 14170 14050 - No.272502)
Middle Lock (LB Il - SK 13849 13909 - N0.272503)

Bridge No.52 & Shade House Lock (LB 1l - SK 13716 13825 - N0.272504)
Ivy Leigh & Attached Cottages (LB Il - SK 14082 14053 - N0.428503)

These features are the main built elements in the Fradley Junction Conservation Area
(discussed below), a significant node in the regional canal network (Trent & Mersey

Canal, Coventry Canal).

Porch Cottage, Elmhurst (LB Il - SK 11420 12040 - N0.272633)

The position of this building given in Listed Buildings Online is incorrect; it actually lies on
the east side of Fox Lane in Elmhurst. This is now a rather complicated structure,
formerly divided into two properties but now restored as a single unit. The significance of
the building lies in the fact that, in its core, it is said to be a late 15th. century 'hall’;
nothing of its history or association is recorded in available databases. The only obvious
external clue to an early date lies in the two bays of the wooden frame, still apparent after
filing with later brickwork. There have been substantial 19th. and 20th. century
modifications of walling and detail (including extension on the northern end and on the
eastern side, towards the proposed development). The west-facing frontage (including
the garage doors at the northern end) is one element amongst closely spaced, more
recent and some modern housing all along Fox Lane, most of which is of suitable design
in this rural context, such that the Listed Building would not stand out as particularly
'different’ to a lay observer. It may be noted that the separate property (apparently of
early 19th. century date) immediately south of Porch Cottage is fully attached to the latter,
and there are trees north of the Cottage, such that there are no sight-lines immediately
flanking the principal Listed Building. The village is on slightly raised ground (c.20 m

higher than the development site); the proposed turbine would be visible, at a distance of
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