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1. Introduction 

This Archaeology Desk-Based Assessment has been prepared by WYG, on behalf of Gladman 

Developments Ltd, in support of an outline planning application for a proposed of a residential 

development comprising of up to 145 dwellings and associated infrastructure on land off Whittingham 

Lane, Goosnargh, Preston. WYG is a Registered Organisation with the Chartered Institute for 

Archaeologists (CIfA).  

1.1 Aims and Objectives  

This assessment has been carried out in accordance with the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists 

(CIfA) standard definition of a desk-based assessment (Standard and Guidance for Historic Environment 

Desk-Based Assessment, 2014). 

Desk-based assessment will determine, as far as is reasonably possible from existing records, the nature, 

extent and significance of the historic environment within a specified area. Desk-based assessment will 

be undertaken using appropriate methods and practices which satisfy the stated aims of the project, 

and which comply with the Code of Conduct and other relevant regulations of CIfA. In a development 

context, a desk-based assessment will establish the impact of the proposed development on the 

significance of the historic environment (or will identify the need for further evaluation to do so). It will 

also enable reasoned proposals and decisions to be made whether to mitigate, offset or accept without 

further intervention that impact the historic environment. 

This study examines the archaeological potential of the proposed development site and the surrounding 

area. The aim of the study is to: 

Identify recorded archaeological sites within the site boundary and assess its significance/value; 

Identify the potential for previously unrecorded sites to be present within the site; 

Identify potential impacts and mitigation strategies where appropriate; and 

Make recommendations for further work where required. 

Archaeology within this context includes all buried and upstanding archaeological remains, historic 

landscapes and any other features that contribute to the archaeological and historic interest of the area. 

This baseline assessment considers the archaeological potential within the site itself, the surrounding 

area and wider local and regional context. This assessment does not attempt to plot and review every 

archaeological find and monument; rather it aims to examine the distribution of evidence and to use 
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this to predict the archaeological potential of the study area and the likely impact of the development 

proposals upon those remains. 

2. Site and Development Description 

2.1 Site Description 

The proposed development site is located to the west of the village of Goosnargh, adjacent to 

Whittingham Lane on the northern side. The site is centred on grid reference SD 55442 36612 and 

ranges from approximately 66m above Ordnance Datum (aOD) in its northern side, to 67m in its eastern 

side, 63m in its western side, to overall 66m aOD in the southern part. It is irregular in plan. The 

proposed development extends to approximately 7.89 hectares. A site location plan can be seen in 

Appendix A.  

The proposed development site is currently in agricultural use, with the village of Goosnargh to the 

north-east, and east. Whittingham Lane forms the southern boundary of the site. The majority of the 

surrounding landscape is agricultural. 

The bedrock geology of the development site comprises Hodder Mudstone Formation, a mudstone which 

formed approximately 337 to 347 million years ago in the Carboniferous Period in an environment 

dominated by open seas with pelagite deposits. The superficial geology comprises Till, Devensian - 

Diamicton deposits that overlay the bedrock geology. These sedimentary deposits comprise of a wide 

range of deposits, formed up to 2 million years ago during the Quaternary Period, when the environment 

was previously dominated by ice age conditions (NERC 2018). 

3. Methodology 

3.1 Assessment Methodology 

Impact assessment has been carried out through the consideration of baseline conditions in relation to 

the elements of the scheme that could cause impacts on any archaeology. Baseline conditions are 

defined as the existing environmental conditions and in applicable cases, the conditions that would 

develop in the future without the scheme. In accordance with best practice this report assumes that the 

scheme will be constructed, although the use of the word ‘will’ in the text should not be taken to mean 

that implementation of the scheme is certain. 

No standard method of evaluation and assessment is provided for the assessment of impact significance 

upon cultural heritage, therefore a set of evaluation and assessment criteria have been developed using 
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a combination of the Secretary of State’s criteria for Scheduling Monuments (Scheduled Monument 

Statement, Annex 1), Design Manual for Roads and Bridges, Volume 11, Part 3, Section 2, HA 208/07 

and Transport Analysis Guidance (TAG Unit 3.3.9, Heritage of Historic Resources Sub-Objective). 

Professional judgment is used in conjunction with these criteria to undertake the impact assessment. 

The full assessment methodology can be seen in Appendix C. 

3.2 Sources Consulted 

A study area of a 1km radius from the boundary of the proposed development has been examined to 

assess the nature of the surrounding heritage sites, and to place these sites within their archaeological 

and historic context. The sources consulted were the following:  

Lancashire Historic Environment Record (HER); 

National Record for the Historic Environment (NRHE); 

Historic England and Local Planning Authority for designated sites; 

Lancashire Archives; 

Aerial photography available via online sources;  

Historic mapping; and 

Appropriate documentary sources and archaeological journals. 

A site walkover survey was undertaken on 20th June 2018 by Danielle Farrar to identify potential 

unrecorded heritage assets within the development site.  

4. Legislation and Planning Policy Context 

4.1 Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act, 1979  

Scheduled Monuments are designated by the Secretary of State for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport on 

the advice of Historic England, as selective examples of nationally important archaeological and historical 

remains. Under the terms of Part 1, Section 2 of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 

1979, it is an offence to damage, disturb or alter a Scheduled Monument either above or below ground, 

without first obtaining permission from the Secretary of State. This Act does not allow for the protection 

of the setting of Scheduled Monuments. 
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4.2 Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 

The Act outlines the provisions for designation, control of works and enforcement measures relating to 

Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas. Section 66 of the Act states that the planning authority must 

have special regard to the desirability of preserving the setting of any Listed Building that may be 

affected by the grant of planning permission. Section 72 states that special attention shall be paid to 

the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of Conservation Areas. 

4.3 National Planning Policy Framework 2018 

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) sets out the Government’s national planning policies 

including those on the conservation of the historic environment. The NPPF covers all aspects of the 

historic environment and heritage assets including designated assets (World Heritage Sites, Scheduled 

Monuments, Listed Buildings, Protected Wreck Sites, Conservation Areas, Registered Parks and Gardens 

and Registered Battlefields) and non-designated assets of local historic value. The NPPF draws attention 

to the benefits that conserving the historic environment can bring to the wider objectives of the NPPF 

in relation to sustainability, social, cultural, environmental and economic benefits and place-making 

(para 185). 

The NPPF states that the significance of heritage assets (including their settings) should be identified, 

described and the impact of the proposal on the significance of the asset should be assessed. The NPPF 

identifies that the requirements for assessment and mitigation of impacts on heritage assets should be 

proportional to their heritage importance, and the level of assessment should be sufficient to understand 

potential impacts of proposals upon the significant of the affected assets. Where assets or potential 

assets of archaeological interest are present, the planning application should include sufficient 

information to enable the impact of proposals on significance to be assessed: this may include desk-

based research and where necessary, field evaluation (para 189). 

The NPPF sets out the approach local authorities should adopt in assessing development proposals 

within the context of applications for development of both designated and non-designated assets. Great 

weight should be given to the conservation of designated heritage assets and harm or loss to 

significance, irrespective of whether potential harms amounts to substantial harm, total loss of less than 

substantial harm to significance. Any harm to or loss of significance should require clear and convincing 

justification (para 193). Substantial harm to or loss of a Grade II Listed Building, Park or Garden should 

be exceptional. Substantial harm to or loss of designated heritage assets of the highest significance, 

notably Scheduled Monuments, Protected Wreck Sites, Registered Battlefields, Grade I and II* Listed 

Buildings, Grade I and II* Registered Parks and Gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should be wholly 
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exceptional (para 194). Additional guidance is given on the consideration of elements within World 

Heritage Sites and Conservation Areas (para 201). 

Where there is substantial harm to or loss of significance of a designated heritage asset, consent must 

be refused unless a number of criteria are met, including achieving substantial public benefits that 

outweigh the harm or loss (para 195). Where there is less than substantial harm, the harm should be 

weighed against the public benefits of the development (para 196). Balanced judgements should be 

made when weighing applications that directly or indirectly affect non-designated heritage assets (para 

197). The NPPF also makes provision to allow development which enhances World Heritage Sites and 

Conservation Areas (para 200). Non-designated assets of archaeological interest that are of 

demonstrable equivalent significance to scheduled monuments, should be considered subject to the 

policies for designated heritage assets (footnote 63). 

Where loss of significance as a result of development is considered justified, the NPPF includes provision 

to allow for the recording and advancing understanding of the asset before it is lost in a manner 

proportionate to the importance and impact. The results of these investigations and the archive should 

be made publicly accessible. The ability to record evidence should not however be a factor in deciding 

whether loss should be permitted (para 199 and footnote 64). 

4.4 Local Policy and Guidance 

4.4.1 Preston Local Plan 2012-2026 

The Development Plan Document (DPD) was adopted in July 2015 and covers the period 2012 to 2026. 

The Plan identifies the scale of development and allocate sites to meet the development needs of Preston 

in order to achieve the vision for growth as outlined in the Central Lancashire Core Strategy and identifies 

key local issues and provide a set of policies to manage change which will be used by decision makers 

to determine planning applications. The following policy is relevant to the historic environment: 

Policy EN8 – Development and Heritage Assets 

The full details of the above policies can be found in Appendix D. 
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5. Baseline Data 

5.1 Designated Sites 

There are no World Heritage Sites, Registered Parks and Gardens, Registered Battlefields or 

Conservation Areas recorded within the study area. Details of the designated heritage assets can be 

seen in Appendix E and their locations are shown on Figure 2. Bracketed numbers within the text refer 

to the identifiers within the table and on Figure 2 in Appendix E. 

5.1.1 Listed Buildings 

There are thirteen Listed Buildings within the study area: two that are Grade II* Listed, and eleven that 

are Grade II Listed. The Church of St Mary (1361634) was probably extant in 1281, with documentary 

evidence showing it was in use in 1330-1336. The majority of the present Church is post-medieval 

having been altered or enlarged in the late 16th century and restored in 1868-9 and 1895. It is 

constructed mostly of large sandstone rubble with a slate roof. It has a west tower, a nave with full 

height north and south aisles, and a chancel.  

Bushell’s Hospital (1073535) is dated as 1722 on the downspouts and was converted to a hospital 

c.1745. It was enlarged c.1822 and 1841 and altered again in the late 19th century. It is built of ashlar 

with a hipped slate roof with ridge chimneys, comprised three storeys in a Baroque style that is now 

symmetrical.  

The remaining eleven Grade II Listed buildings date from the medieval period through to the Industrial 

period. The Building immediately north-west of the north-west corner of Church House Farmhouse 

(1164632) is a building of uncertain purpose but may be a wing of the former farmhouse (dated 1589), 

which was taken down in the mid-19th century. The present house of c.100 years old is an entirely 

modern construction, with no traces of a preceding dwelling. It is partly constructed of handmade brick 

on a high plinth of watershot sandstone, partly random rubble with quoins, and partly modern brick, 

with a tiled roof.  

The Base of the Preaching Cross circa 7 metres south of the chancel of the Church of St Mary (1073534) 

is thought to be 15th century in date and is a sandstone block c.1 metre square and c.½ metre high 

above ground with chamfered corners and a large square hole in the top.  

Threlfall’s Farmhouse (1361636) is thought to be late-17th century, having been altered in the 18th 

century and is now a farmhouse house and cottage. It is constructed of whitewashed and rendered brick 

with a slate roof on 2 levels with 3 rendered chimneys.  
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Whittingham Hall (1073519) was a manor house, then subsequently a farmhouse, and now in present 

day a house. It is thought have been built in the earlier 17th century, perhaps on an earlier site, although 

much of the building has been altered. It is constructed of roughcast handmade brick on stone plinth 

with a slate roof with two storeys. 

Chingle Old Hall (with Bridge over Moat) (1073521) was previously a farmhouse, now a house, dating 

to probably the early 17th century, and extended in the 19th century before being altered in the 20th 

century. It is built of brick that is now covered in white-painted roughcast with a slate roof.  

The Sundial circa 10 metres south of the Church of St Mary (1164573) dates to the 18th century, being 

constructed of sandstone with a brass plate.  

Goosnargh (Oliverson’s) CE School (1164579) was formerly the Free Grammar School of 1673, being 

rebuilt in 1839 and dated thus on the south gable. It is built of punched ashlar with a slate roof, being 

rectangular in plan.  

The Boundary Wall on the west and south sides of the grounds of Bushell’s Hospitals, including three 

sets of Gate Piers and Gates (1164616) dates to the 18th century, and was probably extended in the 

19th century. The wall is c. 1 metre high, and is built of squared sandstone with dressed coping, ashlar 

piers and cast-iron gates. 

The Bushells Arms (1317445) is an early 19th century public house constructed of sandstone rubble with 

quoins. The front is stuccoed and the side is roughcast, with a slate roof.  

The Obelisk in the Garden circa 20 metres west of Bushell’s Hospital (1361635) is dated 1841 by the 

inscription, and is constructed of dressed sandstone on a square pedestal with a moulded base and cap.  

The Grapes Inn (1073536) is a public house, thought to be late 18th and early 19th century. It is built of 

stuccoed stone with quoins, and a slate roof on 2 slightly different levels. 

5.1.2 Scheduled Monuments 

There is one Scheduled Monument recorded within the study area. Chingle Hall moated site (1011878) 

includes a slightly raised rectangular island measuring c.44m x 40m upon which stands Chingle Hall, its 

lawns and ornamental bushes. Chingle Hall and its bridge, a sewage system on the island close to the 

north-western corner, a cobble path east of the hall, and all fences and hedges are excluded from the 

scheduling. The ground beneath all these features, however, is included. Chingle Hall first appears by 

name in 1354 when it was held by Robert, son of Adam de Singleton, a descendant of the Alan de 

Singleton who held part of the manor in 1242. 
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5.2 Archaeological and Historic Background 

The Historic Environment Record (HER) holds details for 24 recorded heritage sites, excluding designated 

sites, and seven archaeological events within the study area. There are no further non-designated 

heritage assets recorded on the National Record of the Historic Environment. Bracketed numbers within 

the text relate to the table and figures in Appendix E. Details of the undesignated assets can be found 

in the table in Appendix E and are shown on Figure 3. Details of the archaeological events can be found 

in the table in Appendix E and are shown on Figure 5. 

5.2.1 Prehistoric (up to 43AD) 

For the Palaeolithic period within the north-west region, the evidence within the landscape of how people 

lived is uncommon. During the warmer periods, human populations occupied the region in small family 

groups, probably preferring to remain for several seasons in home base zones of which they were 

familiar, where they ranged outwards in search of resources. In the Palaeolithic period, there is some 

evidence that hominids were tied to lithic resource distribution, with the patterns of occupation reflecting 

the availability of stone resources (Hodgeson and Brennand 2006, 23-25). No remains dating from the 

Palaeolithic period have been identified within the site or study area. 

Relatively little is known of the Mesolithic period in the region, with the period being characterised by 

surface finds of lithic scatters and associated with hearths as the temporary settlements used by these 

communities left little trace in the landscape, being possibly the least well understood of the prehistoric 

periods (ibid). No remains dating from the Mesolithic period have been identified within the site or study 

area. 

The Neolithic period was a time of increasingly permanent human occupation, although seasonal mobility 

and the exploitation of wild resources continued throughout the period. A focus on rivers for early sites 

and monument complexes, the presence of houses, early settlements and economy, causewayed 

enclosures and pit deposits and a change in funerary practices, along with the introduction of pottery, 

domesticates and agricultural practices typically mark the beginning of the Neolithic period. The 

beginning of the Neolithic period can be placed to around 4000BC with the exploration of wild resources 

and seasonal mobility lifestyle continuing throughout era, moving towards the increasingly settled 

agriculture (Hodgson and Brennand 2006, 26-29). Although there are no assets dating to the early 

prehistoric periods recorded within the study area, within the wider area of the region, late Mesolithic 

flint scatters were discovered at Manchester Airport. As there are extremely few technological differences 

between later Mesolithic and early Neolithic lithic scatters within the region, it is argued that Mesolithic 

microlithic technology persisted in the region into the Neolithic period (ibid). No remains dating from 

the Neolithic period have been identified within the site or study area. 
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Changes in lifestyle, religious and social practices continued through to the Bronze at a regional scale 

during the latter half of the 3rd millennium BC, where the introduction of bronze metalworking gives 

name to the period. Mortuary ceremonies also change emphasis in this period, with a shift from the 

large communal complexes and inhumations of the Neolithic, to individual cremations and round barrow 

cemeteries. Across Britain, the Bronze Age is also associated with changing agricultural practices and 

enclosures, associated with improved cultivation techniques, particularly in the Middle and Late periods. 

Regionally, little is known about the periods as few Bronze Age settlement sites have been excavated, 

and identification is often reliant on ceramic materials of poor survival qualities (Hodgson and Brennand 

2006, 29-30). The evidence of the Bronze Age relies on surviving features, such as cairns, and 

environmental evidence of land management. Excavated samples have been dated to the Late Neolithic 

to the Early Bronze Age, although others have been dated more securely to the Bronze Age, contained 

cremated urns. At Piethorne Brook (approximately 70km south-east), excavations produced stake-built 

structure with a hearth, alongside a small amount of flintwork, jet and shale ornaments, and collared 

urns and Beakers (ibid, 36). The only asset within the prehistoric period within the study area dates to 

the Bronze Age, being a perforated stone adze (PRN1682) found before 1906. 

With the Iron Age, the increase in field systems and defended sites and the appearance of iron 

technology shows the changes in the archaeological record. The greatest problems for the Iron Age 

archaeology in the north-west region is the scarcity of evidence, principally a lack of material culture. 

Enclosures, surviving as earthworks in the uplands and cropmarks in the lowlands are often attributed 

to the Iron Age, but again, dating is difficult to determine with the lack of excavation and associated 

material culture (idem, 51-52). The period is also marked by evidence for the appearance of iron 

technology in the archaeological record. These changes are reflected throughout much of southern 

Britain. These rapid social, economic and technological changes resulted in larger and more varied 

archaeological record than the Bronze Age and preceding periods. A number of roundhouses have been 

excavated, although they have more often been identified as hut circles and enclosures, preserved in 

the upland areas, and determined to be Iron Age. The ‘hillforts’ south of the River Ribble are scarce, 

tending to be confined to the upland fringes of the Ribble Valley (ibid, 52). No remains dating from the 

Iron Age have been identified within the site or study area. 

5.2.2 Roman/Romano British (43AD to c.450AD) 

By the time of the Roman invasion of Britain, much of northern England lay within the territory of the 

Brigantes (Nevell 1992, 3-56; Crosby 1998, 20). The Brigantes established dominance by conquest, 

political strategy and ruled using a confederation of smaller semi-autonomous tribes, which included the 

Setantii (Crosby 1998, 20).  
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There is a seemingly low level of material culture within the region, along with poor site visibility, which 

has resulted in the lack of identification of Roman remains beyond major military installations. Remains 

of Roman date often consist of chance discoveries of rural sites that are heavily truncated by ploughed 

fields, with little structural material (Philpott 2006, 59). Military activity is more known within the north-

west region than any other part of England, although less than 1% of trial trenching has been 

undertaken within the total area of military sites (Philpott 2006, 61). 

Whilst no remains dating from the Romano-British Period have been identified within the site or study 

area, within the local area, limited evidence of the Roman period has been discovered. There are remains 

of a possible Roman vicus or fort approximately 11km to the east at Ribchester that was excavated prior 

to the extension of a cemetery. The excavations revealed a site consisting of multiple buildings, 

consisting of timber fort in use in the 1st century, which was subsequently demolished and replaced by 

a stone building which included a metal working annex and additional stone buildings. The site was 

thought to have been in use until the 2nd century (Allen et al. 2015).  

5.2.3 Early Medieval (450AD to 1066AD) and Medieval Period (1066AD-

c.1540AD) 

The 5th to 8th centuries following the collapse of the Roman administration were a period of change in 

the political and social composition of Britain, with the region fragmented into a number of small 

kingdoms and the transition into an Anglo-Saxon society (Nevell 1992, 76; Newman 2006, 91). The 

major changing force in the 7th century was the rapidly expanding Anglo-Saxon kingdoms, with the 

majority of the region becoming part of Northumbria, and most of Cheshire being incorporated into 

Mercia. Towards the end of the 7th century, the Mersey was largely accepted as the border between the 

two. Northumbria’s decline in power from the later 8th century left a gap in power until the Norman 

Conquest and onwards, leaving the region politically unstable, something exacerbated by Viking 

incursions and settlement. It wasn’t until the 10th century the expanding kingdom of Wessex became 

dominant, following military successes under Athelstan (Nevell 1992, 76; Newman 2006, 91-93). 

Whilst there are few traces that provide evidence of settlement during the early medieval period, within 

the region the settlement pattern from the 7th century and onwards is largely understood from place-

name evidence, although it is difficult to make confident statements due to the various dialects used in 

the early medieval period (Newman 2006, 95). Post-Roman Lancashire was a Celtic land whose 

inhabitants, the Cumbri, who spoke Cymric, a language loosely related to Old Welsh. Close to Goosnargh 

(3km east) is Cumeragh, which refers directly to the people themselves (Crosby 1998, 26). 

Documentary evidence became increasingly important throughout the Middle Ages, providing the 

descriptive background against the material culture, upon which the medieval lifestyle can be 
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reconstructed. The Domesday Survey is of national importance for understanding the organisation of 

the landscape in the Conquest period. The earliest documented name for Goosnargh in Domesday it is 

recorded as Gusansarghe, being a village being owned under the King’s Land (Hinde 1996, 155; Mills 

2003, 211). The place name evidence suggests that Goosnargh is derived from a combination of an Old 

Irish name and Old Scandinavian meaning ‘Sheiling or hill-pasture of a man called Gussan’ (Mills 2003, 

211). There are no assets within the site or the study area dating to the early medieval period. 

For the medieval period, research has concentrated generally on nucleated villages and moated sites 

within the region. Excavations have been concentrated in the south of the region, with one of the larger 

excavations of medieval settlement remains being undertaken at Tatton Park (approximately 40 km 

south-west) which examined the development of Tatton Old Hall and its settlements in relation to the 

exploitation of the landscape (Newman 2006, 115-116). At the time of the reformation of the Church of 

England in c.1540 and following the dissolution of the monasteries, the Church had been a major 

landowner in the region. The change to secular ownership initially had little impact on the pattern of 

settlement and land use that existed in the mid-16th century, although those areas that had been directly 

farmed as part of monastic estates naturally saw some change as a result 

There are a number of assets within the study area that date to the medieval period. A large 13th century 

lead vesical shaped seal matric was found within Goosnargh (PRN31578), and at the Church of St Mary, 

there is a 15th century gravel slab in the side chapel (PRN31578). In 2009, a possible corrective 

horseshoe, often called a bar show or a shoe for an ox, was found (PRN33756). Although the current 

building of Middleton Hall (PRN1670) was built in the 18th century, it was built on the site of a 15th 

century predecessor.  

5.2.4 Post-Medieval Period (c.1540AD to 1750AD), Industrial (1750 to 

1900AD) and Modern (1900AD to present) 

The post-medieval period is an age of transition between the medieval world and the Agricultural and 

Industrial revolutions of the 18th and early 19th century. In the 16th and 17th centuries, the region retained 

its rural character and lacked large towns (McNeil and Newman 2006a, 151-152). The post-medieval 

period falls within the latter stages of the Little Ice Age, the period of which the country experienced 

extreme climatic changes of weather, with severe storms, coastal erosion and increased rainfall (idem, 

145). The severe runs of bad weather resulted in widespread starvation, with some farm abandonment 

(idem, 161).  

Until the later 18th century, involvement in agriculture formed at least some form of employment of the 

majority of working people. Until the middle of the 19th century, most of England’s population lived in a 

predominantly rural environment, although this has not been generally reflected in archaeological 
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research in the form of the lack of survey and excavation work on post-medieval rural sites. The most 

common form of research carried out is the recording of farm buildings (McNeil and Newman 2006a,145-

146).  

Within the study area, there are numerous buildings that date to the post-medieval period, being related 

to the agricultural use of the area. Parkinson’s House (PRN38991) and Parkinson’s House Farm 

(PRN38990) are both former farm buildings that are now residential buildings that have been much 

altered from their original use. Chingle Hall (PRN1679, LB 1073521) was previously a farmhouse that 

was built upon the site of a pre-1354 hall and moat (SM 1011878), which includes the 17th century 

country estate of Chingle Hall (PRN39682). The farmhouse, having been altered in the 17th, 19th and 

20th centuries, is now a house. Unrelated to agricultural use of the area are the earthwork remains of a 

post-medieval quarry or clay pit at Chingle House Farm (PRN18870). 

The cultural impact of industrialisation was not confined to technological, infrastructural and industrial 

advances, it also stimulated the growth in farming, land reclamation and leisure towns during the 

Industrial period. With this came a plethora of manufactured goods both fuelling and meeting the 

demands of rising consumption. The 18th and 20th centuries witnessed widespread changes within the 

landscape of the north-west region, with effects on the developments of agricultural practice, land 

management and industrialisation. The landscape underwent physical changes as programmes of land 

reclamation, woodland removal and new planting were commenced, while urban centres experienced 

dramatic growth (McNeil and Newman 2006b, 165). At the start of the Victorian age, more than half the 

population in Great Britain were employed in agriculture, with around 36% of families in Goosnargh and 

Whittingham engaged in the profession in 1821. The land was owned at the time by institutions such 

as the trustees of Broughton and Whitechapel Churches, and Goosnargh Hospital (Rigby 2016, 80). 

The earliest known figures for the population for Goosnargh and nearby Whittingham were in 1801, 

being 1558 for Goosnargh with Newsham, and 529 for Whittingham. There was a decrease from the 

years 1821 to 1881, attributed to the decline of the cotton handloom and silk weaving industries in the 

area. The workhouse at Inglewhite to the north closed in 1839, with the inmates sent to other institutions 

in the area (Rigby 2016, 22).  

There are a number of assets within the study area that date to the Industrial period. St Mary’s Vicarage 

(PRN6015) is shown on 1847 mapping and is still extant. On Whittingham Lane, there is a tithe barn 

(PRN6014 ) shown on 1847 mapping, although it is no longer shown on 1893 maps. There is also a 

Methodist Chapel on Whittingham Lane (PRN6013) that was built in 1832. The Barn at Rose Cottage 

Farm (PRN38992) is the closest asset, being to the immediate north-east. It was built c.1800, and in 

2008 it was converted to be a part of the adjoining house of the farmstead. 
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Also dated to the Industrial period is Guild Park (former Whittingham Hospital) (PRN37702) which are 

the former hospital grounds which consist of a laid out informal landscape in a 'picturesque' fashion. 

The grounds also include a cricket ground and fish pond. At Cowell’s Farm, two previous farm buildings 

(PRN35555, PRN35556) have been converted into residential use. Lastly, Church House Farm 

(Kirkhouse) is the modern dwelling that is on the site of Kirkhouse (PRN1678, LB 1164632). The building 

was of an uncertain former purpose but is possibly thought to be a wing of the former farmhouse (dated 

1589) which was taken down in the mid-19th century. It was said to have been used as a Roman Catholic 

chapel. 

There are two assets dating to the modern period. Longley Lane Rotor Sector Operations Centre 'LOA' 

and Filter Block, later named Preston AFHQ (PRN26376) was a bunker complex built in the 1940’s and 

used as 9 Group Operations Centre, Fighter Command during WWII. After the war the operations room 

was adapted as one of 6 Sector Operations Centres as a radar operations centre as part of the Rotor 

Radar Project with the code name LOA, then after 1956 as a ROC centre. In present day, it has been 

converted to residential use. Nearby, to the west, is a possible stand-by set house (emergency 

generator) for the Longley Lane Rotor Sector Operations Centre 'LOA' and Filter Block (PRN26376). 

5.2.5 Unknown  

There are four assets of unknown date within the study area. The RAF aerial photograph shows two 

small circular ring-shaped features and a larger roughly oval enclosure with some faint internal detail to 

north-east of Chingle House, Whittingham (PRN3103). To the north of Sharple’s Farm, aerial 

photography shows a possible watercourse and field boundaries (PRN12206). Aerial Photography also 

shows the site of two possible fishponds on Mill Lane (PRN3028) and former fishponds on Broadfield 

(PRN1587).  

6. Aerial Photography & LiDAR Data 

6.1 Aerial Photography  

Available aerial photographs were consulted on the Cambridge University collection of aerial 

Photography (CUCAP) online database and the National Collection of Aerial Photography, although no 

images were available of the site.  

Google Earth provided imagery of the site dating from 2000 to 2017, which showed the site looking 

similar to that of present day. No archaeological features appear to be present.  
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6.2 LiDAR Data 

LiDAR coverage of the site is accessed via the Environmental Agency and the composite dataset 

coverage of the proposed development is available at 1m or 2m spatial resolution. The Digital Terrain 

Model (DTM) LiDAR tiles are viewed using ArcMap in order to use hill-shade analysis to bring out the 

detail of potential archaeological features. Unfortunately, no LiDAR coverage was available for the 

proposed development site.  

7. Historic Mapping Survey 

7.1 Historic Mapping 

Historic maps were viewed at Lancashire Archives, as well as maps available online, and a selection is 

presented in Appendix F with a list of the maps reviewed included within the refences.  

The 1893 Ordnance Survey (OS) map (6”: 1 Mile) shows the proposed development and the study area 

as agricultural land. To the adjacent north-east is Rose Cottage and the south-east is Park’s Cottage. 

The filed boundaries and location of the ponds are similar, if not the same, as that of present day. There 

is little change on the 1912, 1932 and 1937 (OS) maps (6”: 1 Mile). 

Adjacent to the site, Rose Cottage increases in size with the addition of buildings, and Park’s cottage 

changes name to The Elms by 1912, before changing to Fern Lea and having additional neighbouring 

houses to the east by the 1932 map.  

7.2 Historic Landscape Characterisation 

The Historic Landscape Characterisation data has been reviewed, and is presented in Figure 4 in 

Appendix E. 

The site is characterised as Post-Medieval Enclosure, being agricultural land. The village of Goosnargh 

to the east is characterised as Modern Settlement, alongside areas to the south-east. Adjacent to the 

village of Goosnargh, to the far east of the site, is characterised as Ancient and Post-Medieval 

Settlement. The north and south is characterised as Ancient Enclosure, with the west and part of the 

south being characterised as Post-Medieval Enclosure.  
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8. Site Walkover Survey 

A site walkover survey was undertaken on the 20th June 2018 by Danielle Farrar. The weather was 

cloudy and overcast. A selection of site photographs is included in Appendix B. 

The site was accessed via the wooden footpath stile on Whittingham Lane (Photograph 1). The site is 

predominantly flat and used for agricultural purposes, with a number of cows grazing the land in the 

southern section. It was predominantly bounded by fence post and wire, with additional hedges and 

interspersed trees. There were a number of man holes for sewer access within the site (Photograph 2). 

To the south of the site was a stone water trough, with the surrounding ground being churned by animal 

footfall (Photograph 3). In the south-eastern field, there was a pond towards the centre (Photograph 

4). Between the south-eastern and south-western fields, there was a break in the fence line for access 

(Photograph 5). In the south-western field, there was a pond towards to the north-western corner 

(Photograph 6). In the north-western corner, there was a stone footpath stile leading to the fields 

adjacent, to the west (Photograph 7). 

The northern section of the site was accessed via a gap in the hedge bounding the site on the western 

boundary. The land was predominantly flat with long grass (Photograph 8), with a pond towards the 

centre of the section. Towards the field boundary between the northern and southern parcels of land 

was a small, natural, narrow pond or water-filled ditch on the northern side (Photograph 9). 

There were no archaeological features or deposits identified during the walkover survey. 

9. Potential for previously unrecorded archaeological 

remains 

The proposed development site is located within a predominantly agricultural landscape, which has been 

characterised as Post-Medieval Enclosure, and has been subjected to substantial agricultural use, with 

the exception of the land adjacent to the east, which was developed into residential use.  

There are no assets within the site extents. The closest asset is to the immediate north-east of the site, 

being the Barn at Rose Cottage Farm (PRN38992). It was built c.1800, and in 2008 it was converted to 

be a part of the adjoining house of the farmstead. There are no archaeological features of prehistoric, 

early medieval or Romano-British date. The majority of assets recorded within the study area date to 

the medieval, post-medieval and Industrial periods, which is expected considering that is when the 

village was predominantly developed. 
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Based on the previously recorded evidence within the study area, it is considered that there is a low 

potential for previously unrecorded archaeological remains to survive within the site due to the 

agricultural use of the land and considering the regional and local finds within the study area. There are 

a low number of assets from the prehistoric periods within the study area, for example the one asset 

from the Bronze Age (PRN1682). The majority of assets recorded within the study area date to the 

Medieval period and onwards, which is expected considering this was when the region was 

predominantly developed. There is good cartographic coverage of the study area from the Industrial 

and modern period, with the historic mapping suggesting that the use of the site has been predominantly 

agricultural, which may have had a negative impact on any below ground archaeological remains. Should 

previously unrecorded archaeological remains survive within the site, they are considered to have the 

potential to be or local or regional importance and of low to moderate value, dependant on character 

and preservation, and are considered most likely to be contemporary with the post-medieval and 

Industrial period activity within the study area. If there are any unrecorded archaeological remains 

surviving within the site, the development will have a physical impact upon any unrecorded 

archaeological remains.  

10. Proposed Mitigation Measures and 

Recommendations  

It is recommended that consultation is undertaken with the Lancashire Archaeology Advisory Service in 

the first instance, as this will guide the requirement for further archaeological work.  

There is a low potential for previously unrecorded heritage assets to be present within the site. If any 

are surviving, they are likely to be primarily of agricultural origin, dating from the post-medieval period 

onwards, relating to the agricultural industry, considering previous use of the site. Further archaeological 

work, if required by the local planning authority, should be undertaken in accordance with the standards 

and guidance from the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists and a Written Scheme of Investigation, 

agreed with the Lancashire Archaeology Advisory Service. 

11. Conclusions 

A desk-based assessment of archaeological assets was conducted for a proposed residential 

development at land off Whittingham Lane, Goosnargh based on records held by the Lancashire Historic 

Environment Record, Historic England, historic mapping, archival material and remote sensing data, as 

well as other databases and documentary sources. Assets recorded within the 1km study area date to 

the Bronze Age, medieval, post-medieval, industrial and modern periods were considered in the course 

of preparing this assessment. 
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No designated or undesignated assets were recorded within the proposed development area. The site 

walkover found no features of archaeological interest within the site.  

It is recommended that consultation is undertaken with the Lancashire Archaeology Advisory Service in 

the first instance, as this will guide the requirement (if any) for any further archaeological work. 

Otherwise, the proposed development is considered to be in accordance with the relevant NPPF policies, 

as well as complying with the adopted local planning policies. 
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