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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 In 19817, North Yorkshire County Council, acting for the Department of
Transport {now the Highways Agency), commissioned an archaeological
evaluation of the proposed route of the A63 Selby Bypass. This work was
carried out by the Lancaster University Archaeclogical Unit (LUAU), who
completed their report in November 1991.

1.2 In 1993, Anthony Walker and Partners (now Barton Howe Warren Blackledge
- BHWB) were commissioned by North Yorkshire County Council to carry out
a supplementary archaeological survey 10 enhance and update the LUAU
report, in ling with the Department of Transport’s Design Manual for Roads
and Bridges, vnlumea 11 “Environmental Assessmant”.

1.3 In detail, this supplementary work involved:
i} a detailed review of the LUAU report and the data contained in it

i) consultation of the North Yorkshire County Sites and Monuments Record
(NYCC SMR) for any sites newly discovered since 1991, or for new
information on previcusly recorded sites:

ili} ehecking all major aerial photographic collections for any new information
since 1991, and checking the national collection of oblique aerial
photographs held by the Royal Commission on the Historical Monuments
for England (RCHME}, which had not been previously consulted;

iv} checking sources in the North Yorkshire County Record Office (NYCRO}
to determine whether any additional documentary information could be
identified;

v} carrying out a walkover survey of the proposed route alignment, to
update the LUAU report and examine land to which they could not gain
ACERSS!

vi) review and as necessary update the recommendations for further
archaeological work as recommended in the LUAU report.
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2 SUMMARY AND REVIEW OF LUAL ASSESSMENT

2.1 introduction

2.1.1

2.1.2

Following a proposal by the Department of Transport to construct
a bypass around the town of Selby, the North Yorkshire County
Councit commissioned the Lancaster University Archaeological Unit
(LUAU) to carry out an archaeological assessment of the proposed
construction corridar.  This assessment consisted of desk-based
research, followed by some non-intrusive field survey work.

The assessment was undertaken and the report completed during
1997, prior to the publication of the Department of Transport's
Design Manual for Roads and Bridges, volume 11 “Environmental
Assessment” (DMRBB), and therefore did not conform to the
guidelines for archaeological assessments contained therein. In
effect, the assessment included most elements of a Stage 2
Assessment (desk-top survey) and some elements of a Stage 3
Assessment (detailed evaluation works), as defined in DMRB.

2.2 Summary of LUAU report
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2.2.2

2.2.3

2.2.4
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Topography and geology

The proposed route of the bypass lies in the southern section of the
Vale of York, in a gently undulating landscape which becomes very
flat in the vicinity of the River Qusze. The majority of the routs
passes through open arable land, with only a few patches of
woodland, the largest being on the slopes of Brayton Barff.

The solid geology primarily consists of Triassic sandstone which
outcrops at the western end of the scheme, particularly at Brayton
Bartf. In the remainder of the route, it is overlain by glacial sands,
gravels and boulder clays  The flood plain of the River Quse, in the
north-eastern part of the scheme, is defined by a broad band of
alluvial silts and clays. These overlie a complex sequence of
deposits, including mire fen peats and woody peats.

Archaeological potential

There has been little detailed archaeological fieldwork carried out in
the area, and most of the known sites have been identified from
aerial photographs. These site are undated, but they could
represent parts of prehistoric and/or Rornano-British field systems,
trackways and settiements,

The County Sites and Monuments Record (NYCC SMR} lists various
finds and sites ranging in data from the Mesolithic peried (¢.2,000-
3,5000 BC) to the present day. These are mainly restricted to the
areas of sandstone outcrop and the sand and gravel deposits,
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2.2.6

2.2.7
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although this distribution is more likely to reflect the relative ease
of discovery in these areas rather than being a true distribution of
human activity. In particular, the alluvial deposits in the north-
eastern part of the route may mask prehistoric activity
contemporary with the main periods of peat growth, believed to be
between the mid-4th millennium BC and the mid-1st millennium BC.

Methadology and data sourcas

based” survey, incorporating documentary, cartographic and aerial
photographic research, concentrating on a 100m wide corridor
along the line of the proposed route. Documentary sources that
were consulted incfuded the County SMR, the Victoria County
History for the area and other published secondary sources while
cartographic sources included enclosure maps, first (1851) and
second (1939} edition Ordnance Survey 6" and 25"maps, current
1:10,000, 1:25,000 and 1:50,000 scale maps, and modern
geological maps. Aerial photographs held by the County SMR and
the RCHME’s collection of vertical aerial photographs were
consulted. The RCHME obligue aerial photograph collection and
photographs held by the York Archaeclogical Trust were not
consulted, although sufficient work was done to determine that the

tatter were unlikely to contain additional data.

The desk-based survey was followed hy a programme of field
survey. Initial archaeological fieldwalking was carried out on all the
fand within the 100m corridor to which access was permitted; this
was done using 30m traverses (walking along parallel lines 30m
apart), and took place on both arable and pasture land. Particular
attention was given to those areas containing sites identified during
the desk-based research. The fieldwalking was supplemented by a
detailed topographical survey at one site and a geophysical
{magnetormeter) survey at two sites. Trial excavations were
originally recomrmended as part of this phase of fieldwork, but this
was abandoned when access could not be secured.

Results

Each site identified in the LUAU report is individually described in a
site gazetteer, which gives a number of technical and topographic
details followed by a description of the evidence relating to the site
obtained from each category of source material. Unfortunately, the
specific sources are not always clearly identified, and those sources
which were consulted but did not produce positive evidence are not
acknowledged. Each gazetteer entry also  includes
recommendations for further investigation aer mitigation works.




2.2.8

2.2.9

2.2.10

2.2.11
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A total of 14 sites or areas of archaeological importance or
potential, tying wholly or partly within the 100m corridor, are listed
in the LUAU report. From west to east, they are:

Site 1 Field system, Hagg Lane

Site 2 Field boundary, Field Lane

Site 3 Area ot Mesolithic activity, Brayton Barff

Site 4  Field boundary, track, New Farm

Site 5 Field boundary, Burn Bridge

Site 8 Cropmark, Doncaster Road

Site 7 Moated site, dismantled railway and field boundary,
Brayton Hall

Site 8  Cropmark, Brayton Lane

Site 8  Moated site, field system, Staynor Hall

Bite 10 Trackway, land division, Staynor Wood

Site 11 Cropmark, East Common Lane

Site 12 Cropmark, Newlands Farm

Site 13 Parish boundary, Carr Lane

Site 14 Environmental, Quse valley

The location of these sites are shown on figure 1. The sites were
not graded in terms of their importance.

Ten of the sites are described as field or parish boundarias,
trackways, field systems or cropmarks. One site {site 7) at Brayton
Hall incorporates a moated site, a dismantled railway and a field
boundary, and one at Staynor Hall (site 9) incorporates anather
moated site and the remains of a mediaval field system. The
features identitied at site 10 were considered to represent elements
of a former woodland management system or agricultural activity.

An area of possible Mesolithic (¢.8,000-3,500 BC) activity was
identified at Brayton Barff, from records of a previously collected
flint assemblage. In addition, the Quse valley is identified as being
an area of palaecenvironmental potential, due to its sequence of
alluvial, peat and lacustrine deposits.

Conclusions and recaommendations

The LUAU report concluded that no sites of major archaeological
importance were identified by their survey, and no major
modifications to the proposed road alignment or any large-scale
archaeological mitigation works were recommended. However, a
number of features of minor archaeological importance would be
atfacted by the scheme and would need to be taken into account.
The majority of these are medieval or later agricultural features,
including peripheral features associated with the moated sites.
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2.2.13

2.2.14
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A minor medification to the proposed route corridor was
recommended, to enable the preservation of features associated
with Staynor Wood.

The report notes that it was not possible to fully assess the
prehistoric potential of the proposed route corridor due to the dapth
of peat and overlying deposits in parts of the study area. In
addition, and perhaps more importantly, there were some small
areas of the study corridor which could not be fully assessed, either
due to access being denied or inappropriate crop regimes at the
time of survey. Further field assessment was recommendad in
these areas.

It was recommended that further cartographic and documentary
research should be carried out in relation to the field boundaries, to
try and identify any elements which pre-date the enclosure
landscape. Recommendations were also made for an archaeological
watching brief and the provision of a rapid response tearn during
topsoil stripping prior to construction.




3 SUPPLEMENTARY RESEARCH

3.1 Methodology and data sources

3.1.1

3.1.3

3.1.4

3.1.5

Following a thorough review of the LUAU report, a number of
supplameantary data sources werg examinad to determine whother
any new sites could bhe identifiad within the study corridor, and to
obtain new information on any previously identified sites.

The data sources consulted included the County SMR, including its
aerial photograph collections, the vertical and oblique aerial
photographs held in the National Library of Air Photos by the
RCHME, and cartographic sources held in the North Yorkshire
County Record Office.

A preliminary walkover survey of the proposed route alignment was
also carried out. This enables the current land use of each land
parcel potentially affected by the scheme to be determined, the
location, nature, extent and condition of any recorded and
unrecorded archaeological sites to be noted, and any concentrations
of finds or other material which rmight serve as an indication to sub-
surface archaeological features 1o be identified.

However, it should be noted that, due to the sensitive nature of the
scheme, the preliminary walkover survey was confined to public
rights of way. It was not therefore possible to visit all the identified
sites within the study area, and parts of the proposed alignment
corridor were not inspected. This fact needs to be borns in mind
when considering the various assessment, impact and mitigation
statements below,

The preliminary walkover survey was carried out on 23-24 March
1995. A detailed account of the results is presented as Appendix
1, with relevant information added as appropriate in the following
sections.

3.2 Discusgion of LUAU results

3.2.1
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The only specific evidence for prehistoric occupation identified by
the LUAU report within the study corridor was the possible area of
Mesolithic activity identified on the slopes around Brayton Barif at
the western end of the scheme (site 3). Some of the cropmark
sites, including some elements of sites 6, 7, 8 and 11, may relate
to later prehistoric or Romang-British activity on the lighter sand and
gravei soiis, aithough a more recent origin is more likeiy. in
addition, there is significant potential for the discovery of
patagoenvironmental and prehistoric evidence in the areas of the
former lake shores, river courses and peat beds which occur in the
area of the Quse valley (site 14}, either side of the present course
of the river.




3.2.2 Two presumably medieval (AD 1066-1540) moated sites lie partly
in the 100m wide study corridor. Littie is known about Brayton Hall
{(site 7), but Staynor Hall {site 9) was founded in the 13th century
as a grange of Selby Abbey. The association of Staynor Hall,
Staynor Wood and an enclosed area of medieval or post-medieval
ridge and furrow cultivation visible only as cropmarks indicate the
survival of evidence for an intricate system of land management.

The majotity of the sites identified from the aerial photographs were
shown to correspond with field boundaries which are shown on
various 19th and/or 20th century maps. Nevertheless, some could

have earlier origins and so be of greater antiquity and importance.

Lud
ha
L

3.3 Previously identified sites

1 The supplementary research carried out by BHWRB obtained
additional informaticn for 7 of the 14 sites previously identified by
the LUAU report. This information is detailed in Appendix 2, and is
summarised below.
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3.3.2  Further information was obtained from cartographic sources for site
3, increasing the extent of the site to the west and enhancing its
interpretation, while changes to the existing cartographic
information were made for sites 4 and 10. Additional earthwork
features were ohserved at sites 5 and 11, and additional soilmark
features were identified from aerial photographs at sites 7 and 8.
While no new information was identified for site 8, some additional
comment was madae,

3.3.3 It should be noted that the names of the sites listed in the LUAU
report have been modified and clarified, for ease of description.

3.4 Newly discovered sites

3.4.1 In addition to identifying additional information on already reported
sites, the supplementary research identified an additional three sites
which were either not recorded by LUAU or not listed as sites by
them, although they are mentioned in passing in their report. For
the sake of clarity, the site numbering system used by LUAU has

been continued.

3.4.2  Full details on the new sites is presented as Appendix 3, with
infarmation summarised as follows.

Site 15 Disused army camp {ruins), south-west of Brayton Barff

Site 16 Boundary banks, lynchet and gravel pit, south and west of
Brayton Barff (earthworks)

Site 17 Field boundaries and tracks (cropmarks), south-west of
Brayton Bridge
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3.5 initial Assessmeni of Vaiue

3.8.1 Using & combination of all the data sources, an initial assessment
of the grade of importance of each site or area within the study
corridor ¢an be made (see figure 1). This assessment has been
based on professional judgement, combined with the Secretary of
State for the National Heritage's criteria for scheduling ancient
monuments and listing buildings of special architecturai or historic
interest, and the criteria developed by English Heritage in their
Scheduled Ancient Monuments designations and their Monuments
Protection Programme.

3.5.2 It should be stressed, however, that this assessment is only
provisional, as some of the sites or areas need to be assessed by a

completion of the preliminary walkover survey and further fieldwork.
At this stage, and following the guidance given in DMRB volume
11, a four tier grading system can be applied.

National Importance {N)

None

Regional or County Importance (R)

Site 14 Area of palaeoenvironmental potential, Quse valley

District Importance ()

cwpvARFERERIB DDA DS EDNT

Site 3 Area of possible Mesalithic activity, Brayton Barff
Site & Croprmark features, east and west of Doncaster Read
Site 8 Cropmark features, east and west of Bawtry Road

Site 10 Unclassified earthworks, Staynor Wood

Lacal Importance (L)

site 1 Remnants of field system, south of Hagg Lane

Site 2 Former field boundary, north of Field Lane

Site 4  Former field boundary and possible track, south-east of
Newvy Farm

Site 5 Field boundary, west of Burn Bridge

Site 7 Dismantled railway and field boundaries, south of Brayton
Hall |

Site & Field system (cropmarks), south-east of Staynor Hal

Site 11 Cropmark features and sarthwork, north of East Common
Lane

5ite 12 Cropmark features, north-west of Newlands Farm

Site 13 Parish boundary, north and south of Carr Lane

Site 15 Disused army camp (ruins}, south-west of Brayton Barff

g
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Site 16 Boundary banks, lynchet and gravel pit, south and west of
Brayton Barff

Site 17 Field boundaries and tracks (cropmarks), south-west of
Brayton Bridge

It should be noted that, on the basis of currantly available
information, the spatial extent of sites 3 and 14 cannot be
determined,




4 ASSESSMENT OF THE EFFECTS OF THE PROPOSALS

4.1 introduction

411

For archaeological sites and monuments, the main impacts arising
from road construction are:

- possible disturbance and/or destruction of archaeological
deposits from works associated with the scheme, whether
from actual construction or works associated with secondary
operations such as landscaping, balancing ponds, site
compounds and borrow pits;

- increased visual intrusion;

- increases in noise, vibration and disturbance:

- severance from other linked features such as field systems,
agricultural complexes and landscapes;

- changes in the original landscape;

- loss of amenity,

4.2 Impact grading systems

4.2.1

4,2.2
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In order to help to assess the impact of the proposals on the
identified sites and areas of archaeological importance and
potential, a simple three tier impact grading system has been
devised, based on the scale of impact of the proposals, namely:

Major impact: Major disturbance (ie. more than 75% of the
area of known or estimated archaeological
deposits).

Significant impact:  Significant disturbance {ie. between 25% and
75% of the area of known or estimated
archaeologicai deposits).

Small-scale impact: Minor disturbance (ie. less than 25% of the
grea of known or estimated archaeclogical
deposits),

In drawing up this information, consideration has also been made of
the scale, significance, potential and current condition of the site,
defined as the grade of the site,

A combination of the impact of the proposais and the grade of each
site produces an assessment of overall impact, defined as being
substantial, moderate or slight. Given that archaeological deposits

10




are a finite and non-renewable resource, all impacts are classified
as adverse. :

4.3 Impact of development

4.3.1 When making an initial assessment of the impact of the proposed
scheme on the identified sites of archaeological interest, all
construction and landscaping works as specified on Drawings
904.201-204 have been taken into account. It should be noted
that haul routes, construction compounds or temparary construction
roads have not been considered,

4.3.2 From the following table, it can be seen that the proposals will have
a direct impact on 17 known sites of archaeological interest. The
impact of the proposals can be categorised as major on 2 sites,
significant on 5 plus 5 possible sites and small-scale on 4 plus 1
possibie sites, while the overall adverse impact is substantial on one
possible site, moderate on 2 plus 2 possible sites, and stight on 9
plus T possible sites. It should, however, be noted that these
impacts are based on current knowledge and the scale of impacts
might change as a result of further investigation.

4.3.3 From west 1o east, the assessment of the impact of the proposals
on the known archaeological resource of the scheme corridor can
be summarised as:

Site Site nama Grade Impact of Overall
no of site  proposals atlverse
impact
1 Remnants of fiald system, south of L Small-scale Slight
Hayg Lane
2 Former field boundary, north of Field L Signilicant Slight
Lane
3 Area of passible Mesolithic activity, (b} significant? | Modarate?
Brayton Barff
4 Former fiald boundary and possible L Small scale Slight
track, south-east of New Farm
5 Field boundary, wast of Burn Bridge L Small-scale Slight
5] Cropmark faatures, east and west of D Significant? | Modearate?
Doncaster Road
7 Dismantled railway and fiald L Small-scalg Slight
boundaries, south of Brayron Hall
i Cropmark features, aast and wast of G Significant? Moderate?
Bawl!ry Road
9 Ficld system (cropmarks), south-east L Significant Slight
af Staynaor Hall

cilwpwinarchiselbn80ar UEDNT
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10 Unclassified carthworks, Staynor D Small- Slight?
Wood scale?

11 Cropmark Teatures and sarthwork, L Major Maderate
north of East Cammon Lanc

12 Cropmark features, north-wast of L Significant? | Modergle?
Nawlands Farm

13 Parish boundary, north and south of L Major Slight
Carr Lane

14 Area of palaeocenvironmental R Significant? | Substantial?
potantial, Quse valloy

15 Disused army camp {ruins), south- L Significant Slight
waost of Brayton Barff

16 Boundary banks, lynchet and gravel L Significant Slight
pit, south and west of Bravien Barff

17 Field boundaries and tracks L Significant Moderate
(eropmarks), south-weast of Brayton
Bridge

4.3.4  The extent of any archaeological or palaeoenvironmental deposits
associated with sites 3 and 14 has yet 10 be determined. In
addition, the potential for the discovery of as yet unrecorded
archaeological sites within the study area must also be considered.
This is particularly relevant in the areas of alluvial and peat deposits
in the Quse floodplain {site 14).

4.3.5 The extent of sites 6, 7, 8, 9, 11 and 12 as shown on figure 1 is
likely to be modified as a result of further fieldwaork.

CoAvpwindarehisei S04 O3ED7 1 2




5 MITIGATION MEASURES

5.1 Introduction

b.1.1

5.1.2

5.1.3

5.1.4
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Based on the impacts described above, some recommendations to
mitigate the effects of the proposals are described bhelow, from
west to east.

Archaeological remains survive both as upstanding sarthworks or
as buried features beneath the ploughsoil. Al remains will be
susceptible to damage and/or destruction as a result of ground
disturbance associated with the construction of these proposals
and their associated landscaping works. The removal of topsail and
subsaoil is likely to destroy most archaeological deposits and even
where embankments and other methods are used to raise the
overall ground level, preparation works often result in the
destruction of any archaeological deposits which lie at shaflow
depths. In addition, while the burying of archaealogical features
beneath a development can sometimes be an accepted form of
preservation jn sity, care must be taken to ensure that any
significant deposits are not subject to undue compaction and
shrinkage. Some form of monitoring might be required to ensure
that this does not happen.

For archaeological sites, possible mitigation measures have been
described in the DMRB volume 11 as:

- locate the route away from archaeological remains and their
settings;
- design the

scheme’s vertical alignment and associated
earthworks so t

hat archaeological remains are not disturbed:

- undertake appropriate recording works and  other
investigations in advance of construction:

- undertake appropriate recording works and  other
investigations during construction;

In practice, & combination of these measures is often used.

It is envisaged that five separate phases of work will be reguired to
ensure that the archaeological impact of the proposals has been
considered to an appropriate standard. The results of each phase
will influence and set the parameters for the next. Phases 1 to 2
deal with the assessment and pre-construction works, Phase 3
deals with the recording of archaeological deposits  while
canstruction is in progress, and Phases 4 and 5 deal with the
assimilation, publication and deposition of any results resulting from
the previous phases. In detail, these phases cormprise:

~




Phase 1 Detailed evaluation: initial and intensive fieldwalking,
geophysical survey, earthwork surveay,
palasoenvironmental assessment, trial trenching and
building survey as appropriate, leading to the detailed
assessment of impact and recommendations for
mitigation {(DMRB Stage 3).

Phase 2 Pre-construction investigation: detailed excavation,
pataeoenvironmental sampling and architectural
recording in advance of construction of those sites
identified during the previous phase to be of significant
archaeological importance and for which no
appropriate mitigation measures can be sought.

Phase 3 Watching brief during construction: investigation and
recording of those sites identified during the DMRB
Stages 1 to 3 as not warranting prior investigation, as
well as the recording of sites which may be exposed
during the course of development.

Phase 4 Post-excavation assessment; assessment of the results
of the archaeological investigations and the potential
of the data for analysis leading to recommendations,
timetable and costings for subsequent detailed
analysis, publication, storage and deposition.

Phase 5 Post-excavation analysis and publication: data
analysis, report preparation and publication followed
by deposition of the archive and artefacts and all other
materials associated with the investigations with the
appropriate institution for long term storage and
curation.

5.2 Phase 1 detailed evaluation works

h.2.1

5.2.2
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This phase of work, comprising detailed evaluation through a
combination of initial and intensive fieldwalking, geophysical
survey, earthwork survey, trial trenching and building survey as
appropriate, corresponds to Stage 3 of the Department of
Transport’s Stages of Archaeclogical Assessment as defined by
DMRB volume 11,

For archaeoiogical sites, the Phase 1 detailed evaluation wark is
usually confined to the specific areas of proposed construction and
disturbance with a view to providing a detailed assessment of the
various archaeological sites and areas likely to be affected by a
scheme. From this, specific recommendations for apprapriate
mitigation and/or recording works that might be required to
complete the Phase 2 (pre-construction investigation} and Phase 3

14




5.2.3

5.2.4
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{watching brief during the course of construction} investigations
can be made. While it is important that all phase 1 works are
cornpleted well in advance of any construction programme, the
nature of the investigations means that a staged or roliing
programme of work is necessary, with the results of each phase
having a direct impact on the extent and rmethodology of the naxt
phase of activity.

It should be noted that some phase 1 detailed evaluation work was
done in 1881 by LUAU as part of their survey. The
recommendations outlined below are largely similar to the
recommendations contained in the LUAU report although some
additional or alternative works are proposed in relation to new sites,
or following a re-consideration of the most appropriate evaluation
strategies for the previously identified sites. In particular, more
extensive use of the more cost-effective non-intrusive survey
technigues is recommended, to reduce or avoid the need for trial
excavations.

The various non-intrusive Phase 1 works can be divided into four
techniques,

i} Fieldwalking. By definition, archaeological fieldwalking takes
place in areas of ploughed or recently planted soil, usually in
the autumn and winter months during an appropriate crop
window., Two phases of work would be carriad out. Initial
fieldwalking would involve walking along lines placed 10m
apart through the specified survey areas with a view to
identifying areas worthy of more detailed fieldwalking
techniques. These would involve setting out a grid of 10m
squares over the area of interest and collecting all
archaeological artefacts in each grid square. All survey areas
and results would be tied into established survey stations and
the Ordnance Survey national grid to facilitate the drawing up
of detailed mitigation strategies at a later stage.

i) Earthwerk survey. This is undertaken in areas of upstanding
earthworks. These are usually contained within pasture fields
or woodland and earthwork surveys are often done during the
winter months when vegetation growth is minimal. All
earthworks and other surface variations in the survey areas
would be recorded using modern EDM recording equipment.
All results would be tied into established survey stations and
the Ordnance Survey national grid to facilitate the drawing up
of detailed mitigation strategies at a later stage.

i) Geophysical survey. This type of survey would be undertaken
using a grid of 20m squares set out over the specific survey
area. The squares are then scanned by various hand-held
instruments which record any variations in the resistance and

15




h.2.b

h.2.6

b.2.7

Site
no

magnetic properties of the soil.  As these factors vary
according to the presence or absence of underlying
archaeological deposits, it is often possible to identify hitherto
unsuspected features up to depths of approximately 1m
below the plough soil. Given the potential area recommended
far geaophysical survey, a B0% sample strategy would ba
undertaken.

ivl Palaegenvironmental assessment. This type of survey
involves the collation of all available palagoenvironmental and
geotechnical data, combined with a site visit, to consider and
assess the palasoenvironmental potential of a particular area.

Following results obtained through various non-intrusive surveys,
the investigation of some selected sites and/or features is likely to
be required through intrusive but limited test pitting, trial trenching
and/or small area excavation. The scale, nature and methodology
of this work would be dependant on the results of the previous
nan-destructive survey techniques and the types of sites being
investigated.  Sites with many linear features or upstanding
earthworks are often best evaluated mainly by trial trenching,
whereas sites identified from artefact scatters or mainly consisting
of non-linear features may reguire some small area excavation.

The majority of any phase 2 (pre-construction investigation) works
would be identified following the phase 1 evaluation works.
However, the work already done allows for phase 2
recommendations to be made for two sites,

A summary of the proposed mitigation measures for all the known
archaeological sites affected by the propasals is given the following
table. It should be noted that the various phases of work described
correspond to those phases outlined in paragraph 5.1.4 above.

Site nama Grade  Qverall Propased mitigation
of site  adverse
impact

Femnants of field system, L Small-scale Phase 3 watching
south of Hagg Lane hrial

Former field baundary, L Slight Phase 3 watching
north of Figld Lane brief

Area of possibla Mesolithic o Maoderate? Phasc 1

activity, Brayton Barff fisldwaiking.
Further phasa 1 or
2 works as required

Former field houndary and L Slight Phase 3 watching
possible track, south gast brief
of New Farm

chwpwinsremselby 804 EEVT
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5 Field boundary, wast of L Slight Fhasa 3 watching
Burn Bridge brief
5] Cropmark features, east O Moderate? Phase 1
and west of Doncaster fieldwalking and
Road geophysical sample
survey. Further
phase 1 or 2 work
as required
7 Dismantled railway and L. Slight Phase 3 watching
fiald boundaries, south of brief
Erayton Hall
8 Croprark features, gasy L Maodearale? Phase 1
anrd west nf Rawlry Road finldwalking and
geophysical sampla
surveys, Further
phase 1 or 2 work
as raguired
9 Figld system, south-aast L Slight Fhase 1
of Staynor Hall dgaophysical sample
survey. Furthar
phase 1 or 2 work
a5 required
10 Unclassiticd aarthworks, ) Slight? Phaze 1 earthwork
Staynor Wood survey. Furthar
phase 1 or 2 wark
as required
T Cropmark featuras and L Madaragle Phase 1
earthwark, niorth of East fialdwalking and
Commuon Lane geophysical sample
surveys, Further
phase 1 or 2 work
a5 required
12 Cropmark foatures, narth L Meoderate? Phasa 3 watching
wast of Newlands Farm brief
13 Farish boundary, nurih and L Slight FPhase 3 watching
south of Carr Lane brief
14 Arga of R Substantial? Phase 1 palaco-
palaeoenvironmaental cnvironmental
potential, Ouse valley assessment.
Further phase 2 as
required
15 Disutsed army camp L Slight No mitigation waorks
{ruins), south west of recommended
Brayton Barff
16 Boundary banks, lynchet L Slight Phase 3 watching
and gravel pit, south and brief
west of Brayvton Barff
CAwpwiniarchisalbnyAI0ar O3 m 1 7




17 Field boundaries and L Moderate Phase 1

tracks (cropmarks), south fieldwalking and
west of Brayton Bridge geophysical sampla
‘ surveys. Further
phase 1 or 2 work
as required

5.2.8 Finally, it will be noted that some specific sites would be subject to
a Phase 3 watching brief during the first phases of construction.
Althougt particular attention would be applied to these sites, the
whole of the construction corridor would be monitored in this way.
This would ensure that any archaeological sites and deposits that
might be uncovered by the works can be recorded to a satisfactory
standard.

1l prIrkarghise by B0 O EDNT 1 8
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.2

As part of the supplementary archacological survey, a preliminary walkover
survey of the proposed route alignment was undertaken on 23-24 March
1995,  The purposes of the walkover survey were to identify any
rchaenlogical remains or areas of archaeological potential which had not
been identified by previous desk-based studies, to obtain Further information
about the form and condition of previously identified sites, and to update

available information about land-use along the road corridor.

The walkover survey was limited to public rights of way. This meant Lhat
mast ot the proposed scheme corridor and the potentially affected

arrhasnlnmienl eitac rovldd - T e
[=1A ) i 1 1]

I be mrlrmmn ~f ab o, .
atinDyiLdl aites Gl \j|"||‘y' DE EXgimingsd

uin the edges of the fields. In
consequence, it was not possible to determine whether artefact scalters
were present on the surface of ploughed fields. Some parts of the corridor,
including some identified archacological sites, could not be approached at all,
and have not theretore been examined.

2 RESULTS

2.1 The most significant result was the identification of a large mound at site 11,
just to the south of the River Ouse. It remains unclear, however, whether
this mound is natural or anthropogenic in origin.

2.2 For ease of description and relercnce, each plot of land which would be
affected by the proposed route has been numbered: the numbers run from
west 10 east. Fields which would not be directly affected are not numbered,
but may be rcterred to by site numbers used in the LUAU report.

Field Site Condition Examined from Archagological observations
Mo No
1 Arable; crop growing Existing AG3
(south)
2 Plaughed Existing AG3
{north} and Barff
Lane {sauth)
3 Arable; crap growing Exiating AG3
(northy)
1 Not visited - not LUAL report suggests that
affected this represents 19th-20th
century teld baundaries
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/5 2 Arable; crop growing Barfl | ane Nothing sean
(south}
=] Levelapad -modern Barft Lane
farm complex {gauth)
/ Ploughed Barff Lane {north}
8 Ploughed Barff Lane (north)
9 Improved grass Barff | ane (horth)
10 Ploughied Bar(f Lane (north)
11 Ploughed Bartf Lana (narth)
12 Golf course Along east edge
13 Floughed; on slope, Barlf | ane (north)
with several small artd Brayton Barff
knolls - subgoil {(south-east)
ploughed up on kngils
14 15 Scrub and ruing Inside plot The remains of a disused
Waorld War 2 army camp dare
wisible g very uvergrown
concrete, paved and tarmac
surfaces, earthwaorks and
s0me walls
15 Gulf course Along east edge
16 16 Improved grass Mill Lane (south) A bank is visible running
and tootpath approximately parallel with
{east) the east edge of tho field,
along line partly shown as
parish boundary
15-16 16 Embanked Tootpath On site The faotpath running from

Mill Lane to the south wost
corner af Braylon Barff lies
between two promingnt
banks, and although now
avergrown with scrub was
formerly wide encugh to
form a vehicular track
probably of no graal
arliquity
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17 3 Woodland Within south- The south-west cormear of
west corner of Brayton Barff woods is
wrod and along mainly occupied by fairly
west rdfR yaung trees, and in placas

traces of concrate or tarmac
surfaces can be scon;
probably once part of the
WW2 camp immediately to
1he west, although now aven
less well prescrved

A flield bank with a hedge
growing an irs crasl runs
along Lhe west edge of the
waoaod; towards the north,
where the woodland is more
maiure, this becomes a
prominant negative lynchet,
suggesling medieval/post
medieval ploughing right up
to the edge of thae wond

18 Cottages and gardens Mill Lane (south)

19 21 The footpath running
thraugh fields 18-21
fram MNew Tarnm was
not recognised, and
appearcd to have
baen removed

19 Arable; crop growing Barff Lane (north) Shght banks and/or ditches
and canal running parallel to the
Lowpath {south} footpalh through these fields

and at various distances to
the north of the towpath

20 Hlaughed Rarff Lane (narth) ware tentalively identrtied
and canal fram the south; all ware
towpath (soulh) mast likely to ropresant

natural features, field
boundarics or the line of a
21 Arable; crop growing Barff Lane (north) | former lrack shown on an
at south cnd and canal 1803 enclosure map and
pasture; horse Lowpath {(south] partly visible as & cropmark
paddocks at porth further to the east (site §)
end

22 4 Araghle; crop growing Barl{ Lane {north) Nothing seen
and canal
towpath (south)

23 44k Arable; crop growing Barff Lane (north) Nothing seen

and canal
towpath {south)
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24 A/5 Arable; crop growing Barff Lane (north Meathing seen
west)
6 6/8 Arable; crap growing A1 {east) Natihing seen
28 5/6 Argbile; crop growing A19 (gasl) and Nathing seen
canal towpath
(south)
27 h/6 Arable; crop growing A8 (weat) and Palihes of differing colour
canal lowpath were visible in the crop, bul
(south) no patlern was discernible
from the ground
a vestigial old field bank
ahligned north-sauth was
tentativoly absorvail
28 Arable; crap growing A19 {west}
29 Arable; crop growing Canal tawpath
(2ast)
30 7 Mot visited - no
acoess possible
31 Arable; crop growing Canal towpath Very slighl (natural?)
- these twa ficlds {aast) undulations visible in norlh-
now united; old wasl corner of field, close to
23 17 railway embankment cropmarks shown by LUAL
removed
32 Not visited - no
ACCRSS possible
44 Ploughed Canal towpath
(east)
35 Arable; grain crop Henwick Hall
growing Lane (east)
16 Flaughed; Hanwick Hall
a numbaor of small Lane iwest)
inatural?) knalls;
patches of orange
subsoil ploughod 1o
surface on knolls
37
a8 Mat visited - no

access possible
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29 Ploughed and Hrayton Lane
harrowed (north}
40 Arable; grain crop Brayton Lane Nothing seen
grawing {south)
41 Mot visited - no
a access possible
47 Waste ground - Brayton Lane
prabably to be {south} and
included in industrial A1040 (past)
eslale
473 A1040 {east)
A Ploughed AT040 {east) MNothing snen
4t 9 Arable; crop growing A1040 (east)
46 Mot visited no
ancess possible
47
48 10 Woodland
49 Rough pasture East Comman The surface of the part of
Lane (extreme this figld to the east of
gast cnd) Stainer Wood was seen 10
he uneven, bul a close
enough examination 1o
determing whether
earthworks were present
was not possible
50 MNaL visiled - no
access possible
51
52 Semi-ploughed East Common
stubbia? possible set- Lane {east]
asicle
b3 Floughing in progress East Common
Lang {east and
north)
h4 Sewage works East Comman

Lane (west)
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556 11 Divided by north- East Cammaon In east part, very broad
soulh track Lane (south) and (spread?) mound
approximately lrack through approximatealy 70m wide
cantinuing ling of centre of sire running Appraximately nast.
Easl Common Lane south-east to weast-norlh-
gast part arable; vory wast; slightly more advanced
YOUNG Crop arawing; crop gt base of slope may
s0il very sandy and corraspond with cropmark
light fealure
west part waste and unclear whather moaund is
scrub natural ar anthropogenic in

origin.

In west part, the mound is
barely visible as an
earthwaork

56 14 Plaughed Footpath on Nothing seen

north side ot
River Ouse
{south)

57 12 All appear arablc Mo visited - no Nothing scen

aconss possible

58

69 Nothing aoen

13

(#[0]

&1 Arable; grain crop A149 {north-west)
orning

B2 Farm complex; brick A19 {west} -
farmhousa deralint, from a distance
agriculiural complex
in use

63 Arable; grain crop AT9 (west)
growing  those lwo

Ga ficlds now united

6l Davelaped - industrial A1 (anst)
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SITE NO: 4

site name: Former field boundary and possible track (sarthwork)

12 (Rl L) o [

Additional information:

The “broad, tree-lined feature” described in the LUAU report as being visible on the OS 1851
6" map is not actually depicted. The map does show a footpath running from north-east to
south-west, diagonally across the lields concerned, but this does not correspond with the
aerial photograph feature shown by LUALU [1].

SOUrces:
1105 1851 6" map she

R [

SITENQ: b

Bile nume: Figld boundary, west of Burn Bridge

Additional infarmaticn:

This boundary is shown an an enclosure map of 1803, as a fgotpath continuing the line of the
road from Selby, which then terminated at Burn, and marking a boundary between areas of
contrasting land-use. The path then continues to the wesl on a sinuous course, terminating
near Burton Hall [1]. The boundary is shown on the 05 1851 6" map as a hedge ling; nothing
i% shown of the weslern continuation of the former path [2]. The sinuous line is visible in the
fields as a shght earthwork [3].

Sources:

[11 NYCRO 1803 “A Map of the Townships of Brayton, Thorp Willowby and Burton in the
West Riding ul the Counly of York”

[2] O3 1851 6" map sheet 221

£3] Preliminary walkaver survey D Johnston BHWB 23.03.95

SITE NO: &

Site name: Cropmark featurcs, east and west of Doncaster Road

Additional infarmation:
No new information identified. Howevaer, the plan in the LUAU report appears to show
features an both gides of Doncaster Road, not just the west side [1].

Iources:
f11 Pers comm D Johnston BHWE
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SITE NO. 7

site name: Dismantled railway and field boundaries, south of Brayton Hall

Additicnal inlarmation:

WP [
|

Soilmarks of possible ridge and furrow cuitivation aligned east-west just to the soUth-east of
the dismantled railway are visible on an oblique aerial photograph taken in 1978 {11,

Sources:

[1] AP SEG030/4/8 {08.08.78) RCHME

SITE NO: 8

site name: Cropmark features, east and wesl of Bawtry Road

Additional infarmation:
Soilmarks of possible ridge and furrow cultivation in Qakney Wood arc visible on a vertical
aerial photograph taken in 1975 [1].

Sources:

{11 AP MAL/75002, 122 {16.01.7b) RCHME

SITE NO: 10

Site name: Unclassified earthworks, Staynor Wood

Additional intarmation:

The 05 1851 6" map clearly porlrays a large expanse of woodland to the north, east and
south-east of Staynor Hall, extending well into the present built-up area of Selby. The
description of this map in the LUAU repart, as “The 1st edition Grdmance Survey map ... is
unclear, but it sgems as though numerous long fields ... occupied this land” appears to be
inacourate [1]. The LUAU may have misattributed their description of the 1808 enclosure
map to the OS first edition map, and vice-versa [2].

Sources:
f11 OS5 1851 6" map sheet 221
[2] Fers comm D Johnston BHWB
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SITE NO: 11

cite narme: Croprnark features and earthwork, north of East Commaon Lane

Additional information:

A broad bul very slight mound approximately 70m wide and running approximatcly east-north-
east to wesl-south-west could be seen in the field. It could be natural, or a very spread
artificial mound. A slightly more advanced arca of crop at the base of the south-lacing slope
could correspond with the cropmark feature recorded by LUALU. The mound runs into the
weslern edge of the field, under the track which runs northward from the corner of East
Commaon Lane, and on into the waste ground to the west. It is barely visible as an earthwork
in the scrub vegelation in this arca [11].

Sournes:

[1] Prcliminary walkover survey D Johnston BHWE 24.03.95
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SITE NO: 15

Location information

NGE: SERB2301 Map: SEB3SE; SEBZNE

Site name & Incation: Disused army camp (ruins}, Brayton Barff

Modern parish: Gateforth Historic parish:

Physical characteristics

Land use: Scrub/woodland Grourd covor: Scrub/woadland Height: 20-28m AQD

Description of site

Classification: Camp Period: 20Th cenlury

Form: Ruined building; Site of Gratle of importanca: Local

Date inspected: [} Johnston BHWE 24.03.95

Description:

"Camp {dis)” shown an a modern map as a long, narrow rectangular area of land covering
approximately 8.5 hectares adjacent to the south-west corner of Brayton Barff, containing
several buildings and roads [1]. An aerial photagraph of 1954 shows the camp extending
further to the easl, vccupying an area of approximately 5 hectares which now Tarms part of
the Brayton Barff woodlands [2]. The southern half of the area shown on the Pathfinder
map is part of an adjacent golf course. The camp is approached [rom the south via a broad
track flanked by banks over 1m, and in plages up to 2m high. Within the part of the camp
immediately to the west of the woodland, there are a number of ruined 20th century brick
buildings, few standing to wall height, together with areas of concrete and tarmac
hardstanding. Some of the buildings have obviously been demalished, rather than fallen
naturally into ruin. There are many heaps of rubble and spoil throughout the site, and the
whole area is becoming very overgrown with mixed scrub. The area to the east is now
cavered by young woodland, but areas of hardstanding, brick foundations and rubble can be
discerned. The two areas are scparated by a track |31,

Referonces:
[M105 1993 1:25,000 "Pathfinder” map sheets 684 and 693
(2] AP 540/1346, D063 (13.06.54) RCHME)

131 D Johnston BHWR site visit, 24,.03.95
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SITE NO: 16

Location information

NGR: SESB2303-SE586298 Map: SER3GE; SEG2ZNE

Site name & losation: Boundary banks, lynchet and gravel pit, south and wesl ol Braytan Barll

Modern parish: Gateforth; Brayton Historic parish:
Dhiroino |l ~rharantarictino
FIYSiCa CRaraclensiics
Land use: Arable Ground cover: Barley Height: 15-25m AQD

Description of site

Classification: Field boundaries, Gravel pit Period: Post-medisval

Farm: Earthwork Grade of impartance: Local

Date inspected: D Johnston BHWEB 24.03.956

Descriplion:

A field boundary is shown running along the line of the township boundary belween Brayton
and Burton on maps of 1803 and 1851, The carlier map shows a gravel pit in the field to
the past of the boundary and on the north side of Mill Lane; the area west of the boundary
and west of Brayton Barff is shown as a single large field, extending from Mill Lane to the
Thorpe Willoughby boundary (now Field Lane). The later map does not show the gravel pit,
and shows the large tield broken up into six separate fields, three either side of a long north-
south boundary [1] [2]. A slight ploughed-down bank within an arable field is visible on Lhe
lineg of the farmer township boundary (now the boundary between Gateforlth and Brayton
civil parishes). Within Brayton Barff woodlands, a promingnt hedge-bank is visible on the
line of the long north-south boundary shown in 1851, on the easl side of the madern
footpath. Towards the north, where the bank forms the western boundary of mature

wooediand, it becomeas a very prominent weast-facing nagative lynchet 131,

ouaidiiyg aeln d sot ELouveE

References:

[TI NYCRO 1803 "A Map of the Townships of Brayton, Thorp Willowby and Burton in the
Waesi Riding ot the County of York”

2] 05 1851 6" map sheet 221

[3] D Johnston BHWE site visit, 24.03.95
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SITE NO: 17

Location information

NCGR: SE6Q7301 Map: SEG3SW;
SEB2NW

Site name & lozation: Field boundaries and tracks {cropmarks), south-west of Brayton Bridge

Madern parish: Brayton Flistoric parish;

Physical characteristics
Land use: Arabla Ground covar: Cereals Height: 7m AOD

Description of site

Classilication: Cropmarks Periad: Unknown

Farm: Cropmark Grade of impaortance: Logal

Date inspectad: D Johnston BHWEB 24.03.95

Cesnription:

A graup of cropmarks is partly shown by LUAU on the plan contained in their report, but is
not assigned a number or described by them |1]. “Traces of former ficld houndaries and
trackways. Indistinel linear boundaries on a hazy aerial photograph” recorded on the NYCC
SMR., A group of curvilingar and linear intersecting boundaries, including some double
boundaries probably representing trackways is visible on aerial photographs [2]. They are
probably of fairly recent date, and may originate from a rearrangement of the field
boundaries at the time of building the Selby Canal {late 18th century) [31. No relevant
features are shown on an enclosure map of 1803 or a map of 1851; on both of these the
arrangement of ficlds is similar to that prevailing today, although broken up into smaller

units [4]1 [6]. Some slight undulations which may be natural or represent ploughed-down

anrthua~r lra warmrm maam ik dha fiald [8]
SO LTIVYRIT GG VYl b GGl i Ui Vilaid ).

Reterences:

[1] LLIAL report, November 1983 “Selby Bypass - An Archaeological Evaluation”

(2] NYCC SMR SEB35W AP10, SEEZNW APZ; AP NMR SEG030/3/6 (08.08.75); AP AJC
026/30-31 (5.07.84): AF AJC 046/23-25 (10.07.808); AP FVA 73/4/3/2 (undated)

[31 NYCC SMR PRN 9541

(4] NYCRO 1803 “A Map of the Townships of Brayton, Thorp Willowby and Burton in the
West Riding of the Counly of York”

[5] OS5 1851 8" map sheet 221

{61 D Johnston BHWB site visit, 24.03.95




