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GLOSSARY & ABBREVIATIONS

Glossary
Building Recording

A permanent record of a building created through measured
surveys and annotated plans, written descriptions and digital
photographs

Conservation Area

Designation given by Planning Service to areas of settlements,
the character or appearance of which it is considered desirable
to preserve and enhance

Detailed Excavation

Detailed excavation would be undertaken where important
archaeological remains are either known previously or
discovered during the course of investigative works. This would
be targeted at specific area locations or a sample range of
locations (e.g. trial pits or specific investigation trenches.

Ditch

A long and narrow hollow or trench dug in the ground.

Earthwork

Any landscape feature such as a ditch, bank, dyke or
mound, which is built using the natural surface materials.

Feature

General archaeological term used to describe an element within
a site. A feature can be negative (cut) such as a ditch, post hole
or pit; or it can be positive (built) such as an embankment,
mound or wall.

Geophysical survey

A programme of non-intrusive reconnaissance fieldwork which
determines the presence/absence of archaeological features,
structures and deposits within a specified area or site. A range
of techniques can be used (ground penetrating radar, resistivity
and magnetometry) to distinguish possible archaeological
remains from natural geology or previously disturbed ground.

Magnetometer

A portable device for measuring localized anomalies in the
intensity and direction of the earth's magnetic field as a result of
variations caused by changes in subsurface geology or as a
result of human activity that changed the magnetic properties of
the ground.
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Targeted Watching Brief

A programme of observation, investigation and recording of
archaeological remains during or alongside construction
earthworks activities, in specific cases where the likely extent of
the remains has been demonstrated, but where detailed
investigation prior to the main construction programme is
unfeasible due to safety or access.

Topographic Survey

An archaeological site survey undertaken to record the surface
topography and detail of any relevant features, including feature
profiles and a photographic record where appropriate.

Trial Pit (Engineering or
Geotechnical)

An intrusive excavation used to determine sub-surface ground
conditions for technical or engineering purposes rather than for
the recovery of archaeological remains.

Trial trench/trenching

A limited programme of intrusive fieldwork which determines
the presence or absence of archaeological features, structures,
deposits or artefacts within a specified area or site.

Abbreviations
MA

Master of Arts Degree

MIfA

Member of the Institute for Archaeologists
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1

Introduction
Personal Details

1.1

My name is Rachel Morse and I am employed as a Principal Heritage Consultant
with Mouchel.

1.2

I hold a Certificate of Proficiency in Field Archaeology from Oxford University
Department for Continuing Education, a Master of Arts degree in Historic
Environment Conservation and I am a full member of the Institute for Archaeologists
(MIfA).

1.3

I have been a professional archaeologist since 1985. Between 1985 and 2001 I was
employed in commercial contract archaeology in the UK as a field archaeologist
undertaking both desk-based research and site investigation and mitigation works
for a wide range of developments including highways schemes, service
infrastructure projects and property developments. In 2001 I joined RPS as a
heritage consultant and was Project Archaeologist for the A1(M) Darrington to
Dishforth DBFO Scheme and undertook a two year part-time secondment to the
Highways Agency Regional Environmental Advisors Team providing consultancy
support on heritage matters.

1.4

In 2007 I joined Mouchel as a Principal Heritage Consultant to assist in
development of the company’s capability in design and supervision of cultural
heritage matters for highways projects and other large infrastructure projects.

Role and Responsibilities on the A5 WTC Project
1.5

I have been leading the cultural heritage assessment of the scheme since the
commencement of the project through to publication of the cultural heritage chapter
for the Environmental Statement and have led the team of cultural heritage
specialists comprising archaeologists, built heritage and historic landscape
specialists.

Rachel Morse, MA, MIfA
718736-0000-R-032

5

A5 Western Transport Corridor
Evidence in Chief - Cultural Heritage

2

Scope and Structure of the Evidence
Introduction

2.1

The purpose of my evidence is to inform the Inquiry of the methods used to
establish what impacts the scheme would have on cultural heritage and summarise
my conclusion concerning the significance of the effects on archaeological remains,
historic landscape character and historic buildings.
Structure of the evidence

2.2

Section 3 of my evidence describes the Statutory Framework of relevance to the
cultural heritage assessment

2.3

Section 4 of my evidence describes the methodology adopted for the cultural
heritage assessment.

2.4

Section 5 of my assessment describes the overall impacts of the proposed Scheme
in terms of archaeology, built heritage and historic landscapes and describes in
detail the principal impacts

2.5

Section 6 describes the approach to mitigation for both known and potential and
unknown remains, including the proposed mitigation for the principal impacts
described in Section 5.

2.6

Section 7 summarises my proof of evidence.
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3

Statutory Context
Legal Framework

3.1

In the context of the assessment, statutes of relevance are described below in the
following paragraphs.
The Historic Monuments and Archaeological Objects (Northern Ireland) Order 1995

3.2

This Order is one of the primary pieces of legislation used to protect the
archaeological sites and monuments. It enables the Northern Ireland Environment
Agency: Built Heritage Directorate (NIEA), on behalf of the Department of
Environment, to protect monuments by taking them into the ownership or
guardianship of the Department, to secure their protection and provide public
access. These monuments are known as State Care monuments.

3.3

The Order also allows NIEA to schedule monuments for protection. These
monuments remain in their existing ownership, but NIEA can control works through
Scheduled Monument consent.

3.4

The Northern Ireland Environment Agency: Built Heritage Directorate (NIEA) take
the lead on advising on, and implementing, the Government’s monuments and
archaeological objects policy and strategy in Northern Ireland. The Order requires
NIEA to grant Scheduled Monument Consent, licence and regulate archaeological
excavations.
The Planning (Northern Ireland) Order 1991

3.5

Part V of the Order makes provision for the listing of buildings and applications
relating to demolition of or modification to listed buildings.

3.6

Listed Buildings are afforded protection as an extension of planning control. This
means that a developer cannot demolish, alter or extend a listed building in any way
that affects its architectural or historic character, unless listed building consent has
been obtained from the Planning Service, who will consult with NIEA regarding such
applications.

3.7

Listed Buildings are classified into four grades, in descending order of importance
as follows;

Rachel Morse, MA, MIfA
718736-0000-R-032

7

A5 Western Transport Corridor
Evidence in Chief - Cultural Heritage

3.8

Grade A

buildings of outstanding architectural or historic interest

Grade B+

buildings of significant architectural or historic interest

Grade B1

buildings of local importance that qualify for listing by virtue of
a relatively wide selection of attributes

Grade B2

buildings of local importance that qualify for listing by virtue of
only a few attributes

This Order places a duty on NIEA, on behalf of the Department of the Environment
(DoE), to compile lists of buildings of special architectural or historic interest. The
Order gives the Department powers to influence change to these structures through
Listed Building Consent.
Planning Policy
Planning Policy Statement 6: Planning Archaeology and the Built Heritage

3.9

In the context of the assessment, PPS 6 is the key planning policy for cultural
heritage. The assessment has been prepared with regard to national planning
policy, specifically Planning Policy Statement 6 (PPS 6): Planning, Archaeology and
Built Heritage. PPS 6 sets out government policy for the protection and
conservation of archaeological remains and features of the built heritage and
provides advice on the treatment of these issues in development plans.

3.10

One of the key issues of the policy is the requirement that development which
would adversely affect Scheduled Monuments, State Care Monuments and Listed
Buildings, or the integrity of their settings will not be permitted unless there are
exceptional circumstances.

3.11

The Planning Service is responsible for the implementation of the Planning Policy
Statement. They take advice on archaeological and historic buildings issues from
NIEA.
Local Area Plans

3.12

The Derry Area Plan 2011, Dungannon and South Tyrone Area Plan 2010, Omagh
Area Plan 1987-2001 and Strabane Area Plan 1986-2001 all include policies
addressing the conservation of cultural heritage assets.
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4
4.1

Method of Assessment
Three areas of concern have been considered during the assessment under the
topic of cultural heritage: archaeology, the built heritage and historic landscapes.
The three assessments have been undertaken in accordance with the guidance
provided in the DMRB, Volume 11, Section 3, Part 2, Cultural Heritage (HA 208/07).

4.2

The detailed assessment was undertaken to identify the significant cultural heritage
impacts likely to arise from construction of the preferred route, and to identify the
location, type and importance of archaeological remains, built heritage and historic
landscape constraints associated with that route and appropriate mitigation. The
following tasks were undertaken during the assessment;

4.3

•

Establishment of the baseline environment relative to archaeological
remains, built heritage and historic landscapes;

•

Evaluation of the value (sensitivity) of the known resources and areas of
potential identified during the baseline surveys;

•

Evaluation of the magnitude of impacts of identified resources;

•

Identification of mitigation in the form of further surveys, investigations and
recording to be undertaken in light of the identified impacts or the
introduction of design components such as planting to reduce impacts on
the settings of resources; and

•

Description of the predicted impacts and their effects.

The detailed assessment methodology and relevant legislative and planning
framework for each sub-topic is set out at the beginning of the Chapter 9 of the
Environmental Statement (Document Ref: 718736-3000-R-008 REV A). The
baseline environment for each sub-topic is then described, followed by an
assessment of the predicted impacts for each sub-topic, proposed mitigation for
archaeology and built heritage and finally a summary at the end of the chapter
describing the significant effects of the Scheme for each sub-topic.

4.4

Five appendices in the ES (Appendices 9A, 9B, 9C, 9D, 9E) provide further detail
on the legislative and planning framework, methods of assessment for each subtopic, a full inventory of all archaeological and built heritage sites, historic landscape

Rachel Morse, MA, MIfA
718736-0000-R-032

9

A5 Western Transport Corridor
Evidence in Chief - Cultural Heritage

unit data sheets and impact assessment tables that record each relevant receptor
(or site), its importance, impacts that would affect the receptor during construction
and operation, what mitigation is proposed, and the significance of any residual
effects, respectively.
4.5

The cultural heritage drawings (ES Volume 3) provide comprehensive mapping of
all the cultural heritage receptors described in the ES (Volume 1). Figures 9.1 to 9.3
identify the distribution of archaeological sites by period, Figures 9.4 to 9.10
illustrate the location of archaeological and built heritage assets in the left-hand
frame and the right hand frame illustrates those assets that will be directly affected
by the scheme. Figures 9.11 to 9.16 illustrate areas of archaeological potential
identified through desk-based studies. Figure 9.17 illustrates the overall distribution
of built heritage assets along the scheme. Figures 9.18 to 9.25 illustrate historic
landscape types.
Site Surveys

4.6

The following field surveys have been undertaken to support the assessment of
impacts of the Scheme:
•

Rapid reconnaissance surveys within an extensive preliminary study area
carried out between March 2008 and June 2008. These surveys were
undertaken to identify key recorded cultural heritage constraints.

•

A systematic walkover survey carried out between December 2008 and
March 2009 (archaeological remains and historic buildings). This was
undertaken within the Preferred Corridor during the assessment of a
number of alternative Route Options, to verify recorded sites identified
form desk based sources and to make a record of new/potential sites
identified in the field.

•

A detailed walkover survey of the Preferred Route Corridor was
completed between September 2009 and December 2009. This survey
was focused on the 600m corridor adopted for the scheme, to record the
current condition and setting of cultural heritage features and record any
additional evidence for archaeological remains and historic buildings.
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•

Monitoring of selected ground investigation boreholes and trial pits which
formed part of the geotechnical investigations for the Proposed Scheme.
The monitoring was undertaken by two fully qualified archaeologists
between September 2009 and April 2010. Borehole cores and open pits
were inspected and profiles reviewed to establish the presence of
archaeological indicators related to soil profiles.

4.7

The results of the above surveys to assess archaeology and built heritage were
incorporated into the baseline report in the Environmental Statement.
Evaluation of the Baseline Environment

4.8

In relation to archaeological and built heritage assets the description of the baseline
environment relate to specific known sites or features. In relation to historic
landscapes, the baseline environment is described in terms of historic landscape
types and historic landscape units. Historic landscape types are distinctive areas of
the landscape which contain a number of historic landscape units which are linked
together by a consistent overarching theme such as ‘woodland’ or ‘enclosed land’.
Historic landscape units are subdivisions within historic landscape types which take
account of variations such as morphology, location and time depth such as longestablished woodland and commercial forestry.

4.9

The determination of value for archaeological and built heritage assets identified in
the description of the baseline environment has been based on an analysis of the
extent to which individual sites and features, group of assets and landscape
patterns contribute to an understanding of the past. The evaluation has been
informed by reference to recognition as represented by the designation of assets at
an international, national, regional or local level and by Policies and Plans
addressing the value and conservation of cultural heritage assets.

4.10

The determination of

value for

the historic

landscape has

involved a

characterisation and analysis of modern Ordnance Survey Northern Ireland (OSNI)
mapping to establish landscape types and units. This has been followed by a
characterisation and analysis of the 1st and 4th edition OSNI mapping to establish
the presence of equivalent types and units. This has provided an understanding of
the time depth of the current landscape which has, in turn, informed the historic
landscape value.
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4.11

The evaluation has involved reference to the guidance provided in Annexes 5, 6
and 7 of HA 208/07 relating to factors to be considered when valuing cultural
heritage assets. The guidance recommends the adoption of six ratings for value in
relation to archaeology and built heritage: very high, high, medium, low, negligible
and unknown. The unknown category does not apply to historic landscapes.
Impacts on Known and Potential Resources

4.12

The evaluation of magnitude of impact on the known resource has been based on a
combination of factors including:
•

The percentage destruction of an asset or group of assets;

•

Analysis of the extent to which partial destruction affects the integrity and
understanding of an asset or group of assets;

•

The extent to which the proposed Scheme and its associated traffic
impinge upon factors that contribute to the setting of the assets –
including views, topography, vegetation, sound environment, approaches
and context, as experienced within the landscape or townscape; and

•

The extent to which the proposed Scheme and its associated changes to
traffic flows throughout the study area impinge upon the form and
understanding of the historic depths of the landscape.

4.13

The evaluation has involved reference to the guidance provided in Annexes 5, 6
and 7 of HA 208/07 relating to factors to be considered when evaluating the
magnitude of impact on cultural heritage assets. The guidance recommends the
adoption of five ratings of magnitude; major, moderate, minor, negligible and no
change.
Mitigation

4.14

The identification of specific measures for known resources has involved the
incorporation of detailed proposals such as planting or earthworks to avoid or
reduce impacts on the setting of known assets. Mitigation has also involved the
identification of further investigations and subsequent recording and dissemination
of information to ensure that knowledge of local, regional or national significance is
preserved.
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4.15

The identification of appropriate measures for sections of the proposed Scheme
corridor where there are areas of potential and where there are no known resources
or areas of potential, would involve the identification of a programme of nonintrusive and intrusive investigations in the form of a geophysical survey, trial
trenching, controlled localised stripping and watching briefs. Potential options for
further investigation would then be identified subject to the findings of the initial
programme.
Assessment of the Significance of Effects on Cultural Heritage Resources

4.16

The significance of the identified impacts and their effects post mitigation on known
sites has been established using the DMRB matrix which combines the ratings for
cultural heritage value and magnitude. The process is not quantitative but relies
upon professional judgement at each step. The factors considered in arriving at the
various rankings of value and magnitudes of impacts are observable facts (ie.
numbers of assets, spatial relationships, designations and impacts). The guidance
recommends the adoption of five ratings of significance; very large, large,
moderate, slight or neutral.
Consultation

4.17

The views of the appropriate statutory consultee, the Northern Ireland Environment
Agency: Built Heritage Directorate (NIEA) have been sought throughout the
assessment and comments have been taken into consideration during the
assessment process.
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5
5.1

Predicted Impacts
The predicted impacts specific to each of the identified archaeological and built
heritage resources assessed is scheduled in Appendix 9E of the ES.
Archaeological Resources

5.2

The assessment concluded that, allowing for mitigation, the proposed Scheme
would have an impact on forty three of the identified sites and features within or in
the vicinity of the proposed Scheme corridor.

5.3

The principal impacts on the known sites and features relate to five locations along
the proposed Scheme where there would be impacts on sites and features of
regional importance. These comprise Strabane Canal, Harry Avery’s Castle,
Beltany Tombs, Errigal Keerogue Church and Graveyard and Lisdoart Rath. All of
the sites are protected under the Historic Monuments and Archaeological Objects
(NI) Order 1995.
Direct Impact - Strabane Canal

5.4

Strabane Canal a Scheduled Monument was constructed between 1791 and 1796
and extended for some four miles between the River Foyle at Leck and Strabane.
The decline in use of the canal led to its poor state of repair by the turn of the 20th
century. The section from the basin at Strabane to the site of the former swing
bridge in the townland of Desert was officially closed in 1962.

5.5

Construction of the proposed scheme would involve the extension of encroachment
where the existing A5 crosses the course of the canal, resulting in a significant
direct moderate adverse impact on this monument of high value.
Direct Impact - Lisdoart Rath

5.6

Lisdoart rath is a platform rath which is well preserved, although it has been
disturbed by animal activity and has extensive views across the landscape. Raths
are the most widespread and characteristic archaeological field monuments in the
Irish countryside and a total of twenty-six raths have been identified within the
proposed Scheme corridor during the assessment. Raths consist of a circular or
roughly circular area enclosed by an earthen bank formed of material thrown up
from a concentric fosse (or ditch) on its outside. Archaeological excavations have
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shown that the majority of the raths were enclosed farmsteads, which acted as a
defence against natural predators and against cattle raids between local
communities.
5.7

The proposed Scheme will cut across the south-west edge of the scheduled zone,
directly impacting the monument, including surrounding ditches which aren’t
currently visible. In my opinion there would be a moderate impact on Lisdoart rath
due to the partial loss of the scheduled monument and the impacts on context,
views to and from and on the sound environment, all of which contribute to the
setting of the monument.
Impact on setting - Harry Avery’s Castle

5.8

Harry Avery’s Castle is located on high ground to the west of Newtownstewart and
is a State Care Monument of high value. The castle was built in the 14th century
and is one of the few Gaelic-built stone castles in Ireland. The castle is built on an
artificially scarped mound which forms an elevated bailey surrounded by a curtain
wall. A pair of massive D shaped towers project out from the southern face of the
knoll. The surrounding views and commanding position of the castle within the
landscape form the functional setting of the monument.

5.9

The Proposed Scheme will run in cutting approximately 120m to the south of the
site, through the functional setting of the monument and will introduce a prominent
new element into the monuments landscape, including impacts on the views,
topography, sound environment, approaches and context of the monument, all of
which are factors which contribute to the setting and amenity value of the
monument. In my opinion there will be a large impact on the setting of this State
Care Monument by virtue of the proximity of the proposed Scheme and its
associated traffic.
Impact on setting -Beltany tombs

5.10

Two scheduled megalithic monuments, a court tomb and a wedge tomb are located
in close proximity to each other in the vicinity of Lower Beltany, on the lower slopes
of Bessy Bell, overlooking the Strule Valley south of Newtonstewart. These
monuments are Scheduled Monuments and form some of the few surviving features
of Neolithic settlement in Ireland. The wedge tomb, comprising a single chamber
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tomb and a court tomb comprising three chambers are located in close proximity to
each other.
5.11

The setting of both of these sites is adversely affected by the current A5 road which
passes immediately to the east of the monuments. However, the proposed scheme
would run 15m and 70m to the west of the two scheduled monuments, further
compromising their settings and there would be an attenuation pond and private
access track to the east of the wedge tomb also affecting the setting of the
monuments. In my opinion, there would be a moderate impact on the setting of
these monuments by virtue of the proximity of the proposed Scheme and its
associated traffic.
Impact on setting - Errigal Keerogue Church and Graveyard

5.12

The ancient ecclesiastical site of Errigal Keerogue is situated on a prominent hill on
the northern edge of the Clogher valley providing extensive views across the valley,
which forms the functional setting of the high value State Care Monument. The
present site dates from the later medieval period, but has much earlier origins as a
monastic site and subsequent early Christian church and graveyard and by
comparison with other early Christian church sites, it is inferred that this earlier
church would have taken the form of a much larger oval or circular enclosure
(possibly two), with outside ditches which would extend well beyond the current
graveyard wall, below ground.

5.13

The Proposed Scheme would result in the road running approximately 65m from the
south west boundary of the current graveyard, carving out a corridor of the
monuments functional setting and impacting on any below ground remains
associated with the earlier monastic site. In my opinion, due to the proximity of the
proposed Scheme and its associated traffic, there would be a large impact on the
views to and from the monument, the sound environment, the approaches to and
the context of the monument, all of which contribute to the setting of the monument
and its value and understanding.
Objections

5.14

Two of these sites in particular have been the subject of a number of objections and
representations. They relate to the proximity of the proposed dual carriageway to
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Harry Avery’s Castle, west of Newtownstewart and to Errigal Keerogue Church and
Graveyard.
PPS 6 Exceptional Circumstances Test
5.15

As referred to earlier in my evidence, Policy BH1 of Planning Policy Statement 6
(PPS6) – Planning, Archaeology and the Built Heritage requires that development
which would adversely affect such sites, or the integrity of their settings will not be
permitted unless there are exceptional circumstances. In the above cases,
exceptional circumstance are founded on the combination of factors relating to the
choice of the preferred route as explained in Peter Edwards’ evidence such as other
environmental, engineering, economic and traffic constraints. In my opinion, the
exceptional circumstances relating to all the above sites have been adequately
demonstrated and the proposed Scheme is therefore not in conflict with Policy BH 1
of PPS 6.
Built Heritage

5.16

The assessment has demonstrated that allowing for mitigation the proposed
Scheme would have an impact on twenty three of the identified sites and features
within or in the vicinity of the proposed Scheme corridor.

5.17

Unlike the archaeological assessment, the subject matter for this assessment has
related solely to known resources either as individual buildings and structures or in
the context of a Conservation Area. The assessment has established that there
would not be any impacts on Conservation Areas associated with the road corridor.

5.18

The assessment has however indicated that the proposed Scheme would require
the demolition of one listed building, Castletown House, located on the western
fringe of Strabane, close to the eastern bank of the River Finn. Castletown House
is a Grade B1 listed building, protected under Article 42 of the Planning (NI) Order
1991.

5.19

There are two buildings shown on the 1st edition OS map of c. 1830. One of the two
buildings does not appear on the 4th edition OS mapping of the 1930s and was
probably demolished to make way for the construction of the County Donegal
Railway line in the 1860’s which ran immediately in front of the house. Although it is
not known what the house looked like originally, the house as it appears today
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seems to have been largely remodelled. The list description for the house, however,
states that there are still interior elements from the 18th century.
5.20

In my opinion, there would be a large impact on Castletown House by virtue of the
demolition of the building.
PPS 6 Exceptional Circumstances Test

5.21

Policy BH10 of PPS6 states that there will be a presumption in favour of retaining
listed buildings and that ‘The Department’ will not permit the demolition of a listed
building unless there are ‘exceptional reasons’ why the building cannot be retained.
As I have already indicated in relation to regionally important archaeological sites
and features, exceptional circumstance is founded on the combination of factors
relating to the choice of the preferred route as explained in Peter Edwards’
evidence such as other environmental, engineering, economic and traffic
constraints. In my opinion, the exceptional circumstances relating to all the above
sites have been adequately demonstrated in the case of Castletown House and the
proposed Scheme is therefore not in conflict with Policy BH 10 of PPS 6.
Historic Landscape

5.22

The assessment demonstrated that there would be no significant impact on the
historic landscape. The assessment did demonstrate that there would be a slight
impact on Historic Landscape Types of Enclosed Land and Settlement.

5.23

The Historic Landscape Type most affected by the proposed Scheme would be
Enclosed Land. The introduction of the proposed Scheme within this extensive
historic landscape type would serve to fragment field patterns but would not
significantly affect the legibility of the historic form over such an extensive area.

5.24

In relation to Settlement, the proposed Scheme primarily impacts upon dispersed
settlement. In common with its relationship to enclosed land, it would sever
established patterns but not significantly affect the legibility of the historic form. The
proposed Scheme is located on the fringe of New Buildings and Strabane,
examples of nucleated settlement. In neither instance would the scheme affect the
historic form or legibility of either settlement.
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6
6.1

Mitigation
In common with accepted procedures for evaluating this combination of known and
unknown resources, a strategy for a variety of investigations, some of which have
been completed prior to publication of the ES, some of which are currently being
progressed and some of which would be dependant on approval, has been
developed. The strategy has been discussed with NIEA as the statutory advisor to
the Executive, and modified in light of useful comment received from the agency.
Explanation of how it is intended future studies and investigations should be
implemented in accordance with the strategy are provided below.

6.2

The assessment of potential impacts on sites and features of archaeological value
has involved a combination of desk-based studies, consultations and site surveys
focused on establishing the location of known sites and features of archaeological
value and identifying areas of archaeological potential as described earlier in my
evidence. The latter comprise areas where the research and known evidence
indicates a potential that buried, and hence unrecorded sites and features, could be
present and could be encountered should the Proposed Scheme be approved and
progress to construction.
Archaeology and Built Heritage
Mitigation of direct impacts on known sites

6.3

Where the presence of an asset has already been established and there is visible
evidence, mitigation would generally involve the mapping and recording of a
combination of trial excavation/full excavation or localised site strip within the
proposed landtake for the scheme. The objective would be to ensure that detailed
information relating to the asset is documented and preserved.

6.4

In the case of Castletown House, the proposed demolition would be the subject of
an application for listed building consent, which would detail the proposal to make a
permanent record of building through measured surveys and annotated plans,
written descriptions and digital photographs, prior to demolition. There would also
be a targeted watching brief during demolition of the building and detailed
excavation of any below ground remains post-demolition. Notwithstanding this
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proposed mitigation, in my opinion, there will remain a large adverse impact on
Castletown House.
6.5

In the case of Strabane Canal, an application for Scheduled Monument Consent
would be made, which would detail the proposal to undertake a detailed excavation
of the affected section of the monument and subsequent publication of the results of
the work. Notwithstanding this mitigation, in my opinion is that there will remain a
moderate impact on the Canal.

6.6

In the case of Lisdoart Rath, an application for Scheduled Monument Consent
would be made, which would detail the proposal to undertake a detailed excavation
of the affected section of the monument and subsequent publication of the results of
the work. Notwithstanding this mitigation, in my opinion there will remain a
moderate impact on Lisdoart Rath.

6.7

In the case of the megalithic monuments at Lower Beltany in the Strule valley, the
planting to integrate the Proposed Scheme into the landscape would reduce the
effect on the setting of the monuments. Notwithstanding this, in my opinion there
would remain a moderate adverse effect on the setting of the monuments.
Mitigation of impact on setting of monuments and buildings

6.8

Where the impacts on known sites and features relate solely to the setting of the
asset, mitigation has been proposed in the form of screen planting within the
landtake for the Proposed Scheme to reduce the order of potential impact.

6.9

In the case of Harry Avery’s Castle, the design of the road in cutting and associated
planting to integrate the Proposed Scheme into the landscape will reduce the
impact on the landscape setting of the State Care Monument. Notwithstanding this
mitigation, my opinion is that there will remain a large impact on Harry Avery’s
Castle.

6.10

In the case of Errigal Keerogue Church and Graveyard, the scheme has been
designed to be as low as possible in the landscape to reduce the impacts on the
setting of the State Care Monument. No planting is proposed to screen the
monument as this would, once established, interrupt the views across the Clogher
Valley, which form an important aspect of the setting of the monument.
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Notwithstanding this mitigation by design, in my opinion, there will still remain a
large impact on the setting of the monument.
Mitigation of potential and unknown archaeological resources
6.11

A staged approach would be adopted for mitigation related to areas of
archaeological potential and the remainder of the Scheme where unknown
resources could be encountered. This would typically involve one or more of the
following forms of investigation and recording: geophysical surveys, topographic
recording, trial trenching, partial or full excavation, topsoil strip, map and record,
monitoring of geotechnical boreholes and trial pits and targeted watching briefs.

6.12

The construction of site compounds would also require appropriate mitigation
depending on construction methods. This could include trial trenching of the
proposed site including partial or full excavation of remains or targeted watching
briefs.

6.13

Prior to construction, a preliminary geophysical survey would be undertaken within
the thirty four areas of archaeological potential identified during the assessment.
Depending on the results of the first phase, a second phase may be undertaken
outside the areas of potential. These areas of identified potential include
geophysical survey at Errigal Keerogue Church and Graveyard to determine the
extent of any below ground remains associated with monument.

6.14

Where

the

geophysical

survey

indicates

archaeological

potential,

further

investigations would be undertaken prior to construction in specific parts of the
proposed Scheme. The form of these would be dependant on the nature of the
findings from the geophysical surveys. These could range from selective trial
trenching to partial of full excavation or full site strip.
6.15

Topographic surveys of earthworks related sites which would be subject to direct
impact would be undertaken prior to construction in specific parts of the Proposed
Scheme.

6.16

A further series of investigations would be undertaken in the form of selective trial
trenching prior to construction in specific parts of the Proposed Scheme corridor
outside of areas that have been subject to geophysical survey and if indicated by
the results of the geophysical surveys within those previously surveyed areas. Any
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subsequent investigations in these areas would then be determined by the findings
of the trial trenching.
6.17

Where the results of the trial trenching indicate potentially significant interest this
may involve further trenching, full or partial excavation or localised site stripping.
Should the interest not appear potentially significant the approach would be to
adopt a targeted watching brief as construction is progressed.

6.18

Should unknown cultural heritage assets be encountered during construction, there
would be a requirement for the contractor to notify Roads Service and agree
appropriate mitigation.

6.19

The results of the archaeological and built heritage investigations would be
disseminated by means of a project publication either printed or web-based.
Historic Landscapes

6.20

As the assessment identified no significant impacts on historic landscapes, specific
mitigation has not been proposed. The introduction of hedgerows along substantial
lengths of the Proposed Scheme boundary would, however, serve to reduce the
fragmentation of enclosures which would initially result from the alignment of the
road through the countryside.
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7
7.1

Conclusions
The assessment demonstrated that in relation to archaeological assets the
Proposed Scheme would have a large impact on two State Care Monuments, Harry
Avery’s Castle and Errigal Kerrogue Church and Graveyard. The impact would be
on the setting of both; the setting is, however, an important part of the value and
understanding of both. It would also have a moderate impact on six Scheduled
Monuments; the impact would be direct in two instances, Strabane Canal and
Lisdoart Rath and on the setting of the assets in four instances.

7.2

In relation to built heritage the Proposed Scheme would involve one large impact by
virtue of the need to demolish Castletown House.

7.3

I believe that the approach and documentation of the assessment for archaeology,
built heritage and historic landscape has been comprehensive, in line with
published guidance and has been undertaken in consultation with the project’s
Consultee for cultural heritage (NIEA).

7.4

The baseline studies have been comprehensive and are the combined effort of
three years’ research by a team of heritage professionals into the potential impacts
on cultural heritage by the Scheme. Preparation of the ES has followed DMRB
advice on cultural heritage assessment (DMRB Vol. 11 2007) and is adequate to
determine the overall effect of the Scheme on cultural heritage in accordance with
relevant legislation, policies and plans.

7.5

It is therefore in my view, a robust, up to date and sound assessment.
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