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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Project Background 

1.1.1 Avalon Planning and Heritage Limited has been commissioned by Mayday Saxonvale to produce an Archaeological Desk 

Based Assessment covering a proposed scheme for a development at Saxonvale, Frome, Somerset. It has been prepared as 

part of a planning application. 

1.1.2 This report includes a description of the baseline conditions, from an examination of readily available sources on the history 

and archaeology of the site, identifying any known and potential archaeological receptors subject to potential impact. It 

proposes a suitable mitigation strategy, where deemed appropriate. 

1.1.3 The history and development of the 19th century factory buildings on the site have been extensively discussed in a heritage 

statement prepared by Catherine Woolfitt Associates Ltd (Woolfitt 2021). Their condition and significance are not discussed as 

part of this report which focuses on the potential for below ground archaeological remains.   

1.2 Site Location and Description 

1.2.1 The Site (Figure 1) is located on the eastern edge of the historic town of Frome and surrounded by residential development 

centred on NGR: 377904 147948. The northern edge is bounded by the River Frome and to the south are by plots occupied by 

St Johns House; properties on Vicarage Street; and a Lidl supermarket. The western boundary is formed by Saxonvale and to 

the east is Garsdale and a modern residential estate. 

1.2.2 The site is partially occupied by an industrial complex comprising a Grade II Listed early 19th century cloth factory converted 

and extended in the 20th century to an engineering factory.  

1.2.3 The site lies partially within the Frome Conservation Area and the Frome Area of High Archaeological Potential. 
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1.3 Geology 

1.3.1 The underlying solid geology of the Site comprises Forest Marble Formation across the southern half and Frome Clay Formation 

across the northern half. Both are sedimentary bedrock formed of mudstone approximately 166 to 168 million years ago in the 

Jurassic Period. Superficial deposits of alluvium arer recorded across in the northern half of the Site, formed of clay, silt and 

gravel laid down up to 2 million years ago in the Quaternary Period (BGS). 
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2. AIMS AND METHODOLOGY 

2.1 Aims 

2.1.1 Early assessment of the implications of proposed development on the heritage resource is key to informing reasonable 

planning decisions. Indeed, NPPF 194 requires local planning authorities to request descriptions on the significance of any 

heritage assets affected by a proposal, including any contribution made by their setting. This states that:  

‘The level of detail should be proportionate to the assets’ importance and no more than is sufficient to 

understand the potential impact of the proposal on their significance’. 

2.1.2 This Desk Based Assessment has the following key aims: 

o To provide sufficient evidence on the archaeology of the site and any potential impacts on such a resource, to 

inform the Local Planning Authority’s decision-making process in relation to the current planning application; and 

o To develop appropriate recommendations / mitigation responses, where necessary, to assist the work of the planning 

team. 

2.2 Methodology 

Study Area 

The information presented in this report is based on data obtained for a study area of a radius of 250m from the centre of the 

proposed development site. This search area has been agreed in consultation with the Somerset Council Historic Environment 

Record.  

Consultation 

Alex Farnell (Avalon Planning & Heritage) contacted Steve Membury (Somerset County Council) on the 27th August 2021 to 

requested early consultation regarding the preparation of this report. In particular, Mr Farnell requested further information 
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regarding recent archaeological watching brief works recorded on the Somerset HER (HER record 45022). Mr Membury was 

unable to provide any further information regarding the nature of this work.  

Standards and Guidance Used 

2.2.1 The assessment has been carried out in line with the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for Historic 

Environment Desk Based Assessment (January 2017). 

The assessment methodology is in accordance with Historic England’s Conservation Principles (2008), the Good Practice 

Advice in Planning Note 3: The Setting of Heritage Assets (2017) and Historic England Advice Note 12: Statements of Heritage 

Significance.  

Selection and Assessment of Sources 

2.2.2 In line with para 3.3.6 and Annex 1 of the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for Historic 

Environment Desk Based Assessment, this report considers appropriate sources of information and a rationale behind their use. 

These have been detailed in Table 1. 

Table 1: Examination of Appropriate Sources 

SOURCE TYPE OF EVIDENCE CONSULTED COMMENT 

Somerset Historic 

Environment Record 

The primary source of information concerning the current state of 

archaeological and architectural knowledge in this area. Contains 

published and unpublished archaeological and historical sources, 

including any previous investigations undertaken within the study 

area. 

02/09/2021 
Commercial dataset ordered for a 250m search 

area 

Consult Somerset 

County Council  

Planning 

Archaeologist  

Early discussion with the Local Planning Authority Planning 

Archaeologist and / or Conservation Officer is key to understanding 

the significance of an area and creating a tailored approach most 

appropriate to assessment of a site. 

27/08/2021 

Steve Membury, Somerset County Council 

Historic Environment Officer was contacted for 

comment 
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SOURCE TYPE OF EVIDENCE CONSULTED COMMENT 

Site Walkover 

This task allows for development of a greater understanding of any 

known or anticipated archaeological issues of the site, including 

information on areas of past truncation within the site boundary. 

N/A 
Access to the site was not available during 

preparation of this report 

National Heritage 

List for England 

Information on statutory and non-statutory designated sites, including 

Listed Buildings and Scheduled Monuments. 
01/09/2021  

Longleat Archives 
Readily accessible information on the site’s history from readily 

available historic documentary sources, maps and photographs. 
27/08/2021 

The archives were accessed using a search 

service.  

Archaeology Data 

Service 

The ADS is a digital repository for heritage records that supports the 

long-term digital preservation of such data to support future research, 

learning and teaching. 

26/08/2021  

Heritage Gateway 

An extensive database allowing for cross-search of over 60 resources 

on England's local and national historic sites, buildings and 

archaeology, including images of listed buildings. 

25/08/2021  

MAGIC 

The MAGIC website provides authoritative geographic information 

about the natural environment from across government, including 

from Historic England. The information in an interactive map format 

covers rural, urban, coastal and marine environments. 

25/08/2021  

Lidar Imagery  03/09/2021 
Lidar shows largely modern features and 

topography  

NMR Aerial 

Photographic Library 

This database, held at Historic England’s archive in Swindon, contains 

over 4 million aerial photographs covering the whole of England and 

dating from the early 20th century to the present day. This unique 

collection, captures the changes in our urban and rural landscape 

over a period of almost 100 years. 

27/09/2021 

Britain From Above produced aerial images of 

the site in the mid-20th century. They show little of 

archaeological interest 
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SOURCE TYPE OF EVIDENCE CONSULTED COMMENT 

South West 

Archaeological  

Research 

Framework  

Regional Research Frameworks have been developed in each region 

as part of the Regional Research Frameworks initiative promoted by 

English Heritage in collaboration with local authorities, in order to 

provide an effective yet flexible structure for decision making 

regarding future archaeological research. 

02/09/2021  

Geotechnical 

Information 

information principally from British Geological Survey includes 

information on the below ground geology of the site to better 

understand the potential for past activity. 

01/09/2021  

Local 

Archaeological & 

Historic Societies 

Using the British Association for Local History 

(https://www.balh.org.uk/) list of local societies, checks were made 

with relevant organisations where there was a specific and obvious 

benefit to consulting local expertise on the archaeology / history of 

the proposed development site.  

NA Not consulted on this occasion  

Local Authority 

Planning 

Application Records 

these records can provide information regarding past development 

on the site. 
27/08/2021  

2.2.3 For reporting purposes, any relevant archaeological information gathered from the above sources has been allocated a 

unique reporting number, which can be viewed in the Cultural Heritage Features Gazetteer (Appendix 1) and on Figure 2. 

2.3 Limitations  

2.3.1 This report has been prepared under instruction and solely for the use of Mayday Saxonvale, and any associated parties they 

elect to share this information with. 

2.3.2 Measurements and distances in this report are approximations only and should not be used for detailed design purposes.   

2.3.3 All work undertaken is based upon the professional knowledge of Avalon Planning & Heritage and relevant standards, 

technology and legislation at the time of writing. Changes in these areas may occur in the future, causing changes to the 

https://www.balh.org.uk/
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conclusions, recommendations or advice given. Avalon Planning & Heritage is not responsible for advising any parties on the 

implications of such changes. 

2.3.4 This report utilises information obtained from third party sources. Avalon Planning & Heritage takes no responsibility for the 

accuracy of such information.  

2.3.5 Where recommendations are provided these need to be approved by the Local Planning Authority and do not themselves 

comprise mitigation of impacts. 

2.3.6 At the time of writing the applicant has no right of access to the site. This report is therefore reliant on desk-based sources. 
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3. STATUTORY AND PLANNING POLICY CONSIDERATIONS 

3.1 Legislation 

3.1.1 Current legislation, in the form of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979, provides for the legal 

protection of important and well-preserved archaeological sites and monuments through their addition to a list, or 'schedule' 

of archaeological monuments by the Secretary of State for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport. This necessitates the granting of 

formal Scheduled Monument Consent for any work undertaken within the designated area of a Scheduled Monument. 

3.1.2 Likewise, structures are afforded legal protection in the form of their addition to ‘lists’ of buildings of special architectural or 

historical interest. The listing of buildings is carried out by the Department of Digital, Culture, Media and Sport under the 

Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act, 1990. The main purpose of the legislation is to protect buildings and 

their surroundings from changes that would materially alter the special historic or architectural value of the building or its 

setting. This necessitates the granting of formal Listed Building Consent for all works undertaken to or within the designated 

curtilage of a Listed Building. This legislation also allows for the creation and protection of Conservation Areas by local 

planning authorities to protect areas and groupings of historical significance. 

3.1.3 The categories of assets with some form of legal protection have been extended in recent years, and now include Registered 

Parks and Gardens, and Historic Battlefields. While designation as a UNESCO World Heritage Site is not a statutory designation 

under English planning law, such a designation is regarded as a material consideration in planning decisions, and World 

Heritage Sites are in practice protected from development that could affect any aspect of their significance including settings 

within the Site and a buffer zone around it. 

3.2 National Planning Policy 

3.2.1 The NPPF sets out government policy on the historic environment, which covers all elements, whether designated or not, that 

are identified as ‘having a degree of significance meriting consideration in planning decisions, because of its heritage 

interest’. 
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3.2.2 The level of detail required in the assessment should be “proportionate to the assets’ importance and no more than is 

sufficient to understand the potential impact of the proposal on their significance”. It goes on to say that “where a site on 

which development is proposed includes or has the potential to include heritage assets with archaeological interest, local 

planning authorities should require developers to submit an appropriate desk-based assessment and, where necessary, a field 

evaluation” (NPPF 194). 

3.2.3 A key policy within the NPPF is that “when considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance of a 

designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s conservation. The more important the asset, the 

greater the weight should be” (NPPF 199). 

3.2.4 Paragraph 200 states that ‘Any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a designated heritage asset (from its alteration or 

destruction, or from development within its setting), should require clear and convincing justification. Substantial harm to or loss 

of a significantly designated heritage asset should be exceptional, while substantial harm to or loss of designated heritage 

assets of the highest significance, should be wholly exceptional’.  

3.2.5 Paragraph 201 explains that ‘where a proposed development will lead to substantial harm to or total loss of significance of a 

designated heritage asset, local planning authorities should refuse consent, unless it can be demonstrated that the substantial 

harm or loss is necessary to achieve substantial public benefits that outweigh that harm or loss.  

3.2.6 In paragraph 202 it states that where a proposal involves less than substantial harm to the significance of a designated 

heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal, including securing its optimum viable 

use.  

3.2.7 Paragraph 203 In weighing applications that affect directly or indirectly non designated heritage assets, a balanced 

judgement will be required having regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the significance of the heritage asset.  

3.3 Local Planning Policy 

3.3.1 Relevant Local policy is contained in the Mendip District Council Local Plan (Adopted 2014) 
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Policy DP3: Heritage Conservation 

Proposals and initiatives will be supported which preserve and, where appropriate, enhance the significance and setting of 

the district’s Heritage Assets, whether statutorily or locally identified, especially those elements which contribute to the distinct 

identity of Mendip. 

Proposals affecting a Heritage Asset in Mendip will be required to: 

• Demonstrate an understanding of the significance of the Heritage Asset and/or its setting by describing it in sufficient 

detail to determine its historic, archaeological, architectural or artistic interest to a level proportionate with its importance. 

• Justify any harm to a Heritage Asset and demonstrate the overriding public benefits which would outweigh the damage 

to that Asset or its setting.  The greater the harm to the significance of the Heritage Asset, the greater justification and 

public benefit that will be required before the application could gain support. 

o Opportunities to mitigate or adapt to climate change and secure sustainable development through the re-use or 

adaptation of Heritage Assets to minimise the consumption of building materials and energy and the generation of 

construction waste should be identified.  However, mitigation and adaptation will only be considered where there is 

no harm to the significance of a Heritage Asset. 

o Proposals for enabling development necessary to secure the future of a Heritage Asset which would otherwise be 

contrary to the policies of this plan or national policy will be carefully assessed against the policy statement produced 

by English Heritage – Enabling Development and the Conservation of Significant Places. 
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4. CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCE BASELINE 

4.1 Landscape & Topography 

4.1.1 The broad topographic situation of the site and study area is that of a moderately raised promontory overlooking the shallow 

valley of the River Frome and broadly level land to the north and east. 

4.1.2 On the basis of cartographic evidence, bore hole data and existing modern topography, the application site can be sub-

divided into two distinct landscape units, very broadly comprising the northern two thirds and southern third of the site split 

along an east – west axis. 

4.1.3 The larger, northern part of the site lies within broadly level floodplain of the River Frome at c. 70m above Ordnance Datum 

(aOD). The river now bounds the site to the north, however, until the late 20th century, a creek parted the main river channel at 

the northwest corner of the application site and crossed the flood plain in a wide meandering swag. This channel was infilled 

in the 1960s.  

4.1.4 Bore hole logs undertaken across the southern portion of the site as part of a previous planning application (Ruddlesden 

Geotechnical 2017b), have demonstrated the southern extent of this floodplain and the associated underlying alluvial 

deposits. The bore holes recorded various depths of made ground from 0.2m to 2.7m in depth reflecting the infilling of the 

channel and levelling or raising of ground levels associated with modern development of the industrial factory site.  

4.1.5 The southern third of the site lies on rising ground at the base of a north facing slope of the Frome River valley. Borehole data 

recorded no alluvial or floodplain deposits from this part of the site (Ruddlesden Geotechnical 2017a & b).  

4.1.6 The borehole survey results are available to view on Mendip District Council’s website under planning application reference 

2019/1180/OTS. 

4.2 Previous Work in the Study Area 

4.2.1 The Somerset HER records that in 2021 an archaeological watching brief was undertaken within the application site boundary 

(Somerset HER record 45022) (Figure 1). Chris Webster (Somerset HER Officer) and Steven Membery (Somerset Senior Historic 
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Environment Officer) were both contacted for further information regarding this work. However, at the time of writing no report 

on the work had been submitted and they had no further information on the results (Steven Membery Pers Comm). 

4.2.2 The majority of previous archaeological work within the study area has focused on the historic core of Frome, recognised in 

the Mendip District Council Local Plan as an Area of High Archaeological Potential (Policy DP3).  Results of this work have 

recorded medieval and post medieval remains related to the historic development of Frome. These works comprised, 3 

standing building surveys and 9 sites where one or more episodes of intrusive work have taken place, including evaluations 

and monitoring under watching brief conditions. 

4.2.3 Relevant results from these episodes of previous work include the recovery of medieval pottery sherds from, St Johns Church 

and churchyard (3) (located c. 15m to the west of the site), Bath Street (7) and Rook Lane Chapel (8) (both lying c. 150m to 

the west of the application site) and Garston Lodge (6) (located on Vicarage Street c.45m to the south-east of the application 

site).    

4.2.4 Evidence of 19th century industrial development within the town was recorded at Justice Lane (located 160m to the northwest 

of the site), Palmer Street YMCA (located 150m to the west of the site) and remains of a former ironworks at Rook Lane carpark 

(Located 195m to the west of the site) (Somerset HER- not shown of Figure 2). 

4.2.5 In addition, works at Garsdon Lodge, located on Vicarage Street c.45m to the south-east of the application site, produced a 

sherd of prehistoric pottery (1) (Somerset HER). 

4.3 Archaeology and History Background 

The Prehistoric Period (c. 500,0000BC – AD 43 

4.3.1 There is little evidence for the prehistoric period from within the study area, however its topographic characteristics would 

potentially have been attractive to prehistoric communities. The application site occupies the margins of a river flood plain at 

the edge of a natural raised promontory (now occupied by the town of Frome), which would have provided a dynamic 

environment with resources and opportunities to exploit.  A sherd of prehistoric pottery (1) has been recovered from within 

45m of the site. 
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The Roman Period (c. AD 43 – AD 410) 

4.3.2 The Roman period is once again sparce in evidence from within the study area, and Frome itself has no known Roman origins. 

However, the Route of a Roman road passes to the East of Frome extending from Bath, and some level of activity in the area 

in the late Roman period has been highlighted by the discovery of the Frome hoard, in fields to the east of the town.  

The Medieval Period (AD 410 – AD 1536) 

4.3.3 The advantageous topography remained of interest into the Post Roman period and the first documentary records of a 

settlement at Frome relate to the foundation of the monastery of St John by Aldhelm in the 7th century. The location of the 

monastery is not certain and though recorded on the Somerset HER as possibly located on Christchurch Street c.84m to the 

south of the Site (2), Clare Gathercole asserts that it is likely to have been sited on the site of St Johns Church and Churchyard 

(3) located to the immediate west of the Site (Gathercole 2003). Indeed, Somerset HER records for the church cite it as a late 

7th century foundation by St Aldhelm.  

4.3.4 Though most of the church dates to a 19th century refurbishment, the tower is largely 12th-15th century and incorporates 

possible Saxon cross shaft and two Saxon carved stones. The church is located very close to the west boundary of the 

application site. Archaeological works within the church yard have not recorded any evidence of Saxon period deposits, 

however, medieval pottery has been recovered.   

4.3.5 The settlement of Frome established around the monastery in the later 7th century and prospered throughout the Medieval 

period based on its cloth trade. Evidence of the Saxon settlement is scant, and the early development of the town is not well 

understood (Gathercole 2003). The Medieval settlement extents (5) have been postulated largely on the basis of cartographic 

evidence and are the basis of the Frome Area of High Archaeological Potential (Figure 1). This area extends partially into the 

south-west corner of the application site and covers the site access from Christchurch Street.  Sherds of medieval pottery have 

been recovered during archaeological works around Bath Street to the west of the site (7, 8). 

The Post Medieval Period (AD 1537 – AD 1800) 
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4.3.6 Within the application site the earliest known development is of this period. Located in the southwest corner of the site, the 

Merchants’ Barton is thought to originate in the 17th century. The area of the Merchants Barton lies within the Frome Area of 

High Archaeological Potential, considered to be part of the historic core of the town. It comprises a narrow street with stone 

buildings to either side. A merchant’s house (12), dated by an inscription to 1650 is known to have stood at its western end on 

the corner of what is now Saxonvale (road). However, it was demolished in the 1970s when Saxonvale (road) was introduced 

and the surviving buildings lining the Merchants’ Barton are mostly of 19th century origin (Goodall 2013, in Woolfitt 2020).  These 

19th century buildings include the Grade II Listed Warehouse and cloth factory known as the Silk Mill.  

4.3.7 A row of buildings is depicted to the north of Merchants Barton on a plan of Frome dated 1774 (Not reproduced). 

4.3.8 The post medieval period saw continued success of the wool and cloth industry and the town prospered and expanded 

through the 17th and 18th centuries. Of particular note from this period is the town mill (9) of mid-18th century date, positioned 

on the north side of the River From to the immediate north of the application site boundary (Somerset HER). This mill is depicted 

on an 1813 map of Frome (Frome Town Plan by Jeremiah Cruse – not reproduced) It would have lain close to the north 

boundary of the application site. 

4.3.9 In addition are two surviving early 18th century dye works and drying houses located at Justice Lane (10) and Willow Vale (11) 

c. 50m to the north of the site, which is a scheduled monument (National Heritage List for England accessed 2021). 

The Modern Period (AD 1801 – present) 

4.3.10 An 1813 survey of the Parish of Frome by Jeremiah Cruse (available at the Longleat Archives – not reproduced) shows the 

Merchants Barton in some detail.  It depicts a terrace of attached buildings extending on either side of the lane. On the north 

side the building row continues unbroken onto Church Street.  The majority of the site is shown as undeveloped fields crossed 

by a meandering watercourse. 

4.3.11 The Tithe map of 1841 (not reproduced - available to view online at Know Your Place) depicts the addition of the cloth factory 

and warehouse, now the Grade II Listed Silk Mill (14). This map lacks detail in relation to buildings of domestic scale on 

Vicarage Street and Church Street including those on Merchants Barton. It seems very likely that this is an idiosyncrasy of this 

map, as these buildings are once again present on the OS First Edition.  
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4.3.12 The 25 Inch OS first Edition map of 1888 / 1889 (available onlice from the National Library of Scotland – not reproduced) shows 

how, by the late 19th century, the factory and warehouse had been extended to the north and east.  

4.3.13 The land to the north of the Merchants Barton (now laying to the east of Saxonvale) remained undeveloped fields until the 

later 20th century when significant changes were made to the site including infilling of the brook and the addition of several 

large industrial buildings and carparking. 

4.4 Current condition of the Site 

4.4.1 It was not possible to gain access to the site during the preparation of this report. However, a recent Desk Based Assessment 

prepared by Cotswolds Archaeology did benefit from access to the site and its findings are available to consult via Mendip 

District Council’s website under planning application reference 2019/1180/OTS.  

4.4.2 This report contains limited detailed information regarding the existing topography however it does appear to indicate that 

there are varying depths of made ground across the site, which concurs with the borehole data (Ruddlesden Geotechnical 

2017b). With regard to existing buildings across the site, this report contends that it was not possible to determine the below 

ground impact of these during the visit.  

4.4.3 No information was provided on the condition of the location of the former 18th century Town Mill. 
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5. ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCE AND POTENTIAL 

5.1 Known Archaeological Resource 

5.1.1 Within the site the known resource comprises the widespread alluvial deposits associated with the floodplain of the River 

Frome and its former meander (now infilled), the former presence of post medieval buildings on Merchants Barton and the 

extant 19th century buildings associated with the industrial phase of the site. Alluvial deposits are present across the northern 

two thirds of the site area and are of varying depths related to former water courses crossing the River Frome floodplain.  

5.1.2 Former buildings of post medieval date were localised within the southwest extent of the site known as Merchants Barton and 

an 18th century mill lay close to the north boundary of the application site. In the 19th century the extant industrial factory 

buildings were constructed within the site boundary. 

5.1.3 The known resource within the study area includes St Johns Church which contains elements of Saxon origin and is the 

putative location of a former Saxon monastery and the core of Saxon Frome. The church lies in close proximity to the western 

site boundary. Known remains of the medieval town outside of the church appear limited to pottery sherds recovered from 

several archaeological investigations to the west and south of the application site. Evidence of the later post medieval and 

19th century town is relatively abundant from both archaeological investigation of several industrial sites (not shown on Figure 

2)) and from extant buildings of the period (not shown of Figure 2).   

5.2 Past Impacts within the Site Boundary 

5.2.1 Past development on the site appears to have, for the most part, involved the deposition of made ground to infill and level 

the land. The survival of alluvial deposits below made ground has been established by borehole surveys. Although there may 

have been some degree of localised past impact to these alluvial layers from the development of the site in the 19th and 20th 

century, large parts of the site are likely to have been unaffected, other than being sealed below made ground.  
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5.2.2 In the area of Merchants Barton, existing and former buildings are likely to have caused some degree of below ground 

disturbance. The extent of this disturbance and its potential impact on any medieval deposits in this area is not currently 

known. 

5.3 Archaeological Potential and Significance  

Prehistoric - Roman 

5.3.1 The application site lies on the margins of a floodplain of the River Frome. Though the prehistoric and Roman periods this would 

have presented a dynamic environment of shifting channels and changing water levels on the edge of dryer high ground to 

the southwest. Though direct evidence from these periods is represented by a single prehistoric pottery sherd, the environment 

would have been attractive for human exploitation. In addition, alluvial flood plain deposits have good potential to preserve 

information regards the past environment.  

5.3.2 The potential for prehistoric to Roman period archaeology and deposits of paleo-environmental significance extends to the 

whole site (Figure 1). However, the actual potential to encounter these deposits is judged to be low. The importance of such 

remains is uncertain; however, it is unlikely that any remains would warrant preservation in-situ.  

Medieval 

5.3.3 The western boundary of the site lies close to the possible location of the Saxon foundation of Frome at St John the Baptist 

Church. Potential medieval archaeology on the site is therefore related to the development and expansion of the settlement 

of Frome from its earliest origins and includes the settlement itself (Figure 1). This potential is based on known features and is 

localised to the southwest corner of the site as defined by the Frome Area of High Archaeological Potential.  

5.3.4 Despite some potential for disturbance by post medieval activity, remains of former medieval structures as well as medieval 

deposits and artifacts, including those associated with Frome’s early development, may be encountered. Such remains would 

be significant for their archaeological interest and could contribute to an understanding of Frome’s early origins. They would 

be considered to be of high importance. 
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Post Medieval - Modern 

5.3.5 Post medieval remains will comprise former and extant buildings on Merchants Barton including those depicted on mapping 

of 1774. These structures, both standing and buried, are principally of historical interest, however, they also possess some 

degree of archaeological interest particularly where detailed investigation may reveal evidence of their development.  

5.3.6 An area on the north boundary of the application site is the location of a former 18th century mill. It is uncertain what remains 

of this mill lie within the site boundary. If present, these remains would have significance for their archaeological interest. They 

could reveal information regarding the development of industry in Frome during the 18th century and are likely to be 

considered of medium importance. 
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6. IMPLICATIONS FOR DEVELOPMENT 

6.1 Potential Impact of Development 

6.1.1 The scheme is at masterplan stage (Figure 3) and will comprise both the retention of exiting warehouse and factory buildings 

and the construction of new commercial and residential buildings across the site. 

6.1.2 Where new buildings fall within areas of potential for medieval and post medieval archaeology there is likely to be an impact 

to any surviving remains. Elsewhere on the site the impacts are likely to be limited, however, the presence, depth and 

importance of any remains within alluvial deposits on the site is currently uncertain. 

6.2 Recommendations 

6.2.1 There is no direct evidence from previous archaeological works for the survival of archaeological remains within the site 

boundary and recorded archaeological works in the vicinity have produced little of significance. However, the site lies on the 

edge of the medieval core of Frome and, in addition, its landscape character confers a low level of potential for earlier 

remains. It is unlikely that there are any remains present worthy of designation, therefore it is recommended that the remaining 

potential for non-designated archaeological deposits could be adequately addressed as a condition of planning permission.  

6.2.2 Such a condition could comprise a programme of archaeological works designed to further assess the potential harm as a first 

stage, followed by a second stage of mitigation if required. 
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Appendix 1  Cultural Heritage Features Gazetteer 

 

This gazetteer incorporates relevant archaeological, heritage and historic environment assets identified during a search of sources listed 

in Table 1 within 250m of the site. 

 

Abbreviations 

 

GII* LB – Grade II* Listed Building  GII LB – Grade II Listed Building  NHLE – National Heritage List for England 

 

Report 

No. 
Period Description Status NGR HER Ref. No. 

1 Prehistoric 

Sherd of prehistoric pottery 

recovered during a watching brief at 

Garston Lodge 

-  15601 

2 Medieval 

Possible site of early medieval 

monastery, founded by St Aldhelm c. 

AD 685 

-  14606 

3 Medieval 

Church of St John the Baptist and churchyard. Possible 7th century foundation, 12th-
15th century tower, elsewhere restored in the 19th century  

Medieval to modern pottery was recovered during watching brief works on the 
excavation of a service trench. 

GII* LB  
23529  

16473 

4 Medieval 
Tithe barn site – part of possible early medieval monastery – destroyed in the 19th 

century 
-  32266 

5 Medieval Medieval and Later Town AHAP  23533 

6 Medieval 
Large quantities of Medieval Corsewares dating to the 11th – 14th centuries recovered 

during watching brief works at Garston Lodge  
-  15601 

7 Medieval 
13th -14th century pottery recovered during archaeological evaluation trench works at 

Bath Street 
-  15611 
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Report 

No. 
Period Description Status NGR HER Ref. No. 

8 Medieval 
13th – 14 Century Pottery recovered during archaeological evaluation trench works at 

Rook Lane Chapel 
-  25656 

9 Post Medieval  
Town Mill on the river facing Willow 

Vale 1730 – 1850. Destroyed 1968 
-  23554 

10 
Post Medieval - 

Modern 

Dye works and drying house. 

Probably 19th century possible 18th century origin. Extant Building 
GII Listed  

23551 

 

11 
Post Medieval - 

Modern 

Dye works and drying house. 

Probably 19th century possible 18th century origin. Extant Building 
SM  23553 

12 Post Medieval  
Merchants House at Merchants Barton – Putative date of 1650 – destroyed in the late 

20th century 
-  - 

13 Modern Engineering Works located within the Site boundary -  23545 

14 Post Medieval  Textile factory, Merchant's Barton, Frome – Dates from 1823. Extant building GII LB ST 778 479 23558 
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