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Executive Summary


Zetland Group Limited on behalf of Rathlin Energy (UK) Limited commissioned Allen Archaeology
Limited (hereafter AAL) to prepare a heritage impact assessment to evaluate the potential for
archaeological remains, and the impact on them alongside known cultural heritage assets, of land
east of the original West Newton A Wellsite, off Fosham Road, West Newton, in advance of the
submission of a planning application to extend the existing West Newton A (WNA) Wellsite, test,
appraise and produce from the two existing wells and drill, test, appraise and produce from up to
six (6) new wells.



Data was gathered from a range of primary and secondary sources, including the Humber Historic
Environment Record (HER), historic maps, online resources, a geophysical survey and a site visit.



There is no evidence of archaeological activity in the vicinity of the Wellsite predating the medieval
period, although possible Bronze Age barrows are recorded just beyond the study area to the east.



Medieval activity is represented by two areas of surviving ridge and furrow, as well as a moated
enclosure, and a deer park that may have extended across the proposed development area. There
is however no physical evidence for any features associated with this asset.



There are three Listed Buildings in the study area, all of 18th century date, comprising a school, a
church and a farmhouse. All are sufficiently distant from the site and screened by vegetation so
as not to be adversely affected by the proposed development.



Overall, the proposed development area is considered to have a negligible archaeological
potential.
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1.0

2.0

3.0

Introduction
1.1

Zetland Group Limited on behalf of Rathlin Energy (UK) Limited commissioned Allen
Archaeology Limited to prepare a heritage impact assessment to evaluate the potential for
archaeological remains, and the impact on them alongside known cultural heritage assets,
of land east of the original WNA Wellsite, off Fosham Road, West Newton, in advance of
the submission of a planning application to extend the existing West Newton A (WNA)
Wellsite, test, appraise and produce from the two existing wells and drill, test, appraise and
produce from up to six (6) new wells.

1.2

This document has been completed with reference to current national guidelines, as set out
in the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists ‘Standard and guidance for historic
environment desk-based assessment’ (CIfA 2014), and the Historic England documents
‘Management of Research Projects in the Historic Environment’ (Historic England 2015a),
‘Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning’ (Historic England 2015b), ‘The
Setting of Heritage Assets’ (English Heritage 2011), and ‘Statement of Heritage Significance’
(Historic England 2019).

Location and Description
2.1

The proposed Development is located off Fosham Road next to the original WNA Wellsite,
in the administrative district of the East Riding of Yorkshire. It is situated 15km northeast of
Hull and 9km south of Hornsea. The site is approximately 3.45 hectares, just under a third
of which is occupied by the original WNA Wellsite and the remainder is used as farmland.
The Wellsite is centred at National Grid Reference (NGR) TA 19264 39141 and is c.13m
above Ordnance Datum.

2.2

The bedrock geology comprises Rowe Chalk Formation, with a superficial geology of
Devensian Till (http://mapapps.bgs.ac.uk/geologyofbritain/home.html).

Planning Background
3.1

This heritage impact assessment has been prepared to inform a planning application that
will be submitted in due course. This is the first stage of archaeological investigation,
intended to provide detailed information that will allow the planning authority to make an
informed decision as to whether further archaeological investigations will be required prior
to or following the determination of a planning application for the proposed development.

3.2

East Riding of Yorkshire Council provided pre-application advice in October 2020. They
reported that there were no designated heritage assets within the boundary of the Wellsite;
however, the proposal is within the vicinity of three listed structures (to be discussed in
section 5). The Council’s Conservation Team raised no objections to the proposals,
considering the designated heritage assets to be sufficiently shielded by natural vegetation
so as not to be impacted by the new work.

3.3

Humber HER have also reported no objections to the proposal on the grounds of any
archaeological impact, unless the footprint of the new work extends beyond the area
previously subjected to archaeological assessment, in which case further work could be
required.
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3.4

The client has contacted Historic England for pre-application advice on the proposals but
have as yet received no response.

National Planning Policy
3.5 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) was published in February 2019 (Ministry
of Housing, Communities and Local Government 2019). The relevant sections of the NPPF
concerning archaeological and cultural heritage assets, are Paragraphs 187 and 189 of
‘Section 16. Conserving and enhancing the historic environment’. Paragraph 189 has special
relevance concerning the responsibilities of planning applicant:
‘In determining applications, local planning authorities should require an applicant to
describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including contribution made
by their setting. 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. As a minimum the relevant historic environment record should have
been consulted and the heritage assets assessed using appropriate expertise where
necessary. 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’.
Planning Practice Guidance
3.1 The Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) launched the planning
practice web-based resource in April 2014 (last updated 23rd July 2019) accompanied by a
ministerial statement which confirmed that a number of previous planning practice
guidance documents were cancelled. This also introduced the Planning Practice Guidance
(PPG) which comprised a full and consolidated review of planning practice guidance
documents to be read alongside the NPPF.
3.2

The PPG has a discrete section on the subject of ‘Why is ‘significance’ important in decisionmaking?’ which states that the consideration of ‘significance’ in decision taking is important
and states: ‘Heritage assets may be affected by direct physical change or by change in their
setting. Being able to properly assess the nature, extent and importance of the significance
of a heritage asset, and the contribution of its setting, is very important to understanding
the potential impact and acceptability of development proposals’.

3.3

In terms of assessment of substantial harm, the PPG confirms that whether a proposal
causes substantial harm will be a judgement for the individual decision taker having regard
to the individual circumstances and it goes on to state: ‘In general terms, substantial harm
is a high test, so it may not arise in many cases. For example, in determining whether works
to a listed building constitute substantial harm, an important consideration would be
whether the adverse impact seriously affects a key element of its special architectural or
historic interest. It is the degree of harm to the asset’s significance rather than the scale of
the development that is to be assessed. The harm may arise from works to the asset or from
development within its setting.’

Historic England’s Guidance on the Setting of Heritage Assets (2011)
3.4 This sets out guidance on managing change within the setting of heritage assets, including
archaeological remains and historic buildings, sites, areas, and landscapes. It provides
detailed advice intended to assist Government policy.
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3.5

Historic England state that ‘While consideration of setting is necessarily a matter of
informed judgment, the aim of the guidance is to assist effective and timely decision making
by ensuring it takes place within a clear framework and is as transparent and consistent as
possible.’

3.6

The document defines setting as ‘The surrounding in which a heritage asset is experienced.
Its extent is not fixed and may change as the asset and its surrounding evolve. Elements of
a setting may make a positive or negative contribution to the significance of an asset, may
affect the ability to appreciate that significance or may be neutral.’

3.7

A development can potentially affect the setting of the heritage assets within its vicinity.
The setting of a heritage asset is the surrounding in which it is experienced (not necessarily
everything it is intervisible with). Furthermore, Historic England state that ‘development
affecting the setting of a heritage asset is a direct environmental effect in terms of EIA
definitions and may constitute a significant effect.’

Historic England Statement of Significance: Analysing Significance in Heritage Assets (Historic
England Advice Note 12)
3.8 Standard categories of significance developed by Historic England in their recently
published Advice Note 12 ‘Statements of Heritage Significance: Analysing Significance in
Heritage Assets’ (Historic England 2019) and these have been used within this assessment.
These categories are:

Archaeological interest
There will be archaeological interest in a heritage asset if it holds, or potentially
holds, evidence of past human activity worthy of expert investigation at some point.

Historic Interest
An interest in past lives and events (including pre-historic). Heritage assets can
illustrate or be associated with them. Heritage assets with historic interest not only
provide a material record of our nation’s history, but can also provide meaning for
communities derived from their collective experience of a place and can symbolise
wider values such as faith and cultural identity.

Architectural and artistic interest
These are interests in the design and general aesthetics of a place. They can arise
from conscious design or fortuitously from the way the heritage asset has evolved.
More specifically, architectural interest is an interest in the art or science of the
design, construction, craftsmanship and decoration of buildings and structures of all
types. Artistic interest is an interest in other human creative skills, like sculpture.
Local Planning Policy
3.9 The East Riding Local Plan was adopted by Council on 6th April 2016, and is the suite of
planning documents that provide the long-term development plan for East Riding. The
Strategy document details the strategic planning framework for the region to 2029. The
relevant policy of the Strategy document concerning archaeological and cultural heritage
assets is:
Policy ENV3: Valuing our heritage
A. Where possible, heritage assets should be used to reinforce local distinctiveness,
create a sense of place, and assist in the delivery of the economic well-being of the
6

area. This can be achieved by putting assets, particularly those at risk, to an
appropriate, viable and sustainable use.
B. The significance, views, setting, character, appearance and context of heritage assets,
both designated and non-designated, should be conserved, especially the key features
that contribute to the East Riding’s distinctive historic character including:
1. Those elements that contribute to the special interest of Conservation Areas, including
the landscape setting, open spaces, key views and vistas, and important unlisted
buildings identified as contributing to the significance of each Conservation Area in its
appraisal;
2. Listed Buildings and their settings;
3. Historic Parks and Gardens and key views in and out of these landscapes;
4. The dominance of the church towers and spires as one of the defining features of the
landscape, such as those of Holderness and the Wolds;
5. Heritage assets associated with the East Yorkshire coast and the foreshore of the
Humber Estuary;
6. The historic, archaeological and landscape interest of the Registered Battlefield at
Stamford Bridge;
7. The historic cores of medieval settlements, and, where they survive, former medieval
open field systems with ridge and furrow cultivation patterns;
8. The nationally important archaeology of the Yorkshire Wolds; and
9. Those parts of the nationally important wetlands where waterlogged archaeological
deposits survive.
C. Development that is likely to cause harm to the significance of a heritage asset will
only be granted permission where the public benefits of the proposal outweigh the
potential harm. Proposals which would preserve or better reveal the significance of
the asset should be treated favourably.
D. Where development affecting archaeological sites is acceptable in principle, the
Council will seek to ensure mitigation of damage through preservation of the remains
in situ as a preferred solution. When in situ preservation is not justified, the developer
will be required to make adequate provision for excavation and recording before or
during development.
East Riding Joint Minerals Plan
3.10 The new Joint Minerals Local Plan was adopted on 21 November 2019 and replaces the
previous plan that was adopted in January 2004. The Plan provides minerals planning
policies for Hull and the East Riding. The section of the Joint Minerals Plan pertinent to
heritage is Policy DM1: Impacts of Mineral Development Part A subsection 2 and Part B
subsection 7:
A. Mineral development will be supported where it can be demonstrated that:
2. The development would avoid harm to the environment or communities. Where harm
is outweighed by the need for the development, the impacts on communities and the
environment can be mitigated to within acceptable levels, both individually and
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cumulatively (including the impact of the factors in part B below) with other existing and
proposed mineral and other forms of development;
B. In determining applications for minerals development, including the proposed order
and method of working, the overall programme of extraction and the proposed
restoration and aftercare of the site, the following must be addressed where relevant:
7. Historic landscape, sites or structures of existing or potential archaeological,
architectural or historic interest and their settings;
4.0

Methodology
Data Collection
4.1 A full range of primary and secondary archaeological and historical sources were consulted
in the preparation of this document. The sources consulted were as follows:

4.2

5.0



Humber HER – a database of archaeological sites and artefacts, listed
buildings and Scheduled Monuments. A search of this resource was
undertaken for a study area extending 1km from the centre of the well
site.



Allen Archaeology’s own reference library – secondary sources pertaining
to the archaeology and history of the region



A range of historic maps were consulted
accessibility/availability due to archive closures.



A site visit was carried out on 24th August 2020 in order to assess the
present situation of the development area, to identify any areas where
the potential archaeological resource may be particularly well preserved
or damaged by recent development, and to observe the site in its
landscape context.

depending

on

Each archaeological and historic site and Listed Building identified in the study area has
been allocated a one or two digit ‘Site’ number and assigned to a specific period according
to the definitions outlined on the Historic England Periods List (formerly the Royal
Commission on the Historical Monuments of England (RCHME) Archaeological Periods List).
These sites are described in the Archaeological and Historical Background section (See
Section 5.0 below). Further details are provided for each site in Appendix 1, and where
applicable the sites are depicted on Figure 3.

Archaeological and Historical Background
5.1

No archaeology of a prehistoric or Roman date has been identified within the 1km search
area, although three possible round barrows of a Bronze Age date are recorded to the west
of Low Fosham, and approximately 1.1km to the east-southeast of the current Wellsite
(HHER Reference MHU 18606).
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6.0

5.2

No archaeological remains have been found within the search area dating to the early
medieval period, however the name Fosham derives from Old English, i.e. Saxon, meaning
‘homestead on the ditch’. The ditch in question is likely the Lambwath stream (VCH 2002)
which is located c.350m north of the development site.

5.3

Fosham and Marton were both recorded in the Domesday Book of 1086 (Williams and
Martin 2002) as one of several holdings of Drogo of la Beuvrière, with large areas of
meadow totalling 274 acres as well as extensive arable land. Fosham itself had a recorded
population of 2.9 households. Marton had a slightly larger population of 3.9 households.
West Newton is recorded as probably waste, tenanted by Beverley Abbey.

5.4

Potential medieval and later agricultural activity has been recorded in the form of ridge and
furrow visible c.300m east and c.900m southwest of the Wellsite (Sites 1–2).

5.5

A medieval moated site has been recorded at Marton, c.600m to the southwest of the
Wellsite (Site 3). The main enclosure now surrounds a later church, and may always have
done so, but an adjoining enclosure is considered to be domestic in form.

5.6

A deer park named Lambwath Deer Park (Site 4) was centred c.250m to the west-southwest.
It covered an area of approximately 1km², potentially including the current Development
site, although the exact boundaries are unknown, and there are no physical traces of the
deer park. It is suggested in the HER data derived from historic sources dating to the late
13th century that the lanes leading south from Withernwick village, known in the mid-19th
century as West Lambwath Road and East Lambwath Road, may bear some relationship to
the boundaries of the park. The park may have extended into Aldbrough parish,
incorporating the areas known as The Lawns and Lambwath Hall, and fishponds are
mentioned in the park in documentary sources.

5.7

Three sites within the search area date to the post-medieval period, all of which are Grade
II Listed Buildings; a mid-18th century farmhouse (Site 5) c.750m southeast of the site
boundary, The Old School House (Site 6) c. 550 southwest of the site boundary, also dated
to the mid-18th century with a 20th century schoolroom to the rear, and the Church of the
Most Holy Sacrament (Site 7) built between 1788 and 1789, located within the medieval
moat at Marton, c.530m southwest of the site boundary.

5.8

Historic mapping shows the Wellsite and the surrounding area changed very little between
1855 and 1927 (Figures 5 to 8). The only difference is that a field boundary ran through the
north part of the site on the 1855 map, and Pipers Lane is not shown running along the
north edge of the site at this time. The lane appears to have been extended or formalised
and the boundary removed by 1889.

Site Visit
6.1

The site was visited by Louise Clempson MSc on Monday 24th August 2020. Selected
photographic images taken during the site visit are reproduced below and their locations
indicated on Figure 2.

6.2

The western part of the site includes the original WNA Wellsite and part of an agricultural
field to the east. It is accessed from Fosham Road either though WNA A Wellsite (Plate 1)
or the field (Plate 2).
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Plate 1: View of original Wellsite A access from Fosham Road, looking south

Plate 2: View of site access to the field from Fosham Road, looking east

6.3

The original WNA Wellsite (Plate 3) is enclosed by metal fencing with barbed wire, and earth
banks built up along the inside (Plate 4), the site is covered with gravel with a concrete pad
for the drilling chamber in the centre.
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Plate 3: Original WNA Wellsite A, looking north

Plate 4: Earth banks built along the inside of the fence of original West Newton A Wellsite,
looking south
6.4

The field has a hedge boundary along Fosham Road (Plate 5) apart from the access point
(Plate 2). Along the east boundary of the site is a mature hedge boundary (Plate 6). There
is no boundary to the south of the development area (Plate 7).
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Plate 5: View of hedge separating WNA Wellsite from Fosham Road, looking west

Plate 6: View of eastern boundary of the WNA Wellsite, looking north
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Plate 7: View of the WNA Wellsite towards the original WNA Wellsite, looking west

Plate 8: View of across the WNA Wellsite, looking northeast
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7.0

Assessment of Significance
7.1

The assessment of significance and impacts has been undertaken in accordance with
‘Conservation Principles’ (Historic England 2008), the Setting of Heritage Assets (Historic
England 2015) and Statements of Heritage Significance (Historic England 2019). The
assessment methodology and criteria for understanding the significance of heritage values
is described below, taken from Statements of Heritage Significance (ibid 2019):


Archaeological interest

There will be archaeological interest in a heritage asset if it holds, or potentially holds,
evidence of past human activity worthy of expert investigation at some point.


Architectural and artistic interest

These are interests in the design and general aesthetics of a place. They can arise from
conscious design or fortuitously from the way the heritage asset has evolved. More
specifically, architectural interest is an interest in the art or science of the design,
construction, craftsmanship and decoration of buildings and structures of all types. Artistic
interest is an interest in other human creative skills, like sculpture.


Historic Interest

An interest in past lives and events (including pre-historic). Heritage assets can illustrate or
be associated with them. Heritage assets with historic interest not only provide a material
record of our nation’s history, but can also provide meaning for communities derived from
their collective experience of a place and can symbolise wider values such as faith and
cultural identity.
7.2

The NPPF para 189 states: In determining applications, local planning authorities should
require an applicant to describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including
any contribution made by their setting. Significance is one of the guiding principles running
through the historic environment section of the NPPF. The NPPF defines significance as ‘the
value of a heritage asset to this and future generations because of its heritage interest’.
Such interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or historic’ and it may derive ‘not
only from a heritage asset’s physical presence, but also from its setting.

Grade II Listed Buildings
7.3 Marton farmhouse (Site 5) is Listed for special architectural or historic interest:
Farmhouse, 100 metres north of entrance to Pipers Lane - II House. mid C18 with later
alterations. Red brick with partite roof. Single storey with attic, 3 bays, lobby entry plan. 4
panel door below plain overlight between bays 2 and 3. Small 4pane sash to left, tripartite
sash to centre with brick pilaster strip adjacent to left and 8 pane sash to right. Central roof
dormer with casements. Steeply pitched roof with tumbled brick to raised gables. End and
ridge stocks. Outshut to rear.
7.4

There is no archaeological interest at Marton Farmhouse, there is some historic interest in
the role the site plays in an agricultural landscape, and the extant historic form and fabric is
of architectural interest.

7.5

Old School House (Site 6) is Listed for special architectural or historic interest:
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Mid to late C18 with later additions and alterations including C20 schoolroom to rear of no
special interest. Pinkish-red brick in English garden wall bond with pantile roof. L-shaped on
plan with later infill. 2 storeys, 3 bays, symmetrical facade. Central entrance a 6-fieldedpanel door. Ground floor has 16-pane sashes. First floor has 12-pane sashes to outer bays,
and central 16-pane sash. Dentilled eaves band. Brick copings. End stack to left. 4-pane
Yorkshire sash to right gable. Tumbled-in brickwork to gable ends.
7.6

The Old School House has no archaeological interest, however it does hold some local
historic interest derived from its use as a school for the local population. Additionally, the
architectural interest is enhanced by the building’s vernacular fabric including local
Yorkshire stylings.

7.7

The Church of the Most Holy Sacrament (Site 7) is listed for special architectural or historic
interest:
Church. 1788-89 with later additions and alterations including mid C19 extension to east
and C20 porch to west. By Thomas Atkinson for William Constable. Pinkish-brown brick in
English garden wall bond with Welsh slate roof. Single tall storey, 3 bays with single-bay
extension to east and porch to west. Entrance a double plank door to south side of porch
under round arch. Within, to west end of church a 6-fielded-panel door. West end has 16pane sash to right of door and to gable a 16-pane window with radial glazing to head. South
side has 3 round-arched windows, the 2 westernmost are 16-pane windows with radial
glazing to heads, to east a stained-glass window (dated 1946); all under header arches. Brick
copings to all gables. Interior. To west end a gallery on 4 Doric columns. To north side an
arcade of blank round-arched recesses with raised imposts, similar arcade to south contains
windows. Moulded cornice. Segmental vault. Shallow chancel bay with wall paintings.
Neoclassical marble wall monument, a female figure and urn, to Mary Chichester d 1815 by
Tyley of Bristol. Remains of box pews to west. Inscribed on brass plaque to entrance: "DEO
IMMORTALI / AEDES HAS SACRAS / EREXIT / GULIEMUS CONSTABLE / A.D. / DMDCCLXXXIX"

7.8

While the church dates to the 18thcentury, its proximity to a possibly medieval moat
suggests some archaeological interest on the site, particularly as the full extent of the moat
is uncertain, and whether there is evidence of a precursor to the existing church. The
historic interest of the church relates to its role in the local community and the presence of
local burials, and the architectural interest derives from the extant historic fabric.

Archaeological Remains
7.9 While the overall survival of the medieval agricultural landscape (Sites 1–4) is piecemeal,
there is some limited archaeological interest derived from the potential for further remains
of a similar nature to be identified. Ridge and furrow has been observed in two areas, along
with a moated site and a probable deer park, which may have extended across the current
site. There is no physical evidence for the deer park and other agricultural features of this
date are not in evidence on the WNA Wellsite.
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8.0

Assessment of Impact
8.1

Planning permission is being sought to extend the existing West Newton A (WNA) Wellsite,
test, appraise and produce from the two existing wells and drill, test, appraise and produce
from up to six (6) new wells. The construction of the Wellsite extension will necessarily
involve the disturbance of subsurface deposits.

Grade II Listed Buildings
8.2 The nearest Listed Buildings to the Development are the Old School House (Site 6) and
church (Site 7), with Marton Farmhouse (Site 5) located further away. The distance from
the site to these assets is considerable, and intervisibility is limited by distance and
intervening tree and hedge boundaries, such that there is likely to be no adverse impact of
the Development upon the setting and significance of these assets.
Archaeological Remains
8.3 Based on the lack of any notable features in aerial photographs or LIDAR on the Wellsite
itself the proposed development will not impact on the few surviving elements of the
medieval landscape. While it is likely the original medieval landscape did include the
Wellsite, later agricultural land use is highly likely to have truncated any remains present.
9.0

Discussion and Conclusions
9.1

There is no evidence for any archaeological activity on the Wellsite prior to the medieval
period. Elements of the medieval agricultural landscape have been identified, dispersed
across the search area, and comprising ridge and furrow, a moated enclosure and a deer
park. It is possible that the Wellsite fell within this deer park, but there is no physical
evidence for features such as boundaries associated with this land use.

9.2

Historic mapping suggests the Wellsite was undeveloped and used for agriculture during
the post-medieval period. Overall, the evidence suggests a negligible archaeological
potential for the Wellsite.

9.3

The significance of the heritage assets within the search area surrounding the Wellsite have
been assessed in accordance with Historic England’s guidance on Statements of Heritage
Significance (2019). The impact that the Development will have on these assets has been
considered with reference to Historic England’s Guidance on the Setting of Heritage Assets
(2011), as required by National Planning Policy (Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local
Government 2019) and the East Riding Local Plan (East Riding of Yorkshire Council 2016).

9.4

In terms of the Landscape Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) it is considered that the likely
impact on setting and significance of designated heritage assets in the vicinity of the
Wellsite is likely to be negligible due to the distance of the assets from the Wellsite, and the
limited intervisibility between them. Furthermore, the Development is of a temporary
nature, and as such, any negligible impact on the setting will be transitory.
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Appendix 1: List of HHER Entries within a 1km search area
Site HER No.
No.

Grade & Easting
Listing No.

Northing Description

Date

1

16390

519887

439200

Aerial photographs show extant remains of Medieval
ridge and furrow in one of the fields to the
north of the main road through the village.

2

N/A

518969

438320

Ridge and furrow visible in LIDAR data on both Medieval
the east and west side of the Moors Plantation.
Assumed to be of medieval date but highly
truncated on the east side.

3

2784

518910

438642

Moated site, Marton. Marton was a Constable Medieval
Manor, but no record of a capital messuage
has been found. The main enclosure now
surrounds a church; possibly it may always
have had a similar function, though the
adjoining enclosure is more suggestive of a
house. "Moat" printed and shown on OS 25"
map. Aerial photograph shows a number of
ditches - possibly boundary ditches - around
the moated site.

4

8804

519500

439500

Site Lambwath Deer Park. Medieval deer park Medieval
in Withernwick owned by the Crown. In 1275
an order was made concerning all those 'who
have chased and taken beasts in the park of
Lambwath and fished in the king's fishponds
there'. Mention of this park does not occur in
any of the records examined which relate to
the Crown lands of Holderness around this
date, although fishponds at Lambwath are
mentioned. The accounts of the Sheriff of
Holderness for 1260-1 do, however, include
reference to robes for the keeper of
Lambwath. Lanes leading south from
Withernwick village, known in the mid-19th
century as West Lambwath Road and East
Lambwath Road, may bear some relationship
to the boundaries of the park. The park may
have extended south-eastward into Aldbrough
parish, incorporating the areas known as the
Lawns and Lambwath Hall.

5

10514

II/ 1366247 518463

439196

Farmhouse. Single storey red brick building Postwith attic and partite rood, dating from mid- medieval
18th Century with later alterations.

6

3780

II/ 1161640 518947

438597

The Old School House. House. Mid to late 18th Postcentury with later additions and alterations medieval
including 20th century schoolroom to rear of no
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Site HER No.
No.

Grade & Easting
Listing No.

Northing Description

Date

special interest. Pinkish-red brick in English
garden wall bond.
7

4984;
15660

II/ 1083449 518916

438653

Church of The Most Holy Sacrament. 1788-89 Postwith later additions and alterations including medieval
mid-19th century extension to east and 20th
century porch to west. By Thomas Atkinson for
William Constable. Pinkish-brown brick in
English garden wall bond with Welsh slate
roof. A stained-glass window (dated 1946).
Neoclassical marble wall monument, a female
figure and urn, to Mary Chichester d.1815 by
Tyley of Bristol. Associated burial ground to the
north.
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