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Executive Summary

1.1 GUARD Archaeology Limited undertook a heritage assessment and setting assessment of a 
proposed development area at Constarry Road in Croy, North Lanarkshire. The assessment 
included a setting assessment of potential indirect effects of the proposal upon the Frontiers 
of the Roman Empire (Antonine Wall) World Heritage Site and the Antonine Wall Scheduled 
Monument. The aims of the study were to assess evidence for the past human use of the area, its 
archaeological sensitivity, and the potential impact of any development upon the archaeological 
resource.

1.2 The heritage assessment found that there are three known cultural heritage sites within the 
proposed development area. These are Croy Quarry, the location of a farm building and the 
location of a row of quarrier’s cottages. As the quarry is no longer operational and the farm 
building and row of cottages have already been removed, the proposal would have no direct 
effect upon these cultural heritage sites.

1.3 Cartographic regression has demonstrated that the proposed development area was probably 
agricultural land in the mid eighteenth century and was certainly so in the mid-nineteenth 
century. The proposed development area remained a mix of quarry and agricultural fields until 
at least the late nineteenth century, since which time the quarrying operation has expanded to 
cover the entire proposed development area and beyond. 

1.4 Given that all topsoil and subsoil deposits have been removed from the proposed development 
area through quarry operations, it is very unlikely that North Lanarkshire Council will require any 
mitigation for direct effects arising from the proposal.

1.5 The setting assessment found that the proposal could result in a Minor to Moderate, and 
therefore significant, adverse indirect effect upon the setting of the Frontiers of the Roman 
Empire (Antonine Wall) World Heritage Site Buffer. This effect could be reduced or removed 
through the implementation of mitigation measures, such as installing screening, most probably 
in the form of trees or bushes planted on the eastern edge of the proposed development area. 
The requirement for and form of mitigation should be discussed and agreed with Historic 
Environment Scotland and North Lanarkshire Council.

1.6 The proposal would have no effect upon the strategically important views to the north from the 
World Heritage Site, the World Heritage Site Buffer or the Antonine Wall Scheduled Monument. 

1.7 The proposal would have no significant indirect effect upon the setting of the World Heritage 
Site /Antonine Wall Scheduled Monument. 

1.8 GUARD Archaeology Limited would stress that the above advice is for information only. The 
requirement for and scope of any archaeological mitigation work rests with the Planning 
Authority.

Introduction

2.1 In July 2021, Miller Homes commissioned GUARD Archaeology Limited to undertake a desk-
based assessment of an area proposed for development at Constarry Road in Croy, North 
Lanarkshire. The assessment includes an assessment of the potential indirect effects upon the 
settings of the Frontiers of the Roman Empire (Antonine Wall) World Heritage Site (hereafter 
FRE(AW)WHS) and the Antonine Wall Scheduled Monument. The assessment has been aided by 
ZTV and photomontages created by Ironside Farrar.

2.2 The area proposed for development is centred at BNG: NS 72953 75806 and is approximately 
5.1 ha in extent. The site is bounded to the south by Constarry Road and a football pitch, to the 
west by existing housing and to the east and north by Croy Quarry. The most recent land-use has 
been quarrying activity.

5
Project 5813: Constarry Road, Croy, North Lanarkshire.



2.3 The bedrock below the proposed development area is Midland Valley Sill-complex - Quartz-
microgabbro. This igneous rock formed approximately 299 to 331 million years ago in the 
Carboniferous Period when the local environment was dominated by intrusions of silica-poor 
magma. No superficial deposits are recorded (British Geological Survey: Geology of Britain 
Viewer).

Legislative Background

3.1 The statutory framework for heritage in Scotland is outlined in the Town and Country Planning 
(Scotland) Act 1997, as amended by the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) 
(Scotland) Act, and The Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979, both of which 
are modified by the Historic Environment (Amendment) (Scotland) Act (2011).

3.2 Cultural heritage resources consist of designated and non-designated sites, including individual 
monuments, related settings and the wider cultural landscape. Sites with statutory designations 
are defined in the Historic Environment Scotland’s Designation Policy and Selection Guidance 
(2019), and comprise:

• Scheduled Monuments;

• Listed Buildings;

• Conservation Areas;

• Marine Protected Areas;

• Historic Gardens and Designed Landscapes;

• Historic Battlefields, and

• World Heritage Sites.  

National Planning Policy and Guidelines

3.3 The implications of the acts noted above regarding local government planning policy are 
described within Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) (2014), the Historic Environment Policy for 
Scotland (HEPS) (2019) and its supporting guidance, and Planning Advice Note 2/2011 (2011). 
SPP and HEPS deal specifically with planning policy in relation to heritage. 

3.4 Three paragraphs of Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) 2014: Valuing the Historic Environment are 
pertinent to this assessment.

Scheduled Monuments

3.5 SPP paragraph 145 states: “Where there is potential for a proposed development to have an 
adverse effect on a scheduled monument or on the integrity of its setting, permission should 
only be granted where there are exceptional circumstances. Where a proposal would have a 
direct impact on a scheduled monument, the written consent of Scottish Ministers via a separate 
process is required in addition to any other consents required for the development.”

World Heritage Sites

3.6 SPP paragraph 147 states: “World Heritage Sites are of international importance. Where 
a development proposal has the potential to affect a World Heritage Site, or its setting, the 
planning authority must protect and preserve its Outstanding Universal Value.”

Archaeology and Other Historic Environment Assets

3.7 SPP paragraph 150 states: ‘Planning authorities should protect archaeological sites and 
monuments as an important, finite and non-renewable resource and preserve them in situ 
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wherever possible. Where in situ preservation is not possible, planning authorities should, 
through the use of conditions or a legal obligation, ensure that developers undertake appropriate 
excavation, recording, analysis, publication and archiving before and/or during development. 
If archaeological discoveries are made, they should be reported to the planning authority to 
enable discussion on appropriate measures, such as inspection and recording.’

National Record of the Historic Environment (NRHE) and the local Historic Environment Record 
(HER)

3.8 Other cultural heritage and archaeological sites, not subject to other designations, are recorded 
within the National Record of the Historic Environment (NRHE) and the local Historic Environment 
Record (HER), and many such sites have not yet been identified or recorded. Such undesignated 
sites are frequently assigned to regional, local or lesser categories of significance. The regional 
or local importance of such a site is established on the basis of professional judgement, 
although the criteria for identifying nationally important sites, as outlined in Annex 1 to Historic 
Environment Scotland’s Designation Policy and Selection Guidance (2019), will often be referred 
to in making such judgements. Some sites are also, variously, classed as of lesser importance, 
unknown importance or other importance. Unknown or other importance usually refers to 
examples where insufficient information exists to assign importance.

Local Planning Policy and Guidelines 

3.9 Local planning policy is defined in the North Lanarkshire Local Plan (2021), Clydeplan Strategic 
Development Plan (2017) and the Frontiers of the Roman Empire (Antonine Wall) World Heritage 
Site Supplementary Planning Guidance.  

3.10 The North Lanarkshire Local Plan includes three policies relating to cultural heritage that are 
pertinent to this assessment.

NBE1: Protecting the Natural and Built Environment (extract) 

“B: Built Environment

Development should avoid causing harm to the character or setting of the sites listed below. 
Planning permission will only be granted for such sites where the character and appearance of  
the site and its setting is preserved or enhanced – including any special interest or features of 
architectural or historic interest. Additional assessment criteria specific to those sites are listed 
below.

1: International Sites

1a Frontiers of the Roman Empire(Antonine Wall) World Heritage Site

There will be a presumption against development which would have an adverse impact on the 
Frontiers of the Roman Empire (Antonine Wall) World Heritage Site as defined on the Proposals 
Map.

1b Frontiers of the Roman Empire(Antonine Wall) World Heritage Site Buffer Zones

There will be a presumption against development within the Frontiers of the Roman Empire 
(Antonine Wall) World Heritage Site Buffer Zones which would have an adverse impact on the 
site and its setting, unless: mitigating action to the satisfaction of the Council in consultation 
with Historic Scotland can be taken to redress the adverse impact; and there is no conflict with 
other Local Plan policies

2: National Sites

2a Scheduled Monuments

Development shall preserve archaeological remains in situ and within an appropriate setting. 
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Adverse impact on the integrity of the monument or its setting shall not be permitted unless 
there are exceptional circumstances.

3: Local Sites

The Council will produce Supplementary Planning Guidance to clarify these objectives and 
amplify the criteria to be used in assessing applications. Supplementary Planning Guidance is a 
material consideration in determining applications for planning permission.

3c Sites of Archaeological Interest 

The aim should be to preserve in situ wherever feasible. The Council will weigh the significance 
of the archaeological resources and of any impacts upon them and their setting against other 
merits. An archaeological evaluation report may be required. Where demolition results 
in damage or destruction, the site shall first be appropriately recorded. The developer may 
be requested to supply an archaeological evaluation prior to determination of the planning 
application. Where the case for preservation does not prevail, the developer shall be required 
to make appropriate and satisfactory provision for archaeological excavation, recording analysis, 
publication and archiving in advance of development, and, at the developer’s expense.”

Supplementary Guidance

3.11 The Frontiers of the Roman Empire (Antonine Wall) World Heritage Site: Supplementary Planning 
Guidance

The Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the FRE(AW)WHS is the principle upon which the 
Antonine Wall was inscribed as a World Heritage Site, and development within the WHS or 
the Buffer Zone must not compromise the OUV. In assessing the effects of development, the 
key consideration is the is the presumption against development which would have an adverse 
impact on the Wall and its setting. SPG section 3.2 defines this as “any impact that would damage 
the integrity, authenticity, significance or understanding of the WHS” and offers the following 
examples of what could be considered adverse effects:

Development that could

• destroy or would lead to the damage of archaeological remains;

• interrupt key views to from or within the WHS;

• change the character of the landscape in and around the WHS;

• reduce people’s appreciation or understanding of the WHS in its landscape setting, and

• could negatively affect any of the qualities or significance for which the WHS was inscribed.

The SPG includes the following guidance on the effects of development upon the World Heritage 
Site Buffer Zone.

Section 3.5.1 of the SPG states: “The Antonine Wall was not constructed in isolation. It was 
deliberately positioned with reference to the surrounding topography, resources and landscape 
of central Scotland, notably the southern edge of the valley formed by the Rivers Kelvin and 
Carron – a position that offered the Wall wide-ranging views over the Kilsyth Hills, the Campsie 
Fells, and Kilpatrick Hills and meant that it too was widely visible in the landscape. The ‘setting’ 
of the FRE(AW)WHS is predominately well preserved and readily perceptible and it is this 
relationship with the landscape that is a fundamental part of what makes the WHS so significant 
and contributes to how it is experienced, understood and appreciated: its outstanding universal 
value which must be protected.”
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Section 3.5.2 of the SPG states: “The Buffer Zone has been defined to protect the immediate 
setting of the WHS; the adjacent environment that is part of, and contributes to the character, 
significance and understanding of the Wall. The capacity for new development in the Buffer 
Zone varies significantly along the length of the WHS and while the Council does not seek to 
prevent any change to the landscape within the Buffer Zone, it is considered essential that new 
development is effectively accommodated within the landscape and is designed and located 
to conserve and enhance the setting of the WHS. This also applies to developments out with 
the Buffer Zone that may have an impact by virtue of their scale or visual relationship with the 
Antonine Wall.”

3.12 ClydePlan 2017 is the Strategic Development Plan that covers North Lanarkshire. Detailed 
consideration of the historic environment falls beyond the remit of the Strategic Development 
Plan. However, it clearly adheres to SPP and one of the Placemaking Principles of the SDP is to 
safeguard and promote significant environmental, historic and cultural assets (Clydeplan 2017, 
13).

3.13 The proposed development area is located within the local authority area of North Lanarkshire 
Council which is advised on archaeological matters by the Stirling Council Archaeologist (SCA).

Aims and Objectives

4.1 The aims of this study were to assess the known or potential archaeological resource within 
the area proposed for development and the likely impact of the proposal on the archaeological 
resource, and to recommend a strategy for mitigating the impact upon any known or potential 
archaeological remains. 

4.2 The specific objectives of the assessment were:

• to identify any previously known archaeological monuments present within the area 
proposed for development through a search of the National Record of the Historic 
Environment and the North Lanarkshire Historic Environment Record;

• to identify and report any previously unknown archaeological sites through the examination 
of documentary and cartographic evidence;

• to assess the potential impact of the proposal on the archaeological resource, taking into 
account its varied significance; and

• to suggest appropriate mitigation measures for the protection of the archaeological 
resource or, where necessary, the investigation and recording of any sites likely to be 
affected by the proposal where preservation in situ cannot be achieved. 

Methodology 

Baseline Assessment Methodology 

5.1 The desk-based assessment examined the area proposed for development (the Site) and a 
radius of approximately 200 m beyond its boundary (the buffer zone). Study of the surrounding 
landscape was necessary to establish the local archaeological and historical context, in order to 
provide a broader understanding of the historical development of the area and the potential for 
as-yet-unidentified archaeological remains within that area. 

5.2 The desk-based assessment of the Site and buffer zone employed the following methodology:

• GIS data on designated cultural heritage sites was obtained from Historic Environment 
Scotland (HES);

• GIS data on other cultural heritage sites was obtained from the National Record of the 
Historic Environment (NRHE) via Pastmap, maintained by HES;
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• Information from the North Lanarkshire Historic Environment Record (HER) was requested 
from North Lanarkshire Council; 

• Pre-Ordnance Survey maps of the proposed development area held by the National 
Library of Scotland (NLS) were identified and consulted on-line. Relevant maps, including 
manuscript maps, range in date from the sixteenth to the nineteenth centuries; 

• First, second and subsequent editions of the Ordnance Survey maps of the area of interest 
were identified and examined via NLS;

• Vertical aerial photographs were consulted via the National Collection of Aerial Photographs 
on-line facility. Three sets of photographs rang in date from 1950 to 1978 were viewed;

• Readily accessible primary and secondary historical sources were consulted for information 
relating to the area’s historical past, including details relating to earlier land-use;

• A walkover survey of the Site was carried out on 29 July 2021.

Indirect Effect (Setting)

5.3 In the context of the current assessment, potential effects on the settings of the designated 
cultural heritage sites such as this WHS and Scheduled Monument are primarily visual in nature 
although less tangible elements such as function, sensory perceptions or the historical, artistic, 
literary and scenic associations of places or landscapes can also contribute to the setting of a 
cultural heritage feature (HES 2016a, 5).

5.4 The assessment of such effects is based on the significance of a cultural heritage site, as defined 
in Table 1, an analysis of its current surroundings and an assessment of the extent to which 
change can be accommodated without detriment to the cultural heritage site. The assessment 
takes account of a wide variety of elements of setting, including intervisibility with other sites, 
buildings or landscape features, key viewpoints to, from and across the cultural heritage site, 
and potential effects from noise, dust and vibration that may be associated with a development 
proposal. The HES guidance Managing change in the Historic Environment – Setting has been 
used to further define the current setting and to evaluate the potential effect resulting from the 
proposed development.

Table 1: Sensitivity/Importance of Cultural Heritage and Archaeology

Sensitivity Importance Feature Examples
High National World Heritage Sites, Scheduled Monuments 

Medium Regional Archaeological remains of regional importance.
Low Local Archaeological remains of local importance.

Lesser Lesser Archaeological remains of lesser importance.
Unknown Unknown Archaeological remains of unknown importance.

5.5 The magnitude of the effect is determined with reference to the scale and type of the potential 
change to the feature:

Table 2: Definitions of Magnitude of Effect

Magnitude Definition

Substantial Total loss of or major alteration to key elements or features of the pre-project conditions, such that 
the post-project character or composition of the feature would be fundamentally changed.

Moderate Partial loss of or alteration to key elements or features of the pre-project conditions, such that the 
post-project character of the feature would be partially changed.

Slight Minor alteration from pre-project conditions.
Negligible/No 

change No or slight change to pre-project conditions.
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5.6 Having defined the current setting and quantified the potential magnitude of the proposed 
emergency services network antenna and associated infrastructure upon the archaeological 
resource, the sensitivity and magnitude are combined to determine the significance of 
the potential effect. The assessment of potential effects on setting is based on professional 
judgements concerning the sensitivity, magnitude and significance of the effect in each case. 
These professional judgements were made in the context of the following structure. 

5.7 The sensitivity of a feature in this context relates to the degree to which change can be 
accommodated without detrimental effects on the relationship between the feature and its 
setting. The sensitivity of each feature subject to assessment is defined as high, medium, low or 
not sensitive. Unless otherwise justified by specific factors in an individual case, the sensitivity 
of each feature was determined as shown on Table 3.

Table 3: Sensitivity of Cultural Heritage Features to Setting Effects

Sensitivity Feature Designation Categories
High World Heritage Sites, Scheduled Monuments

Medium Archaeological remains of regional importance.
Low Archaeological remains of local importance.

5.8 The magnitude of effect arising from a proposed development in relation to a given archaeological 
feature and its setting is described as substantial, moderate, slight or negligible/no change based 
on the definitions at Table 2, on the detailed setting analysis and on the HES guidance Managing 
change in the Historic Environment – Setting.

5.9 The significance of any potential effect on the setting of a feature is assessed as major, moderate, 
minor, negligible or none. The professional judgement of the significance of an effect was made 
with reference to the assessment matrix in Table 4.

Table 4: Matrix for the Assessment of the Significance of Potential Setting Effects

Magnitude of effect

Sensitivity of feature
Not sensitive Low Medium High

Substantial None Minor to 
Moderate

Moderate to 
Major Major

Moderate None Minor Moderate Moderate to 
Major

Slight None Negligible Minor Minor to 
Moderate

Negligible/ No 
change None None None None

Methodology for the Preparation of Viewpoint Photographs and Photomontages

5.10 The following provides a description of the method used for producing viewpoint visualisations, 
including baseline imagery and representations of the development proposal. Images have 
been prepared to meet the requirements of ‘Type 4’ visualisations described in the Landscape 
Institute Technical Guidance Note 06/19 Visual Representation of Development Proposals (TGN 
06/19), published in September 2019.

5.11 Viewpoint photographs have been taken with a Sony ILCE7ii full frame digital camera with a 
50mm prime lens. A levelled tripod and a panoramic tripod head have been used to capture a 
series of overlapping images towards the site. The position of viewpoints has been established 
by reference to aerial photography, GPS readings and Lidar data.

5.12 Photographs at each viewpoint have been stitched with panorama photo stitching software and 
cropped to show a 53.5° horizontal field of view, with a planar projection, creating the ‘baseline’ 
photograph at each viewpoint.    
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5.13 A 3d model referenced to British National Grid, including the proposed development, a terrain 
model, and reference features identified in the landscape, has been prepared. The terrain model 
for the site and surrounding landscape has been constructed primarily from Scotland Phase 1 
Lidar, with a resolution of 1m, simplified to 5m. Outlying areas and more distant larger landforms 
are represented by Ordnance Survey Terrain 50 data. Cameras are positioned in the 3d model at 
viewpoint locations and carefully matched to the baseline photographs using reference features 
and landform. The proposed development is modelled in a simplified form sufficient to provide 
a general impression of its scale and massing, and accurately positioned.

5.14 Outputs generated by the 3d modelling software are used to prepare a ‘photowire’ at each 
viewpoint. The photowire is prepared by overlaying the viewpoint image from the 3d model 
onto the baseline photograph, showing the position of the proposed development without 
screening from surface features such as trees or buildings. Where not substantially screened, 
a photomontage is also prepared illustrating the view to the proposals when allowing for the 
screening effect of surface features.

5.15 The baseline photograph, ‘photowire’ and, where included, photomontage are each presented 
on a half A1 sheet (841 x 297mm), with an image size of 820 x 260mm. When printed at full size, 
and held at arm’s1 length, all images are scaled to 150% (i.e. objects appear 50% larger than in 
reality). Images are therefore ‘scale verifiable’ in accordance with Landscape Institute guidance 
cited above.

The Antonine Wall

Historical Background

6.1 The historical background of the Site is dominated by the Antonine Wall which was built in 
the years following AD 142 and is the most substantial and important Roman monument in 
Scotland. The Wall extended from Bo’ness in the east to Old Kilpatrick in the west, a distance of 
some 60 km, and marked the north-west frontier of the Roman Empire between AD 140 and AD 
165. 

6.2 The Wall comprised three elements: the rampart, the ditch and the outer mound. The rampart 
was constructed of turf on a base of rough stones bounded by dressed kerbs (Breeze 2015, 72) 
and was built “to a height of ten to twelve feet, the breadth at the top being about six feet” 
(McCardle 1949, 12). On the north side of the wall was a broad, deep ditch which varied in width 
from 4.27 m to 20.73 m, although the ditch west of Bar Hill “was generally 6.10 m to 7.60 m 
wide” (Breeze 2015, 77). The material from the excavation of the ditch was tipped on the north 
side of the ditch and levelled to create a mound, or up-cast. 

6.3 Located between 15 m and 40 m south of the rampart was the Military Way, a road that linked 
the forts and fortlets, and allowed the rapid movement of troops, goods and materials. The 
Military Way was built of stone or gravel and was about 5 m wide. Forts, such as that at Bearsden, 
were constructed about every two miles along the wall, and temporary camps that housed the 
troops during construction of the wall are found at regular distances along its length.

6.4 In addition to its defensive function, the Antonine Wall was a method of frontier control whereby 
access to the Roman Empire was managed, allowing the movement of people to be monitored, 
and goods to be taxed. The Wall also played an important propaganda role in displaying the 
power of the Roman Empire, bolstered by depictions of defeated natives on the stone distance 
slabs that recorded the length of Wall sections constructed by each legion. 

6.5 Large portions of the Antonine Wall must have been upstanding in the post-Medieval period, as 
the route of the wall was mapped in the mid-seventeenth century (Gordon & Gordon ca. 1636-
52) and by General Roy in the mid-eighteenth century (Figure 2). Such were the proportions of 
the Antonine Wall that it was named “Grahame’s or Grime’s, that is the devil’s, Dyke because 
they [the local people] thought it beyond the power of man to construct” (McCardell 1949, 12).

1. The viewing distance of the images, i.e. the distance at which images should be held from the eye for 150% 
scaling is 542mm if printed at full size.  Alternatively, if images are printed to fit an A3 paper width images will 
be 100% scaled if held slightly closer to the eye (400mm approx.). 
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Inscription as a World Heritage Site

6.6 The Antonine Wall is a component part of the Frontiers of the Roman Empire UNESCO World 
Heritage Site and was inscribed in 2008. The Statement of Outstanding Universal Value for the 
FRE(AW)WHS as contained in the decision notice of the World Heritage Committee outlines the 
exceptional cultural significance of the Antonine Wall:

“The Antonine Wall fully illustrates the effort of building the Limes on the frontiers 
of the Roman Empire, at the time of its apogee and greatest extension in the British 
Isles and worldwide (middle of the 2nd century AD). It embodies a high degree 
of expertise in the technical mastery of earthen defensive constructions, in the 
construction of a strategic system of forts and camps, and in the general military 
organisation of the Limes. The Antonine Wall also demonstrates the diffusion of the 
military and civil engineering of the Roman civilisation to the whole of Europe and 
the Mediterranean world.”

6.7 The Antonine Wall meets three of the selection criteria for inscription as a World Heritage Site, 
(ii), (iii) and (iv):

(ii) The Antonine Wall is one of the significant elements of the Roman Limes present in 
Europe, The Middle East and North Africa. It exhibits important interchanges of human 
and cultural values at the time of the apogee of the Roman Empire;

(iii) The Antonine Wall bears testimony to the maximum extension of the Roman Empire, by 
the consolidation of its frontiers in the north of the British Isles, in the middle of the 2nd 
Century AD. The property illustrates the Roman Empire’s ambition to dominate the world 
in order to establish its law and way of life there in a long-term perspective;

(iv) The Antonine Wall is an outstanding example of the technological development of Roman 
military architecture and frontier defence.

Baseline Assessment

7.1 The baseline assessment found that there are three known cultural heritage sites within the Site. 
These are a quarry, the site of a post-medieval farm building and the site of a row of worker’s 
cottages. Both are of post-medieval/early modern date and are of unknown cultural heritage 
significance.

7.2 Within the surrounding 200 m buffer are a further five cultural heritage sites, including the 
buffer zone for the World Heritage Site.

7.3 The NRHE was checked on 30th July 2021. Any additions to this record made after that date 
have not been included in this assessment. Information from the North Lanarkshire HER has 
been requested.

7.4 The archaeological periods referred to conform to those ascribed by the Scottish Archaeological 
Research Framework (ScARF).

7.5 In the following assessment, the text in parenthesis (CHS and number) refers to the cultural 
heritage sites noted at Appendix B and on Figure 1.

Prehistoric, Roman and early medieval sites (8000 BC – AD 600)

7.6 There are no known prehistoric sites within the Site although one is recorded within the 200 m 
buffer.

7.7 A polished stone axehead (CHS 3) found in a steep uncultivated field beyond 57 Hillside in the 
early 1970s. This artefact suggests that prehistoric ritual took place within the vicinity.
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7.8 There are no known Roman remains within the Site. The buffer zone for the FRE(AW)WHS (CHS 
1) abuts the north-east area of the Site while the Antonine Wall (CHS 8) lies to the north, outwith 
the 200m study area buffer. 

7.9 No Medieval remains are known within the Site or within the surrounding 200 m buffer.

Medieval sites (AD 600 - AD 1600)

7.10 No cultural heritage sites of medieval date are known within the Site.

7.11 Within the 200 m buffer, Pont’s late sixteenth century map recorded the Antonine Wall (CHS 8), 
although its route does not tally with modern maps of the Wall.

Post-medieval and modern sites (AD 1600- Present)

7.12 There is one known cultural heritage site of post-medieval date within the Site and a further two 
are located within the 200 m buffer. 

7.13 The sixteenth and seventeenth century maps consulted recorded no useful information 
about the Site and contained very little about the surrounding area, although all recorded the 
placename of Croy (Pont 1583-96; Gordon and Gordon 1636-52; Pont and Blaeu 1654). 

7.14 Roy’s mid eighteenth-century map (Figure 2) recorded Croy Hill and Barr Hill, the locations 
of Roman Forts. A farmstead named Drumback lay to the south of Croy Hill and an unnamed 
farmstead lay to the north-east of Drumback. The land-use within the Site was not specified but, 
from the topography and the location of Drumback farmstead, it is likely to have been at least 
partly agricultural. 

7.15 By 1818, the village of Croy was a small settlement of approximately five buildings on either side 
of what is now Constarry Road (Wood 1818).

Figure 2: Excerpt from Roy’s 1747-55 Military Survey of Scotland with approximate Site location. Reproduced 
with permission of the Trustees of the National Library of Scotland.
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7.16 The first map to accurately depict the Site and the surrounding area was the First Edition 
Ordnance Survey map of 1864 (Figure 3). This map showed that the Site was then enclosed 
agricultural land most probably associated with Dumback farm. A rectangular building (CHS 4) 
and two small enclosures lay within the Site.

7.17 The 1899 Ordnance Survey map showed that Croy Quarry (CHS 2) was by then operational and 
a row of buildings (CHS 5), presumably worker’s cottages, lay within the south-west area of the 
Site. 

7.18 The 1922 Ordnance Survey map showed that the quarry (CHS 2) had been extended to the 
north-east. Outwith the Site, Holy Cross primary school (CHS 6) and Holy Cross church (CHS 7) 
had been built.

7.19 Subsequent Ordnance Survey maps recorded further expansion of the quarrying operations to 
the east and north-east and by 1970, the entire Site had been quarried (Figure 4). 

Previous Investigations

7.20 As far as can be ascertained, no previous archaeological investigations have been carried out 
within the Site.

Vertical Aerial Photograph and Satellite Imagery

7.21 Three sets of vertical aerial photographs from the twentieth century were available for on-line 
examination for this assessment (Appendix A). 

7.22 The images demonstrated that the quarry remained operational throughout the period 1950 to 
1978. 

7.23 No previously unrecorded cultural heritage sites were noted on the aerial photographs consulted.

Figure 3: Excerpt from 1864 Ordnance Survey 6” map Dunbartonshire, sheet XXV with Site location. Reproduced 
with permission of the Trustees of the National Library of Scotland.
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