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1.

Castle Top, Lea Bridge &
High Peak Junction in
Context

CONTEXT
AREA

OF

THE

CONSERVATION

The World Heritage Site (WHS) was inscribed in
December 2001. The whole of the Derwent valley
falls within the “buffer zone”, which is primarily
the landscape setting of the valley, extending from
ridge to ridge. A “buffer zone” is required by
UNESCO to safeguard the setting of the site.

The district of Derbyshire Dales covers an area of
approximately 79,000 hectares (307 square miles),
of which over half falls within the Peak District
National Park. The area is mostly rural in character
and comprises some of the most diverse and
scenically beautiful areas in Britain. The Planning
Authority for the area outside the National Park is
Derbyshire Dales District Council. The largest
settlements are the towns of Matlock, Ashbourne
and Wirksworth.

Castle Top, Lea Bridge & High Peak Junction was
first designated a conservation area on 6th
November 1990. It was carried out in conjunction
with Amber Valley Borough Council, so that the
boundaries were contiguous, in recognition of the
historic industrial significance of the Lea valley.

Castle Top and High Peak Junction lie respectively
half a mile and a mile from Cromford, which is 3
miles south of Matlock. The conservation area is
largely unpopulated, with the exception of several
houses that lie along the A6, six dwellings at Castle
Top & Bow Wood, and two houses at Lea Bridge.

A few of the historic buildings within the village are
listed buildings. There are two scheduled
monuments; SAM DR 245, which includes The
Workshop, Offices & Terminus at High Peak
Junction, The Weighbridge and the Wharf
Transhipment Shed, and SAM DR 188, which
includes High Peak Pumphouse & Wigwell
Aqueduct. All of these designations are listed in
Appendix 1.

The conservation area is made up of four very
different character areas, which were pulled
together under one conservation area designation in
1990.
Castle Top lies to the north-east of Lea Road,
which runs between Cromford and Lea Bridge.
The conservation area boundary follows the route
of this road and includes two farms and associated
ancillary buildings and cottages at Castle Top Farm
& Bow Wood Farm. The conservation area then
includes a stretch of ancient woodland called Bow
Wood, the land between this and Lea Road and a
number of buildings at Lea Bridge, that fall just
within the administrative area of Derbyshire Dales,
on the border with Amber Valley.
The conservation area includes the terminus of the
Cromford & High Peak Railway, which meets the
Cromford Canal at High Peak Junction and a
section of the Cromford Canal running between
the River Derwent, at the foot of Lea Wood, and
High Peak Junction.
The Derwent Valley Mills is a World Heritage Site
and extends from the site of Masson Mill, at the
northern perimeter of the Cromford Conservation
Area, southwards down the valley to the Silk Mill at
Derby. High Peak Junction and the section of the
Cromford Canal that lies within the conservation
area falls within the World Heritage Site, as does
the section of Lea Mills that falls within Smedley’s
mills complex. Several areas fall outside the World
Heritage Site; Castle Top & Bow Wood and the
section of the Cromford & High Peak Railway that
lies beyond the A6.
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2. Origins & Development
•

Topography & Geology

•

Historic Development

ORIGINS AND DEVELOPMENT

The visual relationship of the different elements of
the topography and their containment within the
steep sided Derwent valley connect these disparate
areas. Their common industrial heritage is an
important thread that ties these areas together.

Topography & Geology
The conservation area designation for Castle Top,
Lea Bridge & High Peak Junction includes four
very disparate character areas. These fall either in
the bottom of the Derwent or Lea valleys or cling
onto the slopes:
•
Castle Top, the farmhouse, farm buildings
and its immediate setting, home of the writer
Alison Uttley, which is located high up
above the Derwent valley and a group of
18th & 19th century buildings perched on
the valley sides in small clusters of farmstead
development
•
Bow Wood, the semi-natural ancient
woodland overlooking the Derwent and Lea
valleys
•
Lea Bridge, the location for the “John
Smedley” knitwear factory and the original
Nightingale cotton mill, which sits at the
bottom of the Lea valley
•
High Peak Junction, the major component
of the Cromford and High Peak Railway
terminus where it meets the Cromford
Canal, within the Derwent valley floor

Historic Development
Castle Top
“Castle Top” is a gritstone outcrop, on a steep
escarpment on the north-east side of the Derwent
valley, upon which stands a small farm.
The origins of the name Castle Top are obscure.
There is a reference to “le Castelker” in 1415 in the
Duchy of Lancaster records. After that, the next
reference we have is Burdett’s map of 1767. It is
unlikely that there was an early building on this site
that could equate to the description of a castle, as
there is no documentary support for this. Perhaps it
had a defensive role at one time protecting the
trade route from the major lead producing area. It
may have been simply a made-up name, attributed
to a landscape feature, which caught-on in the 18th
century. Certainly, the knoll can be seen for a long
distance within the valley and can be clearly
identified from The Hill in Cromford. The
farmbuildings sit astride the rocky outcrop and
form a plain elevation from immediately below,
punctuated with only the occasional ventilation
slot. This view may have given the impression of a
castle sitting upon a defensive crag from a far
distance in the valley below.

At this point within the Derwent valley, just south
of Cromford, the geology has changed to Millstone
Grit, which supports acid loving species, although
the soils on the slopes are generally poor and
traditionally associated with woodland. The valley is
generous and broad with steep sides, providing
wide views across the valley from high level. The
west side of the valley is heavily wooded, and the
east side less so. The valley bottom has a broad
flood plain, and is regularly flooded so has only
ever been used as intermittent pasture. The valley
tapers to a narrower section as it passes Lea Wood,
at the southern tip of the conservation area.
The valley contains several linear features, partly
disguised by the dense tree cover. Road, canal, river
and railway all meander through the valley,
sometimes passing very close and sometimes
crossing each other. The tree cover in the valley
has increased as a result of the creation of the
transport corridors, particularly the Cromford
Canal and the railway line. Difficulties with access
between these linear features has meant that
sycamore and other species have self-sown and
grown with little management.
The Lea valley, which runs north-south, was
formed by the Lea Brook, which enters the
Derwent near the current Severn Trent sewage
works.

Pl. 1 Extract from Sanderson’s County Map of 1835
2

The outcrop appears on Burdett’s County map of
Derbyshire (1767, updated 1791). It is given some
prominence, equal to a number of settlements,
farms and landmarks, but it is apparently the
landmark, not the farm, which is being described.
In order to see the outcrop clearly, its significance
at this time must have meant that the beech woods
below were either immature or, more likely, did not
exist. From the outcrop there would have been
clear views up the valley to Cromford Bridge. From
Cromford, there are prominent views of Castle Top
from both Willersley Castle & Rock House.

Castle Top Farm is best known as the birthplace
and childhood home of the writer Alison Uttley
(1884-1976). She was born Alice Jane Taylor at
Castle Top Farm on 17th December 1884. Her
family had lived there for several generations. The
1848 Tithe Award describes the tenant as William
Taylor. The family were tenant farmers to the

A road running down from the ridge (now used
mainly as a public path) called Castle Top Road is
clearly marked on the Matlock Enclosure map
(c1784) and is described in the award as “a private
carriage and public drift road”. It ran from
Hearthstone down to Castle Top Farm (it was later
called Harston Lane – 1880 1st edition OS).
This road was described by Alison Uttley as “the
old highway, dating from long before any of the
roads in the valley. We knew, from family tradition,
that the packhorses travelled along it, and that lead
from the Roman mines in the hills was once carried
down its winding slopes on ponies’ backs”. The
enclosure map shows clearly that the site of Castle
Top Farm was owned by Elizabeth Traviss, a
freeholder, and that the land was not included in
the enclosure award, presumably enclosed by
private agreement sometime earlier.

Pl. 3 Castle Top Farm circa 1950, from the Original
“Campedia” Album
Arkwright family, who owned the land, bought
sometime in the first half of the 19th century. The
whole of the estate was described in the Tithe
Award as “Brown’s Wood Estate”, and was then
owned by Peter Arkwright. The Arkwrights used
Castle Top for shooting parties. They had
converted the original house circa 1850 into a more
plush and modern house, more suited to receiving
their shooting parties. The date of the original
house is not known but it was described by Alison
Uttley in “Ambush of Young Days” and was
probably late 17th century, given the remaining
evidence on site;
“The old house where my ancestors lived was partly rebuilt
when my father was young, on the same foundations, with the
same thick walls. I saw a water-colour painting of the older
house when I was five, a stone gabled house with large red
and white roses growing over it, and a rounded moss-covered
wall surrounding it, similar to the house I knew, but the
wall was now gone, and the grindlestone had been taken
away from the lawn.”
Alison Uttley is best known for her children’s
books, her first being “The Squirrel, the Hare and
the Little Grey Rabbit”, published in 1929.
However, she wrote many adult books, most of
which involve an account of her home in
Derbyshire, either as a reminiscence or as an
evocation of the place; “The Country
Child” (1931), “Ambush of Young Days” (1937),
“High Meadows” (1938) and “The Farm on the
Hill” (1941). Her style can be likened to Beatrix

Pl. 2 Portrait of Alison Uttley c1930
3
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Pl. 4 Matlock Tithe Map of 1848/49

Potter, who was similarly affected by her local
environment, although Alison did not illustrate her
books and instead collaborated with several
illustrators over the years.

of Castle Top Farm, which were probably
established on the better quality soils and formed as
an “assart” (a clearing in the mainly wooded area),
possibly the result of landslip, which characterises
the geology. The cottages at the foot of Castle Top,
which are approached from Dark Lane, were built
over a long period. They were owned by the
Nightingale family. They all appear on the Manor
of Matlock Tithe map of 1848/49. The earliest of
these is The Gables, which sits in the middle of the
south-west facing group. It dates from c1700 and
has chamfered mullioned windows, projecting
stone dormers and a chamfered door surround with
a distinctive fluted keystone. Bow Wood Farm,
which sits on the lower pasture just above Lea
Road and nestles underneath the group of cottages,
is a late 18th century farm complex and was
probably built by the Nightingale family.
Immediately above this is a cottage with deeply
chamfered mullioned windows (Rose Cottage).
This appears to have started life as a barn and to
have been converted into an agricultural workers
cottage. The use of mullions, and projecting
dormer reflects the character of the cottage slightly
higher up the hill, The Gables, but the stonework is
very roughly dressed, almost rock-faced and it

Alison Uttley paints a picture of her home and the
surrounding landscape in her writing, based on her
memories of childhood. As she only started writing
properly in her forties, her accounts of her
childhood home are entirely from memory and
have the golden glow of nostalgia about them.
The conservation area designation is important as
much for the landscape and the farm, so vividly
described in her accounts, as it is for the fact that it
was her childhood home. When Alison Uttley’s
father managed the farm it was 50 acres. The fields
described by her and their names appear on the
Tithe map. Of all the fields that fell within the
farm, only Whitefield, alongside the house, falls
within the conservation area. The land was broken
up and sold in 1957, when the main farmhouse and
outbuildings were kept together with 6 acres of
land, including the beech woods below.
There are several other small cottages in the vicinity
4

would appear that it was carried out in the mid to
late 19th century, and was made to look like the
other cottage, to form a picturesque group when
seen from a distance.

the outcrop of gritstone at Wickey Tor is illustrated.
The north-east side of the wood is characterised by
a steep slope running down from the Wickey Tor
gritstone outcrop at the top of the hill. A lot of the
ground comprises scree and large boulders. The
next reliable map is the Sanderson county map of
1835. This describes the wood as Lea Wood,
although the bottom farm is still identified as Bow
Wood. The central cleared area, surrounded by a
drystone wall, is also shown, and it is described in
1848 as Bage Close, in arable use. Its original
purpose is unclear, but there is a similar cleared
enclosure within Crich Chase, further down the
valley, also known for coppicing in association with
producing white coal. It is possible that this area,
which is easily accessible from the main path
running through the wood, was set aside as a
preparation area for felled trees and branches to be
sorted, sawn and the white coal to be stacked. The
main path running through the wood is broad and
contours around the hill providing a relatively level
surface. It is bound with gritstone pitching in
various places, important for continual activity
from packhorses.

The other cottage in the row (1 Bow Wood
Cottages) was built as a pair probably in the early
19th century. Lastly, Sunny Bank, a small cottage
that sits on its own appears to be contemporary
with the farm below.
Bow Wood
Bow Wood is an ancient semi-natural woodland on
gritstone, on a south and west-facing slope, with a
long history of early industrial activity. Ancient
woods are defined as those where there has been
continuous woodland cover since at least 1600AD.
The first recorded mention of Bow Wood appears
in 1344, in a title deed, when it is recorded as
Boughwode. At a similar date there are references
to Boghmedwe (Bow Meadow), and a meadow
called le Heyhe “enclosed between the Bow Wood
and the land of Geoffrey son of John”. The
whereabouts of these is currently not known
although they must have been in the vicinity of the
wood. There was also a reference in 1353 to a
“parcel of pasture and wood called Le Coumbes”,
the woodland to the north of Bow Wood, now
called “Le Coumbs”. In 1362 Bow Wood is
referred to as “a toft”. By the time of the 1848
Tithe Award the whole of Bow Wood Estate &
Coumbs Wood were owned by William Edward
Nightingale.

The Woodland Trust, who own a large part of Bow
Wood, describe it as follows:
“Given its steep and rocky terrain it is almost certain that
Bow Wood was never cultivated or converted to pasture. It
appears in documents of the 16th century as “Boghewode”
when restrictions were placed on the wood with others in the
vicinity to prevent tree felling for purposes other than lead
smelting. The production of lead in these woods dates back to
the middle ages and was carried out on site using white coal
produced in the wood. The open hearth furnaces were set up
in draughty west facing slopes such as Bow Wood to get the
necessary air circulation into the fire.….Some 19th century
landscape planting of beech was carried out, but the last
major period of interference took place when the east section
of the wood was largely cleared for the war effort during the
first world war. There is some evidence of a large scale fire
(bark burning scars) in the same area that would have
occurred in the last few decades.”

Much of the oak/ birch woodland has been heavily
modified in the past by coppicing for lead
production. Many of the oaks are poor stunted
specimens and usually multi-stemmed.
The
proximity of lead smelting mills at both Cromford
and Lea, and the requirement for “white coal” as
part of the lead smelting process (both the early
process using bole hills and the later process at the
smelting mills), would have brought local woodland
into use for coppice. Coppice wood was dried out
in “Q-Pits” to form “white coal”. Drying the wood
eliminated smoke, which would have made it
difficult for the smelters to keep the necessary close
observation of the process. The hearths were
known as “Q-Pits” because of their roughly circular
shape punctuated by a diagonal entrance pointing
downhill. The examples found at Bow Wood are
on the south-facing slope. “Q-Pits” date from the
late 16th century until the advent of the coke
furnace in the mid 18th century.

Lea Bridge
The history of the development of Lea Bridge
(specifically the part that is included within the
conservation area) starts with the use of the Lea
Brook in association with the lead smelting process,
although it probably had a much earlier history
associated with the use of the brook for
waterpower, for at least one cornmill. Corn mills
are well documented at “Lee”, the earliest being a
reference of 1362 to two mills.

The woodland is not identified separately on
Burdett’s map of Derbyshire, but the topography of

The name used in Domesday Book (1086) was
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Lede, meaning “the clearing”, an indirect reference
to the heavily wooded character of the local valleys.

Nightingale had opened Lea Mills in 1784 as a
cotton spinning mill but was using Arkwright
machinery without licence (the building still stands
within the Smedleys Mills complex, surrounded by
later buildings). This was on a limited scale, as the
weaving shop contained only 11 calico looms. He
must have seen this as a speculative venture as
Nightingale maintained his interests in the
traditional Derbyshire lead industry.

The lead smelting mills at Lea were in existence in
1707 and were probably established much earlier in
the 16th century. Waterpower was used to drive the
huge bellows needed to provide a continual draught
and lead smelting mills were established in several
locations in the Derwent Valley, using the power of
various tributaries.

In 1818 Nightingale’s mill was leased to John
Smedley. The Smedley family spent some time
attempting to make a success of spinning wool, but
specialised in the production of muslin and
spinning cotton. Following experiments in the
1820s in mixing cotton and merino wool, the
company became established at producing fine
quality knitwear. A plan of c1860 (Derwent Valley
Mills Partnership) shows all of the mill
development located to the east of the brook (now
within Amber Valley), but the millworkers’ cottages
of 1783 are not illustrated, so there is potential for
other structures on the west side of the brook.
During the 19th century the site became more
focussed on knitting and hosiery manufacture and
in 1893 it became a limited company. The firm still
occupies the site today, as the international
knitwear company John Smedley & Co.

The part of Lea that falls within the conservation
area at Lea Bridge is associated with the Nightingale
family.
The Nightingale family came into national
prominence in association with Richard Arkwright,
but their wealth had grown several generations
earlier in association with lead mining. It was
Thomas Nightingale (1665-1735) who first
established the family’s prosperity.
Up until 1714 Thomas Nightingale is referred to in
historic documents as a yeoman (an independent
farmer), but after this date he refers to himself as
“lead merchant” (Wood, Derbyshire Miscellany
1987) and by 1707 he had acquired the Manor of
Lea and had a half-share in the “Cowhey smelting
mills at Lea and Lea Woods”. Lea Woods,
described in this context, probably supplied the
mills with fuel (white coal and charcoal). The
“smelt” was a busy site. It was located just above
the current site of Smedleys Mills and is shown on
the 1835 Sanderson County map, where it is
described as “Smelting Mill”. It had two mills and
20 acres of poisoned land around them with 140
acres of coppiced woodland to supply fuel to them
(Wood, 1997). Eventually, on his death, Thomas’s
half-share in the mills and woods went to his
second son Peter, as well as all his mines and
mineral possessions. In 1737 Peter Nightingale
bought the other half of the mills, woods and other
land and properties.

The route of the Lea Brook forms the boundary of
the two administrative areas of Derbyshire Dales
and Amber Valley, created in 1974. The part of the
site that lies within Derbyshire Dales District falls
on the west side of the boundary. The mill complex
straddles the boundary, although the major part lies
within Amber Valley.
A number of buildings within the Smedleys mill site
fall within Derbyshire Dales. These include a
terraced row of millworkers cottages, dating from
1783, and a range of eight 19th century knitting
sheds (c1870). In addition, in the conservation area
there are several houses running along the north
side of Lea Road, all of which were built after 1900.

The vast extent of the land owned by Peter
Nightingale is clearly shown on the Matlock
enclosure map, where his name appears repeatedly.
The whole of the area to the east of Castle Top
Road is shown as owned by Peter Nightingale,
probably most of the Lea valley, as well as large
tracts of land elsewhere in the parish.

High Peak Junction
High Peak Junction is the earliest surviving railway
and canal interchange, which was used primarily for
transhipment, for local goods, although the railway
was originally envisaged as a through-route linking
Manchester with Nottingham. Today it is the start
of the High Peak Trail, a long distance footpath
and cycle route that follows the route of the railway
line. The main components of the junction survive
from the 19th century.

Peter Nightingale, the second son of Thomas
Nightingale, died in 1763. It was his son, also Peter,
who is famed for his connections with Richard
Arkwright, and was the defendant in the nationally
acclaimed test-case of patent in the Court of
Common Pleas of 17th February 1785. Peter

The historic development of the canal and the
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Pl. 5 Cromford Canal - Leawood Aqueduct and the River Derwent circa 1915
railway, which were constructed 30 years apart, are
traced separately.

He wrote to Philip Gell; “I am fear full of the proposed
alteration. In taking the water so soon as it leaves the cotton
mill will be an inconvenience and a loss to me.”

Cromford Canal

The professional group included Joseph Outram of
Alfreton, Estate Agent and Commissioner for
Enclosures, and his son Benjamin Outram, who
was soon elected as full-time resident engineer, a
title amended to “Superintendent of the Making of
the Canal” in October 1789. William Jessop was
appointed principal engineer.

The Cromford Canal, built between 1792 and 1794,
linked Cromford with Pinxton and the Erewash
Canal at Langley Bridge. Its primary purpose was
to serve the mid Derbyshire coalfield, with the
Cromford off-shoot being promoted by local
industrialists seeing an opportunity to reach their
markets for minerals more quickly and efficiently.
The promoters came from the minor gentry of
Derbyshire and the professional classes. The
leading member of this self-appointed group was
Philip Gell. Their interests included: the Crich and
Lea limestone and gritstone quarries, the
Alderwasley ironworks and Lea lead-smelting
works. The lead works at Lea was by this time one
of the largest lead-smelting sites in Derbyshire.
Eventually the canal transported in bulk - coal,
coke, gritstone, limestone, lead, iron and ironstone,
cotton goods being only a small and relatively
insignificant proportion of the trade.
It is perhaps natural that as the canal terminus is at
Cromford Wharf and that the source of the feed is
from the Cromford Sough and Bonsall Brook,
adjacent to Arkwright’s mills, that it should be
generally thought that Arkwright was the main
influence behind the establishment of the canal. In
fact, this is not the case and he was only brought in
later in the day to support the canal. But he was
uncooperative and suspicious of the impact of the
canal on the waterpower he needed for the mills
and was much distrusted by his fellow proprietors.

Pl. 6 High Peak Junction from the Tithe map of 1841
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One of the many engineering challenges was
crossing the River Derwent at the foot of Lea
Wood. This they achieved with an enormous
single-span arched bridge with rusticated voussoirs,
measuring 73 metres across (the Wigwell
Aqueduct). This was the second bridge, the first
having collapsed during construction. It falls within
the conservation area on the administrative
boundary between Derbyshire Dales and Amber
Valley. The stature and quality of this bridge can
only be appreciated from below on the banks of the
River Derwent.

wagons up the inclines.

The canal eventually opened in 1794 and the
Leawood Arm opened in 1802, built by Peter
Nightingale to serve a wharf at Lea Bridge.

Pl. 7 View up incline at High Peak Junction,
10th September 1928

The main water supply to the canal was from the
Cromford Sough, which was in turn fed by water
extracted from lead soughs from workings in the
Wirksworth area. A supply of pumped water from
the lead soughs was dwindling by the mid 19th
century, and 1844 was a particularly dry year. By
then lead workings were almost all worked out in
the area. In an urgent measure to provide a water
supply to the upper levels of the canal, the Lea
Wood Pump-house was built in 1849 to pump
water from the Derwent into the Canal.

In its original inception as a regional link, the
Cromford & High Peak Railway was a considerable
disappointment, although the greater part survived
in service until the 1960s. Although limestone was
seen as a worthwhile traffic, by far the greatest
flows were expected to be of a through nature,
diverted in part from existing but roundabout canal
routes. For a variety of reasons this traffic never
reached the levels anticipated.
The original engineer was Josias Jessop. Jessop’s
survey took the railway 33 miles from its junction
with the Peak Forest Canal at Whaley Bridge
through to that with the Cromford Canal, at
Cromford. The route followed was essentially that
of a canal, with more or less level sections
following the contours, sometimes circuitously, and
generally modest earthworks, plus three tunnels,
linked with rope-worked inclines. Jessop had
considered the use of locomotives, but it was only
in 1834 that steam locomotives were employed.
Until then, the railway was horse-drawn.

With the arrival of the railway in the valley in 1849,
operations on the canal slowed down and in August
1852 the canal was sold to the Manchester, Buxton,
Matlock and Midlands Junction Railway. By 1870
the Midland Railway owned outright both the canal
and the mainline railway. After several collapses in
the Butterley tunnel section it closed in 1900, but
the short section between Hartshay and Cromford
continued in use until 1944.
It is now owned and managed by Derbyshire
County Council as a leisure and recreational route.

The Cromford Tithe map of 1841 shows in detail
the layout of High Peak Junction before the arrival
of the Manchester Buxton Matlock and Midlands
Junction Railway in 1849. The main buildings that
survive today can be seen on this map, with the
exception of an engine shed, demolished in the
1970s, and another building (possibly an engine
shed) that lay between the workshops and the
transhipment shed. The surviving buildings include
the Railway Workshops and a pair of semi-detached
houses (one of which was the Railway Agents
house) and their outbuildings. Slightly further along
the canal are the Goods Transhipment Shed, Ticket
Office and a row of four cottages, parallel with the
turnpike road (now the A6). To this were added
the Lengthsman’s Cabin (c1853), Railway Mens’
Quarters & Drill Room (c1853) and the
Weighbridge Office (c1880-1898).

Cromford and High Peak Railway
The Cromford and High Peak Railway (CHPR),
which opened in 1830, was one of the earliest
railways in Britain and a major feat of nineteenth
century engineering. Promoted in the mid-1820s,
the Cromford & High Peak Railway was conceived
to link the Cromford and the Peak Forest Canals
and ultimately to link the rapidly industrialising
towns of the north west and the Nottingham/
Derby area and from there to London. At this time
the comparative advantages of turnpikes, canals
and railways were far from clear. It was seen as an
economic alternative to canals, made possible by
engineering advances, particularly steam power,
which enabled stationary steam engines to pull
8

A number of important structures were built at the
same time and are still evident today – the incline &
Sheep Pasture catch-pit, retaining walls and raised
paddock for the working horses and water tanks.
In 1849 a railway line was built as part of the main
network connecting with the Midland Railway line
at Ambergate. After the construction of the railway
line a long section of track was put in (1853) to
directly connect the CHPR with the mainline just
downstream of the railway bridge over the
Derwent, known as Bridge No. 15. The track
followed the line of a footpath, running through
the woods, and first appears on the Ordnance
Survey map of 1880.
After this rail link, through traffic on the CHPR
was negligible. Ten years after opening, the High
Peak carried less than half the total tonnage
estimated by Jessop, and took barely a quarter of
the revenue.
The High Peak achieved a measure of security
when it was taken over by the London & North
Western Railway, the largest of a later generation of
main-line companies.
The railway continued to feed limestone traffic into
the mainline system for many decades. However
the route’s early origins, with the consequential
tortuous alignments and tight clearances, meant
that the larger, more economical wagons of the
1960s could not be used without expensive
alterations to the infrastructure. The line finally
closed between 1967-73. Derbyshire County
Council and the Peak District National Park
Authority took over much of the route to turn it
into a long distance cycleway and footpath, the
High Peak Trail.
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3. Archaeological Significance

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SIGNIFICANCE OF
THE AREA
Although there is little evidence for human
occupation within the bottom of the valley before
the 17th century, the nature of the flood plain is that
the meandering course of the river and large floods
over millennia may have preserved early
archaeological evidence buried under the silt and
gravel.
The steeper-sided valleys supported some small
farmsteads, although the earliest of these are
generally only 18th century in origin, but the
potential for archaeology is not as great, with one
major exception; the evidence for white coal and
charcoal production within Bow Wood, Coumbs
Wood and Lea Wood. The “Q-Pits” and physical
remains associated with white coal production are
increasingly being recognised for their
archaeological interest and there are associated
well-preserved packhorse routes. It is important in
the context of the very early industrial development
of this part of Derbyshire in association with lead
mining.
The principal, recognised, identifiable
archaeological interest lies in the industrial
archaeology of the valley, particularly the Cromford
Canal and the Cromford and High Peak Railway.
The Leawood Pumphouse of 1849 is a scheduled
monument along with the Wigwell Aqueduct of
1794. A number of structures at High Peak
Junction are included within a separate scheduling,
where the canal and railway meet. The Cromford
and High Peak Railway is one of the earliest
railways in Britain and unique in that it was
conceived as a dry canal using rails rather than
water and instead of locks it used, at first horses,
and then steam-powered, stationary, winding
engines to raise the wagons up the inclines.
Although only small parts of High Peak Junction
are scheduled, it is the complete entity of the
railway that is of archaeological significance.
Along the route of the Lea Brook, evidence for
early corn mills, a Hat Factory, and the Nightingale
mill and its associated buildings are also of
significance in the industrial development of the
valley.
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4. Architectural & Historic
Quality
x
x

Key Buildings
Building Materials &
Architectural Details

ARCHITECTURAL
QUALITY

AND

HISTORIC

Preamble
The architectural quality of a place derives from a
combination of the form of its buildings and how
they fit into their setting, the contribution of
particular designed elements, the richness or
distinctiveness of its materials and the state of
preservation of all these things. There are 6
individual listed buildings within the conservation
area. There are also 2 Scheduled Monuments.
The architecture of the valley can be characterised
into two areas: the buildings at Castle Top & Bow
Wood, where development took place over several
hundred years, and those at High Peak Junction,
where development alongside the canal took place
in a narrow time frame between 1825 and the
1880s.
There are a few architectural set-pieces; the
Leawood Pumphouse and Wigwell Aqueduct. Both
were once prominent in long range views across the
valley, but are now masked by dense tree cover.
The architecture of the conservation area is
dominated by pinkish-coloured stone buildings that
are absorbed into their surroundings by either the
hilly setting or the dense tree-cover that lines the
routes of the river, railway, road and canal. The
retaining walls running between the railway line,
canal and A6 incorporate some massive structures
that are now moss-covered and largely hidden by
trees from long distance views across the valley.

CHPR buildings at High Peak Junction - the ticket office
(above), weighbridge office (top) and buildings aligned with
the track-bed at the Workshops (below) all have a simple
linear character; utilitarian buildings linked together by the
topographical constraints

Key Buildings
Cromford & High Peak Railway structures
The buildings at CHPR are quite plain and simple
buildings, tied together through the common use of
materials rather than any over-arching design. They
were utilitarian & evolved over time to
accommodate changes in function & technology.
Although the character of this section of the
conservation area is dominated by the Wharf Shed
and the High Peak Junction Workshops, the
ancillary buildings make a significant contribution.
Their long, narrow, linear character was dictated by
the location of the rails and route of the track bed.

CHPR where the space opens out and where
historically there was much activity. At High Peak
Junction it is the workshops that dominate the
group, but the main working area and marshalling
yard was adjacent to the canal. Further along the
canal at the wharf, it is The Trans-shipment
(Wharf) Shed that dominates the group and the
surrounding spaces were dominated by rails. In
both cases the spaces are connected by high
retaining walls and some very large engineered

Together, they comprise some of the earliest
surviving railway buildings and as a virtually
complete group, they are of national significance.
There are two main groups of buildings at the
11

structures; at the foot of the Sheep Pasture Incline
it is the bridges and tunnels and retaining walls, at
the Wharf Shed it is the embanked access drives
and retaining walls to the former horse paddock.

well preserved. When they became redundant, they
either sat empty or were adapted to low-key uses
and, because of the economic climate, there was no
pressure to find an alternative use. In many cases
their timely rescue by the County Council has
enabled them to be sensitively restored, without
major alteration.

The Trans-shipment Wharf Shed alongside the canal – a
major focal point from the towpath
The important groups are:
x

The group at High Peak Junction
Workshops, including the Water Tank

x

The group formed by the railway workers
houses on the A6, stables & outbuildings

x

The Wharf Shed, ticket office, Wharf
cottages (known as High Peak Cottages) &
barn

x

The Lengthman’s Cabin, Weighbridge Office
& retaining walls

Leawood Pumphouse - the structure incorporates
a massive beam engine

Pl. 8 View along the CHPR, when it was still operating in
the mid 20th century, with the Wharf on the right & the
Pumphouse clearly visible in the distance (middle left)
The Leawood Pumphouse, with its 95’ tapering
octagonal chimney, is a substantial gritstone
building, with a monumental quality. The use of
rock-faced gritstone with massive rusticated
voussoirs and giant triangular pediments suggests a
building of immense power, power which was
contained within its walls by the steam-driven beam
engine. It is a small temple to industry, in character

Railway Agents House & Loco House on the A6, a
prominent local landmark in a distinctive late Georgian style
Canal buildings & structures
In general, the canal & CHPR buildings are very
12

more akin to a classical church, a proud design and
a totally unnecessary extravagance. It was clearly a
major landmark in its day, primarily designed to be
seen in views from both directions along the canal
and CHPR railway line, although it is now largely
hidden by tree cover.

Brown’s Bridge, a small
local landmark at High
Peak Junction reconstructed but still an
important means to connect
the two sides of the canal

The Swing Bridge
(Brown’s Bridge), in its
original form, predates
the creation of High
Peak Junction for the
CHPR, and formed a
link with a former group
of buildings near the
river called the Junction
Inn.

Massive retaining walls between railway and canal. The
railway was re-routed circa 1880 to follow its current
alignment, passing immediately below the canal. The walls
(above) date from this period. The ramped walls (below) once
led to the Junction Inn

The Wigwell Aqueduct is an impressive, singlespan, arched bridge over the River Derwent built
with rusticated voussoirs and smaller arches, known
as “cattle creeps”, on the embankments. It was
built in 1792 and described in 1817, when Farey
states that it measures 80 feet span. This presented
a structural challenge in its day as it partly collapsed
during construction. There are now only oblique
views of this massive masonry structure available
and, to most people traversing the towpath along
the top, it is largely unnoticed. It would have been
prominent in views from the current A6 (originally
a private road belonging to Arkwright) when it was
first built, which would explain why it has such an
imposing presence & such care was taken with its
architecture. Many of the trees in this area of the
valley are protected by a Tree Preservation Order
which may cause difficulties in restoring the view.

Vernacular architecture
The houses at Castle Top & Bow Wood
incorporate a range of building periods but are
united by the use of pink and yellow Millstone Grit
and the topographical constraints, which meant
that the buildings followed the contours in several
tiers of development.
The outbuildings and farm buildings are generally

Railway engineered structures
The canal is separated from the 1849 railway by
some massive engineered retaining walls. These are
now part of the construction of the canal and have
a major impact on the setting of the canal.

Bow Wood Cottages - originally a pair of labourers cottages
(now one house)
13

built from rubblestone and have large flush quoins.
There are exceptions to this, such as the coursed
stonework of the 18th century field barn near Bow
Wood Farm.

Farm, appear to have been replaced wholesale in
the mid 19th century. The rock-faced finish is a
clue to their origins as the original copings of the
18th century buildings would have been finished in
smooth, tooled ashlar.

The houses were built from better quality stone;
roughly-coursed stone at The Gables (typical of a
building of c1700) ) and evenly coursed stone at the
18th century Bow Wood Farm & Sunny Bank and
the 19th century Castle Top Farmhouse & Bow
Wood Cottages. The poor quality rubblestone walls
at Rose Cottage are confusing until one realises that
this was probably once a barn, extended and
converted in the 19th century into a cottage.

Farm groups
The farms at Bow Wood and Castle Top
incorporate ancillary farm buildings, which make a
significant contribution to the character of the
conservation area. The main ranges contain the
farmhouse with an attached barn and byre, forming
an L-shaped plan, the west barn/byre range
protecting the house from the prevailing weather.

The windows at The Gables incorporate heavily
chamfered mullions and jambs and are typical of a
building of c1700, which often incorporated stonecoped gabled dormers.
Throughout the area of Castle Top & Bow Wood
there has been a large amount of repair and
replacement of materials during the 19th century.
For example, the stone-coped gables that can be
found on many of the buildings near Bow Wood

Farmhouse adapted by the Arkwright estate (above) at
Castle Top and farmhouse built by the Nightingale family of
Lea at Bow Wood (below)

House of circa 1700 - The Gables (above) - and 19th
century version, adapted from a barn, at Rose Cottage
(below). Both appear to have been developed by the
Nightingale family as part of their estate, which was
eventually sold in 1847

Detached animal shelters, removed from the main
farm groups, punctuate the hillsides, nestling into
the contours, and form the focal point of a number
of views from the footpath network. They are
characteristic of a pastoral landscape and smallscale way of farming that has been taken over by
specialisation. The buildings, in their landscape
setting, have a homogenous character as they
contour the hillside in horizontal rows, a prominent
landmark from the south side of the valley.
14

Front view of the west range (barn & byre) at Bow Wood
Farm - still in agricultural use. Distinctive quoined corners
and door surrounds, roughly coursed walls and stone-coped
gables
Lea Mills Cottages
Nightingale’s three-storey terraced houses (c.1783)
were probably copied from the Arkwright estate
properties on Cromford Hill, which were
established seven years earlier. They are now
associated with Derbyshire’s vernacular
architecture, but at the time when they were built it
was unusual to build cottages with three storeys.
The original source for this type of house was
based on the three-storey textile workers housing
found occasionally in South Yorkshire, which
incorporated loom rooms on the third floor, to
accommodate weavers working on a loom at home.

Field barns - important features within the agricultural
landscape, part dug into the hillside. The barn at Bow Wood
(above) has lost its stone-copings on the gables, but still
retains the kneeler stones. The sandstone is evenly coursed.
Both of these features suggest an 18th century date of
construction. The field barn at Castle Top (top) was built
with a plain close verge and rubble sandstone, which required
large quoins

Although Nightingale advertised for calico weavers,
there is no indication that the weavers were
intended to use the cottages at Lea Bridge. Rather,
as with Arkwright before him, Nightingale needed
to find large families with children who could work
in the mills and provision of three-storey houses
was one way to attract large families, and still to
build economically in a confined space.

Rear view of the barns attached to the farmhouse at Bow
Wood Farm. The lean-to cart hovels sit under a catslide roof
and the buildings hug the hillside, accommodating the slope
within the large range of buildings. Stone coped gables are
characteristic

Nos. 1-3 Lea Road, Lea Bridge. A terrace of three textile
workers cottages, with a two-storey 19th century extension on
the right
15

Canal and railway ephemera
A large number of ancillary structures and
ephemera at High Peak Junction and the wharf
make a strong contribution to the character of the
conservation area.
These are not
architectural
structures,
but
nevertheless have an
important historic
character that could
easily be lost. They
include the cast iron
derrick, old signs,
water tower and railway vans & wagons, wheel-pits
and cables, the signalling equipment, rails and trackbed.

Water tower at CHPR. The water is still spring-fed

Cast iron derrick (former crane) at the Wharf

Evidence of the pattern of wear from locos & wagons
rubbing past the corner of the building, as the engines turned
the tight corner into the High Peak Junction workshop

Wire mesh screens cover the original wheel-pits that housed
the incline cables
16

Brake vans at High Peak Junction (above) and wagon in the
bottom of the incline catch-pit (top) provide a tantalising
glimpse of the past. The railway ephemera is as much a part
of the character of the conservation area as the buildings

Pl. 9 View of Sheep Pasture Incline and the catch-pit, when
the railway was working. Notice how open the landscape is,
with clear views across the canal and the flood plain towards
Lea
17

Building Materials & Architectural Details

finished by a stone mason. They were commonly
tooled with drafted margins on all sides and a
diagonally-boasted face. The larger of these
buildings is probably late 19th century in origin.
The subtle pattern of tooling varies within the
conservation area and also helps to date some of
the walls.

Walling materials
A large number of local quarries and plentiful
supply of stone within the immediate area of the
Derwent valley has led to stone being the dominant
building material.

The rock-faced pink gritstone buildings at High
Peak Junction were added in two phases, after the
mainline was connected to High Peak Junction in
1853. Leawood Pumphouse, a building of 1849,
was built from finely-worked ashlar and coursed
rock-faced gritstone.

Although there were two locally quarried stones,
limestone and sandstone, only Millstone Grit
(gritstone) is found within the conservation area. It
is a sandstone that can be freely worked and was
used in its rubble form for poorer quality walls,
ancillary buildings and boundaries, and squared and
dressed for better quality masonry walls and for
dressings; window and door surrounds, copings
and quoins.

Rock-faced pink gritstone at the Ticket Office, The Wharf

The texture of Millstone Grit varies around
Derbyshire, from quarry to quarry and within
quarries. The local quarry at Cromford & High
Peak Quarry, still visible today from the High Peak
Trail, may have provided the source for much of
the stone at High Peak Junction. However, across
the valley at Castle Top the stone is occasionally
more sandy or buff in colour, finer-grained, and
more fissile in form. At High Peak Junction the
stone was a distinctive dark pink colour, with a
coarse texture.
The dressed stone walls to the window and door
openings on the field barns at Castle Top are buffcoloured and highly tooled. The would have been

Parapet walls to the Midland Railway line - built using
rock-faced buff-coloured gritstone
18

The rock-faced gritstone dressings of the buildings
at Bow Wood (Rose Cottage and The Gables) were
carried out in the first half of the 19th century.

the use of stone ties the structures to their
landscape setting. It makes the giant Pumphouse &
Wigwell Aqueduct seem less out of place.

The rubble gritstone varies in colour texture and
application. At Castle Top the main farm buildings
are built from a fissile gritstone, which used large
quantities of small pieces of stone, which helped to
bind the mortar and has stood the test of time,
avoiding the need for re-pointing.

Use of brick is limited in the conservation area to
High Peak Junction. Here, it was used in the later
buildings, where structures were being adapted to
new uses, and localised rebuilding. The bricks were
still quite narrow and had not changed to the larger
Imperial-sized bricks.
Although there is little use of brick in the Derwent
valley, a brick kiln appears on a watercolour
drawing of 1785 on Wirksworth Moor (DRO
D369). It is possible that brick from this kiln was
used at High Peak Junction, just a short ride down
the hill on the wagons.
Eaves details
A few of the stone buildings have a simple
chamfered or concave projecting stone eaves band.
This was primarily designed to extend the
projection of the roof to help shed rainwater.
Eaves were fitted with cast iron gutters on long
brackets, fixed with iron stays.

The texture of the rubble gritstone, made up of tiny pieces of
stone, contrasts with the finely-tooled ashlar dressings at this
late 19th century barn at Castle Top Farm

In many cases there is no projecting cornice or
band and the eaves and wall were finished flush.
Where walls were built in rubble gritstone, the
eaves were generally flush.

It is important, with all the subtle differences
found, that any new work should be firmly based
on the original tooled stonework for that particular
building or area.

The bargeboards and
fascia boards found on
several buildings at High
Peak Junction (the
Ticket Office and
Weighbridge Office) are
original to the building
and were commonly
incorporated into later
19th century buildings.

Although brick was used in 1783 for Masson Mill,
further up the valley, by the beginning of the 19th
century brick was seeing a decline as the Regency
period promoted stone and stucco over brick.
Brick was avoided by those who could afford to
build in stone. Certainly within the Derwent valley

Stone-coped gables
Within this part of Derbyshire there was a long
tradition, from the 16th and 17th century onwards,
of raising the gable wall with a stone parapet,
known as a stone-coped gable. The earliest
buildings often had shaped stone copings but the
examples within the conservation area are mostly
18th and 19th century, finished with flat stone
copings, the eaves-line marked by a large projecting
stone called a kneeler. There are examples from
1700 right up to the mid 19th century. These
include Castle Top Farmhouse (mid 18th century
and mid 19th century), Bow Wood Farm (late 18th
century), The Gables (ca. 1700), Rose Cottage (ca.

The original end wall of the driver’s bothy building is
marked by the quoins behind the drainpipe. The brickwork
is a later phase
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Two of the houses at Bow Wood have stone-coped
gable dormers (The Gables & Rose Cottage), a
feature that is particular to buildings of the late
17th and early 18th century, although the example
at Rose Cottage is mimicking the earlier building
alongside.
Quoins
Quoins were used in association with rubble
gritstone to provide strength at the corners. All the
examples at Castle Top & Bow Wood are finished
flush. They can sometimes indicate a 17th century
or earlier building. The simple, large flush gritstone

Stone-coped gable and regular quoins at the late 19th century
field barn to Castle Top Farm
1830). In a number of cases, the original stone
coped gable has been removed and replaced with a
simple plain close verge, although the kneeler and
large verge stones sometimes survive in-situ.

Stone quoins to rubblestone at Castle Top Farm

Important little landmark & garden building to The
Gables. Although this structure has lost its stone copings on
the front gable, it still has sufficient integrity to be identifiable
as a building of circa 1700

18th century quoined stonework at Castle Top Farmhouse.
The house was re-fronted by the Arkwright estate in 1840,
leaving the original stonework on the back elevation
20

quoins at The Gables are typical of
roughly coursed walls, each quoin
several courses of walling stone.
decorative quoins are those at
Pumphouse, which were rusticated
recessed chamfered joints).

1700, with
relating to
The only
Leawood
(i.e. with

include the Railway Cottages on Derby Road and
the mid-late 19th century buildings at High Peak
Junction. In the majority of cases, the stone cills
were tooled but finished flush with the surrounding
masonry. By the 19th century most of the properties
built within the conservation area had plain squared
stone lintels.

Lintels, cills, window & door dressings
The earliest window and door surrounds within the
conservation area can be found at The Gables, a
building of c1700. The deeply-chamfered mullions
and chamfers on the original door surround help to
date the building. A little later, towards the end of
the 18th century, the window surrounds at Bow
Wood Farm, Sunny Bank and Nos. 1-3 Lea Road
are much plainer with a squared face. The use of
flush square-faced mullions, split lintels and split
cills, is typical of the late 18th century. The lintels
and cills are narrow and correspond with the course
sizes of the surrounding masonry. Unfortunately
the original mullions to the windows at Bow Wood
Farm have been removed.

Squared stone jambs and split lintel and cill at Bow Wood
Farm. The original mullion has been removed and the
gritstone has been painted.

Within the conservation area most of the farm
buildings were constructed with large squared
lintels and occasionally the doorway is emphasised
with dressed stone doorposts.

Chamfered mullioned window with rough rock-faced finish Rose Cottage. This was an attempt to mimic the adjacent
house, The Gables. This example dates from circa 1830

By the 1830s, the use of a projecting stone cill was
commonplace, although only a very small number
of buildings have a projecting stone cill. These
21

Roofing materials
Before the end of the 18th century, the traditional
local roofing materials in this part of Derbyshire
were stone slate and thatch. Thatch has completely
disappeared from this part of Derbyshire but
examples of stone slate can still be seen at Nos. 1-3
Lea Road, Lea Mills, and some of the buildings at
Castle Top Farm.
By the beginning of the 19th century Welsh and
Cumbrian slate had started to arrive in this area of
Derbyshire. The thin, fissile slate could be laid with
a much shallower pitch than tiles or stone slate and
this leant itself to hipped roofs. These can be found
at the Railway Agents & Loco House on Derby
Road as well as the workshops at High Peak
Junction.
This transition from tile to slate occasionally serves
to distinguish the phasing of a number of buildings.
The late 19th century knitting sheds at Lea Mills
incorporate Welsh slate roofs.
Stone slate roof to brewhouse at Castle Top Farm

Slate laid in diminishing courses - High Peak Junction
Workshops (above & below)

Stone slate roof covering to pigsties at Castle Top Farm
Staffordshire blue clay tiles can be found on the
buildings at High Peak Junction and they are the
main roofing material at Bow Wood and Castle
Top. These tiles were easily imported into the area
after the canal network expanded in the late 18th
century. They are extremely durable and the
survival rate of these tiles is very high compared
with other natural materials. There are at least two
examples of patterned tiles; one at the Drill Room
(HPJ) and one at Rose Cottage, which were laid in
bands of plain and beaver-tail tiles.
22

Chimneys

and alteration. All the windows still survive from
this period. Each casement was subdivided into
two or three horizontally-proportioned panes of
glass, and set recessed within a chamfered frame, to
give additional depth and substance to the window.
The form of the pre-Arkwright windows is not
known.

The earliest chimneys within the conservation area
were built from pink gritstone ashlar. The majority
of the current ashlar chimney stacks are 19th
century replacements of the originals, such as those
at Castle Top Farm, Rose Cottage and The Gables.
At Bow Wood Farm the chimney stacks were the
more practical red brick, with a single brick
oversailing course, although at some time these
were rendered and they may have themselves
replaced stone stacks that had eroded.
Blue bricks were introduced in the later 19th
century. The dark
colour of these
b r i c k s
(occasionally
referred to as
“engineering
bricks”) is the
result of firing clay
with high iron
content in a high
temperature kiln.
T h e s e
“Staffordshire
blue” bricks are
dense and strong.
They were used in
small quantities,
where a harder and
more durable brick Red brick stack at High Peak
was required, and Junction Workshops, raised with
were a practical blue bricks in the later C19
choice at High
Peak Junction in a dirty environment.

Elsewhere within the conservation area, the
examples of multi-paned side-hinged casement
windows are generally modern reproductions.
Cast-iron – cast iron was introduced as a material
for window construction in the early 19th century in
England. There are a few examples of cast-iron
windows surviving at High Peak Junction. The
workshops incorporated fixed cast iron windows, in
a Gothic style, with glazing bars curved to imitate
arches. Further down the track, the Lengthman’s
Cabin also incorporates cast iron windows within

Window Joinery
There are only a handful of properties in the
conservation area that still retain their original 19th
century windows, and even fewer with their 18th
century windows. The majority of the cottages at
the Castle Top and Bow Wood Farm area were
built with casements windows, adapted in the 19th
century to incorporate more modern styles of
window. Very few of these survive.
Leaded-lights - although the late 17th & 18th
century properties are likely to have incorporated
leaded-light windows, there are no known examples
of leaded-lights within the conservation area.
Timber casements – timber casements were
provided at Castle Top Farm in the mid 19th
century as part of a programme of refurbishment
23

arched openings. In each case the cast iron window
is made of numerous small panes of glass.
Sash windows
There are few examples of sash windows within the
conservation area. At High Peak Junction
workshops there are some examples of verticallysliding small-paned sash windows.
The small-paned examples at the Railway Cottages
(below) date from when they were built circa 1826.
As glass production evolved and the size of panels
of glass increased, the small-paned sash windows of
Georgian England gave way to larger panes of
glass.

Boundary treatments
Stone was used almost universally for boundaries,
occasionally supplemented with a hedge for
additional privacy.
Within the conservation area the majority of
boundary walls are constructed in gritstone. The
gritstone walls are predominantly built from
rubblestone, which is generally laid dry and
uncoursed. The character of the stone meant that
the fissile sandstone of Castle Top Farm lent itself
to be laid in rough courses, whilst on the lower
slopes of the valley the stone was more rounded

Door Joinery
There are now very few original 18th and 19th
century doors. The 6-panelled doors at the Railway
Cottages on Derby Road are some of the few
examples left in the conservation area. These
incorporate semi-circular (“lunette”) fanlights.
Fanlights became common when house plans
changed to incorporate a central hallway with a
staircase, in the Georgian period.

Rounded drystone walls of a pink colour encircle the beech
wood at Castle Top
24

Hard landscaping
Before the widespread use of tarmac, natural local
materials were used for paths and steps, where
there was a particular need to find a hard-wearing
and durable surface. Within Bow Wood, an early
packhorse route, the steepest sections of the main
route were laid with gritstone pitching.
Gritstone pitching – irregular blocks of Millstone
Grit laid in a deep mortar bed so that the flattest
face was visible on the surface. Over time, these
become polished and smooth with wear.
Fissile drystone sandstone walls at Castle Top line the access
track-way to the old road - Castle Top Road
and walls are more random rubble in character.
On the lowest slopes, the walls are supplemented
with hedges of native species (mainly hawthorn),
particularly running along the length of Lea Road.
Retaining walls running between the railway and
the canal were built from roughly-coursed and, in
the late 19th century, snecked stone walls. The
walls running between the canal and the A6 were all
generally evenly coursed with half-round copings.
There are two instances where traditional railings
can be found - at the railway cottages on Derby
Road (Agents House & Loco House). These are
wrought iron railings, with hand-forged spearheads, supplemented with cast iron baluster urn
finials. These embellishments are typical of
Georgian town houses and fine original examples.

Gritstone setts – large blocks of gritstone laid in
even courses with staggered joints, laid in The
Wharf area. These have been laid relatively recently
as the original rails are no longer evident. On the
north side of the Wharf Shed the blocks of stone
incorporate a large number of railway sleeper
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blocks from the original track-bed rails. These are
distinguishable by their indented surface, which was
drilled to provide a fixing for each section of rail.

Gritstone kerbs at the wharf alongside the Cromford Canal
(above)

Setts at the Wharf - the examples at the top were probably
laid by the County Council shortly after they took over
ownership. The examples above were recycled railway sleeper
blocks. The examples below, between the outbuildings serving
the Agents House on Derby Road, also used recycled railway
sleeper blocks, but these are well worn and may have been
laid at a much earlier date

Gritstone kerbs – bulbous, short monolithic blocks
of gritstone were used to define the edge of the
wharf area and prevent damage from canal boats
moored alongside The Wharf.
26
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5. Setting of the Conservation
Area

SETTING
AREA

OF
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CONSERVATION

continues in a similar character with an undulating
pastoral landscape of small fields, separated by
drystone walls, but also includes small spoil heaps
and evidence of lead working.

In designating the Derwent Valley Mills as a World
Heritage Site, UNESCO required a “buffer zone”
to be defined, which safeguards the setting of the
site. This is primarily the visual envelope of the
Derwent valley, extending from ridge to ridge.
Although sections of the conservation area fall
outside the World Heritage Site (namely, Castle
Top & Bow Wood) they still fall within the buffer
zone. The buffer zone also largely includes those
areas that are visible from the conservation area.
The wooded setting of the Derwent valley is
recognised and valued for its ecology. Within this
conservation area
the main area of
ancient woodland
is Bow Wood.
Clearance
of
pockets
of
woodland
for
agriculture had
been going on for
several hundred
years at the same View of the Derwent valley from
time
as
the Bow Wood
development of
the woods for coppice timber for charcoal and white
coal production. It is also probable that sections of
the valley would have been denuded at times in
association with the lead mining industry. The
present heavily-wooded setting of the valley sides
appears to be largely due to late 18th and 19th
century tree-planting.

View from Castle Top - there is continuity in the character
of the farmed landscape on this side of the hill, beyond the
conservation area
By the middle
of the 18th
century
the
spectacular
elements of the
landscape were
becoming
View of Castle Top from Rock House i n c r e a s i n g l y
valued
for
their intrinsic beauty. Richard Arkwright arrived in
Cromford at a time when the interest in the
picturesque qualities of the landscape was just
starting to become a national phenomenon. The

The tree cover is now so dense that it disguises
much of the new development within the valley
from long range views.
The tree-lined transport networks - canal and
railway - have changed quite dramatically since they
were first developed in open sites, still completely
open when they were both operating in the early
part of the 20th century. They are now heavily
disguised by tree growth from the main views
across the valley, from Lea Road and from Derby
Road (A6), and from the higher slopes.
At high level, from Castle Top and Bow Wood, the
wider setting of the Derwent valley is present in
views, which stretch as far as Cromford to the
north and Lea Wood to the south and across the
valley to Birch Wood. The heavily wooded hillsides
maintain the continuity of the scenery within the
conservation area. At high level beyond Castle Top,
to the north and north-west, the landscape

Pl. 10 Extract from a George Robertson sketch of c1800 Castle Top appears as a rocky feature at the top of the
drawing, as seen from Willersley. There is also some artistic
licence in the depiction of the tree-covered ridge that contours
around to Wickey Tor
27

“picturesque” character of Castle Top appears as a
topographical feature in a county plan of 1791
(Burdett), and it is visible today, although it is the
rounded shape of the feature, cloaked in trees at its
base, that is now the main landmark.
The “picturesque” landscape was deliberately
manipulated to create manufactured views, to
conceal the less attractive elements and to show off
the best views. The relationship between Castle
Top and the landmarks of Willersley Castle and
Rock House was exploited by the Arkwright family,
who acquired Castle Top.
Between Lea Road, which forms the current
boundary of the conservation area, and High Peak
Junction runs the 1849 railway line, the River
Derwent and a narrow strip of open water meadow.
Visually, the presence of all three corridors (river,
rail and canal) appears as one linear feature in this
section of the valley.
The setting of the conservation area is contained by
the valley sides.
The wider setting of the conservation area is
important for the need to recognise the significant
views out from and into the conservation area.
These include:
x
Views of Willersley Castle & Rock House
from Castle Top
x
Views of Castle Top from Rock House,
Willersley & Cromford Hill
x
Views of the flood plain from Castle Top
and Bow Wood
x
Views of the Sheep Pasture Incline on the
High Peak Trail from High Peak Junction
x
Views of the catch pit and tunnel descending
Sheep Pasture Incline
x
Views of the roofscape of buildings running
parallel with the road and canal from the A6

From Castle Top views stretch as far as Masson Hill and
the Heights of Abraham
28
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6. Landscape Appraisal

LANDSCAPE APPRAISAL
It was originally designated in November 1990 and
is contiguous with the Dethick, Lea and Holloway
Conservation Area which extends beyond the
administrative boundary with Amber Valley to the
west.

Preamble
The natural and man-made landscapes that provide
the setting for buildings are important elements
affecting any Conservation Area.
This is
particularly the case with Castletop, Lea Bridge and
High Peak Junction where the built environment
cannot be isolated from its setting. It is as much
characterised by its landscape as it is by its buildings
and historic structures.
Divided by the River
Derwent and extending up the line of Lea Brook
the area is dominated by high ridge formations
above the river’s valley across which extend Bow
Wood, and the agricultural holdings of Bow Wood
and Castletop farms, to the north and Birch Wood
to the south.

Other Planning Designations (see Fig. 7)
The special designations applied to some of the
natural/ semi natural features either within or just
outside the Conservation Area reflect their
importance within the landscape.
Sites of Special Scientific Interest (S.S.S.I)
English Nature designates Sites of Special Scientific
Interest under the provisions of Section 28 of the
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. Advanced
written notice of any works specified on the list of
operations likely to damage the special interest of
the site for which there is no existing consent needs
to be given to English Nature and consent obtained
before that work can go ahead.

This appraisal is undertaken as part of the wider
study of the Castletop, Lea Bridge and High Peak
Junction Conservation Area. It is based upon an
examination of the planning and historical context
and a visual assessment of landscape elements,
being particularly concerned with the components
that most influence the character and quality of the
environment.

There is one site which benefits from the S.S.S.I.
designation within the Conservation Area

Planning Context
•

Conservation Area – Location and Extent
The Conservation Area is approximately 53 hectares
in extent and located to the south east of Cromford.

Part of the Cromford Canal S.S.S.I. within
the High Peak Junction site

Regionally
Important
Geological
Geomorphological Sites (R.I.G.S.)

and

R.I.G.S. is a non-statutory designation afforded to
sites of significant geological and geomorphological
value. The R.I.G.S. register is maintained by the
Derbyshire R.I.G.S. steering group. R.I.G.S. are
protected within the land use policies of statutory
Local Plans.
There is one R.I.G.S part of which falls within the
Conservation Area
•
View from Bow Wood across the Derwent Valley and High
Peak Junction to Birch Wood
It comprises that part of Lea Bridge associated with
the industrial buildings at Lea Mills, and Lea Brook
around which they are clustered; Bow Wood to the
west and Bow Wood Farm; Castletop Farm on
higher ground in the extreme north west and that
part of the Cromford Canal immediately associated
with the former railway terminus at High Peak
Junction to the south.
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Sheep Pasture Quarries R.I.G.S. which
occupies much of the southern valley side
associated with Birch Wood. Only that
part of the High Peak Junction site to the
west of the A6 bridge and known as Sheep
Pasture Incline lies within it.
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It is a unique cultural landscape of industrial
buildings, related housing, canal, road and railway
architecture set, for the most part, within a green
landscape.

Wildlife (D.W.S.R.) Sites
This is a non-statutory designation afforded to areas
identified as important for nature conservation.
The Register of Wildlife Sites is maintained by
Derbyshire Wildlife Trust. The designated sites are
protected within the land use policies of the
statutory Local Plan.

The Buffer Zone is defined in order to protect the
site from development that would damage its
setting.
The Derwent Valley Mills Management Plan sets
the framework for the integrated and pro-active
management of the cultural landscape to ensure its
special qualities are sustained and preserved for
future generations.

There are two D.W.S.R. Wildlife Sites within the
Conservation Area
•
•

Site DD394 known as Bow Wood which
occupies much of the northern slope of the
river Derwent valley.
Site DD395 Sheep Pasture Incline which
occupies part of the High Peak Junction
site beyond the A6 bridge to the west.

The designated site is protected within the land use
policies of the statutory Local Plan.
In relation to the Castletop, Lea Bridge and High
Peak Junction Conservation Area the World
Heritage Site occupies that part of the Derwent
valley between Lea Road to the north and the A6
Derby Road to the south. The High Peak Junction
site is wholly contained within it. It also extends to
either side of Lea Brook where it encroaches within
the Conservation Area on its extreme western side.
The entire Conservation Area falls within the buffer
zone.
Protected Trees (see Fig. 8)
The Conservation Area designation provides all
trees with a stem girth of 75 mm and above
measured 1 metre above ground level with a
measure of protection against felling, lopping or
topping without providing six weeks notice to the
Council. In addition Tree Preservation Orders
(T.P.O.s) have been placed on some groups of trees
within the Area. Works to trees covered by T.P.O.s
can only be undertaken with the written consent of
the Council except where they are deemed to be
dead, dying or dangerous. It may be a requirement
to replace any protected tree that is felled with a
tree of appropriate species and size.

Sheep Pasture Incline is designated a DWSR
Wildlife Site
Just outside the Conservation Area boundaries there
are another two sites
•
•

Site DD356 Birch Wood which extends
across the southern valley side.
Site DD133 Coumbs Wood which lies to
the east of Castletop

Derwent Valley Mills World Heritage Site

Landscape Character

The Derwent Valley Mills site was inscribed on the
World Heritage list in December 2001. It extends
from Matlock Bath to Derby and defines a cultural
landscape of exceptional significance due, in the
main, to its association with pioneering innovations
in textile manufacture and the development of
manufacturing and technology.

The area falls within the Derbyshire Peak Fringe
and Lower Derwent landscape character area and
two separate landscape types, as identified within
the “Landscape Character of Derbyshire”
(Derbyshire County Council 2004), are relevant.

The boundary of the World Heritage Site encloses
approximately 1229 hectares and the Buffer Zone
extends to 4363 hectares.
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Landscape Character Map

The Cromford Canal provides valuable fresh water
habitat supporting a wide range of aquatic and
marginal vegetation and a rich aquatic fauna.

Approx extent of C.A.

Patches of semi-natural woodland – many of them
ancient - are widespread and associated with the
poorer soils on the slopes and valley bottoms.
Small areas of wet woodland can be found on the
seasonally waterlogged soils. Extensive secondary
woodland is associated with the road, rail and canal
transport corridors developing as a consequence of
the industrialisation of the Derwent Valley.
Hedgerow trees are characteristic as are the
continuous lines of trees associated with streams
and, in particular, the River Derwent. Scattered
parkland trees are also a feature of the floodplain.

Derbyshire Peak Fringe and Lower Derwent

Hedges and occasional dry stone walls enclose small
to medium sized fields.

Wooded Slopes and Valleys

Appraisal

Riverside Meadows

Topography

The Derbyshire Peak Fringe and Lower Derwent
landscape character area is divided into the Wooded
Slopes and Valleys Landscape type associated with
the higher ground to the north and the Riverside
Meadows landscape type associated with the river
and canal which specifically relates to the High Peak
Junction site.

The main features of the topography are those
associated with the valley of the River Derwent.
To the north, the valley side rises to a ridge line
which extends as a spur to the south east where it is
abruptly truncated by the valley of Lea Brook and
its confluence with the Derwent. As a consequence
the high point of Wickey Tor, at just over 170
metres, is thrown into sharper relief. To the north
eastern end of the ridge Castletop Farm is perched
high above the valley floor though the land behind
continues to rise to over 200 metres. To the north
of the spur land grades quite steeply to a minor
valley formation between Bow and Coumbs woods
which marks the edge of the Conservation Area.

Underlying geology ranges from sandstone, beneath
the higher ground, to the mudstones and gravels of
the broad floodplain of the River Derwent.
Soils reflect the geology being coarse, loamy and
well drained on the sandstone and where the slopes
are steepest and seasonally waterlogged clayey loams
and gleys on the lower slopes and within the
floodplain.
All are agriculturally poor and
permanent grassland is dominant.

The secondary valley formation of Lea Brook is
characterised by gently sloping land to the north
where the brook itself has been artificially
engineered to create the ponds and water systems
that previously powered the mills. Slopes become
steeper and the valley more ravine like to the south.

Valuable wildlife habitat is provided by the River
Derwent which is fairly wide and deep and contains
relatively clean water. Associated wet meadows,
which remain partially waterlogged for much of the
year, support marsh vegetation with rushes which is
a diminishing habitat type. Further diversity is
provided by bands of scrub and secondary
woodland fringing the transport corridors and this
is reinforced with a network of waterways,
woodland bands and hedgerows. On thin soils
patches of heathy acid grassland with bracken, gorse
and occasional heather can be found. Bracken is
widespread along field boundaries and roadside
verges.

The valley floor, which slopes gently from north
west to south east, includes the High Peak Junction
site and occupies a relatively narrow strip through
which runs not only the river but the main
communication routes of the Cromford Canal, the
railway , the A6 Derby Road and Lea Road.
To the south the valley side rises largely
uninterrupted eventually topping out on Cromford
Moor at over 250 metres.
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Vegetation

Views

Woodland is a characteristic feature of the valley
sides particularly where it narrows towards its south
eastern end and at the higher levels where the
steepness of the slope has made agriculture
impractical. At the very highest levels around
Castletop heath land is also characteristic.

At low level views can be restricted or channelled
by the confined nature of the topography though
long views along the canal, river and even the road
corridors can be very attractive.

Where agriculture is practised the landscape is more
open in nature. Fields of permanent pasture are
divided by a mix of hedgerows and dry stone walls
where individual trees have been allowed to mature.
The valley floor is characterised more by (often
dense) lines of trees along the banks of both the
river and canal and to either side of the railway.
Roadside hedgerows are prominent as are small
groups and individual trees associated in particular
with the High Peak Junction Site.

View along the Cromford Canal and former railway at High
Peak Junction

Transportation
The steepness of the landform restricts
communication routes to the valley floor within
which, comparatively narrow space, the river, canal,
railway and major highway routes are contained.
Equally, to the north, Lea Road follows the valley of
Lea Brook.

Higher up the northern valley side within Bow
Wood views also tend to be confined though the
woodland itself is open in nature and not
overbearing. Occasionally panoramic views open
up across the river valley and these are particularly
expansive to the north towards Cromford.

Lea Road

Expansive views to the north across the sports fields in the
floodplain to Willersley Castle and Rock House

Footpaths

Some of the most attractive views are those gained
up the valley of Lea Brook from the footpath in the
extreme north of the Conservation Area.

The Conservation Area benefits from a
comprehensive network of footpaths the most
notable of which are the canalside towpath and the
High Peak Trail which follows the former railway
incline from High Peak Junction out to the west.
Bow Wood and Coumbs Wood to the north are
both valuable local amenities and a number of
attractive paths lead up through the trees toward
Castletop and beyond.
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The sub zone is bordered on its southern and
western edges by Dark Lane used to access both
farms and off which run tracks/ footpaths that lead
to Bow Wood to the east - possibly an old drovers
road - and Coumb Wood to the north east.
Castletop Farm is perched high on a knoll above a
small area of beech woodland to the south west. In
spite of its relatively exposed position the area
benefits from a degree of enclosure provided by this
wood, Bow Wood and Coumb Wood which
occupies higher ground beyond the Conservation
Area boundary and creates an attractive backdrop to
the area.
View up Lea valley from the northern edge of Bow Wood.
Zones (see Fig. 9)
For the purposes of detailed description and
appraisal the Conservation Area can be divided into
two zones which are physically separated. These, in
turn, can be subdivided in terms of their character.
ZONE – CASTLETOP AND LEA BRIDGE
This zone comprises that part of the Conservation
Area to the north of the River Derwent, the
Cromford Canal and Lea Road.
Castletop

Drystone walls define a complex field pattern with patches of
heathland vegetation. The backdrop is provided by Coumb
Wood.

This sub zone is the highest part of the
Conservation Area centred on Castletop Farm, the
former home of author Alison Uttley. The only
other dwelling is Sunnybank which lies in a more
sheltered position to the south east.

Much of the remainder of the area is open pasture
within a complex field pattern defined by drystone
walls but with patches of heathland vegetation
(notably gorse), groups and individual mature trees
and with much bracken in the roadside verges.

View of Sunnybank showing bracken in the road verge and
a solitary mature tree within the field.

Castletop Farm
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Bow Wood Farm

Individual mature trees standing either in the open
or associated with field boundaries are notable. In
the extreme north west alongside Dark Lane close
to its junction with Lea Road a line of mature lime
trees is particularly striking.

This area, centred on Bow Wood Farm, occupies
the middle and lower slopes of this part of the
Conservation Area to the south of Castletop and to
the west of Bow Wood. Lea Road defines its
southern and western boundaries.

Bow Wood

Bow Wood Farm and the associated dwellings of
1. Bow Wood Cottages, Rose Cottage and The
Gables nestle within a fold of the land between
ground that slopes steeply off Castletop and the
gentler slopes alongside Lea Road. In terms of
landscape character the area is transitional between
the valley floor and the higher valley slopes.

Bow Wood occupies much of the northern valley
side though it does extend beyond the ridgeline to
the northern edge of the Conservation Area defined
by a narrow valley which is more enclosed and
intimate in character. A single agricultural field is
included within this part of the sub zone.

View north from the edge of Bow Wood
Bow Wood is designated as DWSR Wildlife Site no.
394 and is described in the listing as ancient
woodland with botanical interest including rare
plant species and angio-sperms. A range of habitats
is represented including semi natural broadleaved
woodland, woodland and scrub; unimproved acid
grassland, grassland and marsh; scattered woodland
and scrub. This diversity is reflected in the nature
and species composition of different parts of the
wood which can be linked not just to the terrain,
the underlying geology and the soil conditions but
also to its historical development.

Bow Wood Farm from Lea Road
The land is used for grazing livestock. Field sizes
are larger and the field pattern simpler than that
found within the Castletop sub zone. Drystone
walls comprise the field boundaries though a mixed
species hedge defines the boundary with Lea Road.

The wood is owned by The Woodland Trust and
extends to just over 10 hectares. There are several
references to it as Boghwode, one in the 16th
century when the felling of trees was prevented for
everything except the production of lead. A long
association with lead smelting dates back to the
middle ages. The process used “white coal” (partly
processed charcoal) which was produced in the
wood. Exploitation of this resource only ceased
after 1740 when coal fired lead production replaced
the older industry in Lea Bridge.
In the south west section of the wood some
planting of beech trees – and, possibly, sycamore –
by the owners took place between the 18th and early

View across fields of pasture divided by drystone walls with
individual mature trees in the open. Looking south from
above Bow Wood Farm.
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20th centuries. The last major alteration to the
wood took place during or immediately after the
war (sources are divided over whether it was the
first or second World War) when the eastern
section was cleared.

On wetter ground below the northern slopes alder
wood is dominant with common alder (Alnus
cordata), crab (Malus sylvestris) and Wych elm
(Ulmus glabra).
The upper gritstone is dominated by silver birch
(Betula pendula) and oak (Quercus petraea and
Quercus robur) with occasional rowan (Sorbus
aucuparia). Regeneration in this area has been very
active since it was cleared.

With the exception of a single field situated at its
heart (see below) it is thought unlikely that the
wood has ever been cleared for pasture or
cultivation - this being largely due to the steeply
sloping and rocky nature of the terrain. There are
indications that it has been managed for coppice
while the existence of a large number of wood ant
hills within the north eastern part above Lea Mill
suggests the area was used as wood pasture.
Much of the wood is dominated by oak (Quercus
petraea and Quercus robur) and birch (Betula
pendula and Betula pubescens) with small leafed
lime (Tilia cordata). This type of oak/ lime wood is
characteristic of the gritstone/ shale slopes of this
part of Derbyshire – though the lime content in
Bow Wood is low. In contrast to other Tilia
woodland it is unusual in that it occurs on acid soils.
As such it is a distinct woodland type (Peterken)
confined to a narrow range of soils that are too acid
for wych elm or ash but still within the pH range of
Tilia. It is, nationally, uncommon.

The higher gritstone is densely colonised with silver birch.
Within the wood there is a single open field
bounded by drystone walls. It is unclear exactly
what this field was used for. Today it is colonised
by rough grasses and bracken.

Other species within the main part of the wood
include sycamore (Acer pseudoplatanus) and beech
(Fagus sylvatica) which are concentrated on the
western edges and associated with plantation
planting. Common understorey species include
holly (Ilex aquifolium), hazel (Corylus avellana),
crab (Malus sylvestris) and honeysuckle (Lonicera
periclymenum) with lesser quantities of hawthorn
(Crataegus monogyna), rowan (Sorbus aucuparia)
and elder (Sambucus nigra).
Of the diverse ground flora Carex pendula is
notable.

Then open field within the wood.
Lea Bridge
The Lea Bridge sub zone is associated with
industrial development along the line of Lea Brook
(which forms the eastern boundary of the
Conservation Area) and Lea Road. The entire sub
zone falls within the Derwent Valley Mills World
Heritage Site and is dominated by Lea Mills
operated by John Smedley and Co.
View along one of the footpaths that rises through the wood
which – in this part - is characterised by oak
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The view from the northern end of the mill pond taken from
outside the Conservation Area in Amber Valley

John Smedley and Co. works with Bow Wood
Lea Brook emerges at the southern end into a well wooded
ravine

The western edge is marked by its boundary with
Bow Wood - within which the main staff car park
is well concealed - and the access road to ……..

ZONE 2 – HIGH PEAK JUNCTION
The zone comprises all that part of the
Conservation Area which lies to the south of the
River Derwent, the railway line and the sewage
works. All the area except the small spur associated
with the former railway known as Sheep Pasture
Incline falls within the Derwent Valley Mills World
heritage Site; it contains features classified as
Ancient Monuments and is characterised by
structures associated with the Cromford Canal and
the Cromford and High Peak railway.
The staff car park is well concealed from general view within
the wooded edges to the sub zone.
At its northern end the line of Lea Brook has been
modified and dammed to form the mill pond that
provided the power for industry and is now a
feature of the local landscape. The main stream
continues beneath the factories emerging in the
south within a steep sided and well wooded valley.

Cromford Canal at High Peak Junction
The northern approach from the car park is poor.
Though the prominent iron-work bridge that
provides access to the sewage works is impressive,
security gates and warning signs are unattractive.
The sewage works itself is prominent within many
views and the parapets of the railway footbridge are
high and defaced with graffiti.
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this edge comprises rough grass with silver birch,
sycamore, alder and goat willow. To the north the
old settling tanks of the sewage works are becoming
colonised with vegetation but they remain unsightly
and signs warn of the dangers of venturing beyond
the fence-line.

Sewage works access bridge with security gates and warning
signs.
The principal landscape feature is the canal which is
a Site of Special Scientific interest. It is so
designated as an example of a eutrophic freshwater
habitat with a rich submerged and emergent aquatic
flora and a diverse marsh-wet grassland margin
which supports a very rich insect fauna. At High
Peak Junction, however, it is more “urban” in
character dominated by structures, artefacts, street
furniture and amenity grassland with groups of trees
– most notably silver birch.

A few of the different signs that proliferate at High Peak
Junction.
To the south the level area associated with the
former railway is more extensive and has largely
been developed as a recreational facility with broad
stretches of amenity grass with groups and
individual trees, picnic tables, timber bollards and
seats. The area is contained by a high stone wall.
Beyond this, terraced land between the former
railway and the A6 Derby Road contains and
screens the area with a mix of private gardens,
woodland (which in the extreme south east benefits
from an area Tree Preservation Order), lines and
groups of trees, individual specimen trees and
grassed open space. A relatively steeply sloping
vehicular access off the A6 is characterised by the
mature trees to either side.

A prominent group of mature silver birch within amenity
grassland on the southern side of the canal
The plethora of signs and notice boards in different
styles leads to a rather cluttered appearance in some
instances. As does the indifferent quality of picnic
tables and seats.
Vehicular access from the A6.

On the northern side the Conservation Area
boundary is drawn tightly to the back edge of the
towpath up to the point where the canal crosses the
river by a viaduct, extending only to accommodate
the Leawood Pumphouse. The vegetation along

To the west, Sheep Pasture Incline is designated a
DWSR Wildlife Site no. DD395. Extending to 0.44
hectares it is a site of entomological interest
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containing many species of lepidoptera associated
with the unimproved grassland and marsh and acid
grassland and woodland and scrub habitats.
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High Peak Junction
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7.

Analysis of Character Areas

•

Area 1 - Castle Top Farm & Bow Wood
Farm
Area 2 - Bow Wood
Area 3 - Lea Bridge
Area 4 - Cromford Canal & High Peak
Junction

•
•
•

ANALYSIS OF CHARACTER AREAS

AREA 4 - CROMFORD CANAL & HIGH
PEAK JUNCTION - includes the stretch of
Cromford Canal between its junction with the Lea
arm of the canal, in Amber Valley district, and High
Peak Junction. It includes the massive architectural
structures built by the Cromford Canal where it
meets the River Derwent - the Wigwell Aqueduct &
The Leawood Pumphouse. It also includes all those
structures and buildings constructed by the
Cromford & High Peak Railway when it built the
connecting wharf and rail link between the
Cromford Canal and the Peak Forest Canal.

Preamble
This section of the appraisal looks primarily at the
relationships between the structures and the spaces,
their historic and current relationships, identifying
those elements - views, landmarks, open spaces,
relationships & details - that characterise the area.
Four character areas have been identified. The
negative factors within each of these areas are
summarised in a separate section for the area as a
whole, as there are some common themes.

This area is linear in character and largely
unchanged & unspoilt since it fell out of use in the
1960s. It was once entirely industrial in character
although it is now dominated by trees lining the
routes of the massive engineered structures.

AREA 1 - CASTLE TOP FARM & BOW
WOOD FARM - includes two small farms, their
farm buildings and associated immediate landscape
setting and several farm workers & yeomen farmers
cottages on the slopes of the hillside.

The principal landmarks are:
•
The Pumphouse & its chimney
•
The railway tunnel under the A6
•
The Trans-shipment Wharf Shed

It is an open undulating pastoral landscape edged
with woodland, providing dramatic long range
views of Cromford and the Derwent valley.
The principal landmarks are:
The beech wood that encircles the western
slopes of Castle Top Farm
•
The row of four cottages - Bow Wood
Cottages, The Gables & Rose Cottage
•

AREA 2 - BOW WOOD - includes the ancient
semi-natural woodland at Bow Wood, used for
coppice timber in association with the lead-mining
industry, and the late enclosed fields and early 20th
century houses between this and the Lea Road.
This is a self-contained piece of ancient woodland
with evidence of industrial activity as well as
traditional woodland management over many
hundreds of years.
AREA 3 - LEA BRIDGE - includes the buildings
developed by the various owners of Lea Mills as
workers cottages, the site of the former Leabridge
Farm and the John Smedley knitting sheds, all to
the west of the Lea Brook.
This area is a small component of the wider Lea
valley, most of which falls within Amber Valley. As
such, it is only a fragment of an area of significant
industrial archaeological interest. It has associations
with both the Nightingale and subsequently
Smedley families.
The principal landmarks are:
The three storey textile workers cottages Nos 1-3 Lea Road, Lea Mills

•
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AREA 1 - CASTLE TOP FARM & BOW
WOOD FARM
Castle Top Farm, the home of Alison Uttley until
the age of 18, stands high on the hill above the
River Derwent. It is now largely
disguised in views by the beech
woods below, but, close at
hand, the rocky gritstone
outcrop is evident. On top of
this rock sits a long range of
farm buildings, a prominent
plain wall made up of small
pieces of rubblestone. The
significance of Castle Top as a
landscape feature is best seen from Cromford,
where it can be seen from a number of viewpoints.

View from White Field looking towards Cromford
As the road gradually rises up the hill, increasingly
dramatic panoramic views are revealed. From the
fields above the farm are some of the most
stunning views within the Derwent valley and it is
easy to see why this farm was favoured by the
Arkwright family for sporting pursuits. The view
looking towards Cromford is the best place to see
both Willersley Castle and Rock House together, on
either side of the valley, commanding the entrance
to the Matlock gorge.

Castle Top - the plain elevations of the barn and byre rise up
above the visitor, on top of the rock outcrop

The Farm at Castle Top is perched on the rock
above a sheltered high-level valley, the land
sweeping down in a gentle curve, probably the
result of ancient landslip. The fields sweep from the
woods above the farm down to the Lea Road. The
open space between the farmhouse and the farm
buildings at the edge of the White Field is
contained by the birch woods rising to the ridge.
The slopes of the Derwent valley were generally
only developed for farming in the 17th century,
although there are 14th century records of local
fields near Bow Wood being enclosed as meadows.
It is most likely that farms were created at Castle
Top and Bow Wood in the late 17th century, given
the limited evidence in the standing buildings,
although the land may have been cultivated or used
for pasture before then. The land was taken out of
woodland for farming, and must have had some of

Swirl of beech wood at Castle Top Farm, viewed from
Allen’s Hill in Cromford
Dark Lane starts at Lea Road and, after a sharp
right-hand bend, contours around the perimeter of
the beech wood below the farm. From this road
paths & cart tracks run off to the south & east,
serving properties on the hillside and the woods
beyond.
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the best quality soils around. “Upper Elicar Piece”,
just outside the conservation area boundary, has
slumped soil that appears to flow down the hill,
indicated as massive ancient landslip on geological
maps.

Upper Elicar Piece - a field characterised by undulating
landslip

“The most important of all the fields was White Field, a
steeply sloping stretch of meadow-land near the house, strictly
preserved for mowing, for it was the richest of all the fields. It
was divided by two broad paths along
which carts could go, one of which led
to the farm building and the other to
the hills. This latter was the old
highway, dating from long before any
of the roads in the valley. We knew,
from family tradition, that the
packhorses travelled along it, and that
lead from the Roman mines in the
hills was once carried down its
winding slopes on ponies’ backs.”

The field to the north-east of the farmhouse was
called The White Field on the 1848 Tithe map and
was still known as such when it was described by
Alison Uttley in “Ambush of Young Days”.

group in the middle of the fields, beyond White
Field are mid (the smallest) and late (the largest)
19th century, although stylistically they have
similarities with the other vernacular farm buildings
within the immediate landscape. The old track
serving these buildings, vividly described by Alison
Uttley, is only now visible as a subtle raised
earthwork contouring the field.

“From the window one saw the wide fields stretched out on
the slope of the hills, a steep hillside of pasture and meadow
land, with massed trees and little woods, going up to the sky.
It was my world, our own farmland, and I watched the
distant path to see my father and the men returning along it
with cans of milk on their yokes, or going to the farm
buildings with a flock of hens running after….”

Important to the current setting of the small farm
and its historic management are the presence of
small open spaces defined and retained by drystone
walls, which contour along and step up the hillside,
occasionally the levels reached by stone steps; an
allotment near the house, approached via a small
wooden gate, a small orchard, and a further small
paddock. The present house was completely refronted in the mid 19th century and this elevation is
hidden from the main approach until the last
minute but the rear elevation, when seen from the
hillside behind, has an altogether older appearance
with paired coped gables, and it is quite prominent

Dark Lane finishes abruptly at the farm buildings
serving Castle Top Farm. The farm was dispersed
when it was sold in the 1950s, and the farm
buildings are no longer in agricultural use. The
group is important as it comprises a number of
well-preserved ancillary structures, pigcote and
privy built under one roof, brewhouse and range of
farm buildings. The group near the farmhouse is
the oldest, although they are difficult to date. The
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more regular and fissile in
shape, and covered in
pale green lichen. There
are large numbers of
tracks and formalised
footpaths across the
hillside, occasionally
enclosed by walls on both
sides, some still in use as
green roads.
The
footpath running past
Sunnybank that leads into Narrow footpath serving
Bow Wood is probably an Bow Wood Cottages, The
old packhorse route. Gables & Rose Cottage
Below this another
footpath runs at the foot of the row of cottages
above Bow Wood Farm, gradually rising up the
slope and following the natural contours. The
gardens above this are retained by drystone walls
topped with hedges.

“…The oldest parts of the farm were very near…. The
sliding shutters at the back of the cottage looked out on the
steep drop of the hill, a romantic view which always excited
me, for I was level with the tops
of the great beech-trees in the
wood below…This wood was the
most beautiful of all the many
woods around us – the larch
plantation with its fairy tuffets
of emerald green, the sturdy old
oak wood which gave shelter to
the main farm buildings across
the fields, the fringe of woods
which spread from east to north,
bordering our land, and the great
belt of woodland which swept across the southern horizon…
The vast trunks of the beeches in our guardian wood rose
straight and smooth, like pillars of some lovely polished grey
metal…”

Although the Arkwright estate acquired Castle Top
Farm sometime in the early 19th century (possibly
by a private exchange of land), the surrounding
land was owned by the Nightingale family and
remained completely in their ownership until 1847,
when a large proportion was sold off to a number
of individuals.
The ground slopes rather dramatically between
Dark Lane and Lea Road and the buildings here are
dug into the hillside with several long catslide roofs
at the back, in slate, clay tile and concrete,
prominent from Dark Lane.

in the landscape. The presence of a tall Scots Pine
and yew in the garden suggests some estate planting
to create points of interest.

The farm at Bow Wood and the cottages above it,
perched on the hillside, were all at one time owned
by the Nightingale family. It is likely that The
Gables was built circa 1700 by a gentleman yeoman
farmer, long before the Nightingale family bought
the land, and stood alone on the hillside. The
individual identity of this building is now lost

The conservation area includes the farmland and
some of the woodland immediately surrounding
Castle Top Farm and Bow Wood Farm. These high
level parts of the Derwent valley are characterised
by small farmsteads surrounded by small areas of
woodland, which provide shelter for the farms and
soften the impact of buildings. Drystone walls
define the fields, which around Castle Top are
small and irregular, indicating perhaps ancient
boundaries or gradual
clearance of woodland. The
fields to the south and
south-east of Bow Wood
Farm are much more
regular indicating later
enclosure. Walls vary
slightly, those to Dark Lane
being well-rounded pink
gritstone, those to Castle
Top Farm being smaller,

The Gables, seen from the footpath
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amidst later development, extensions and other
buildings, such as Rose Cottage, which mimic its
character. An important little outbuilding in the
garden from the same period still survives.

fronted wing. Rose Cottage appears to have been
built as a barn, either for The Gables or for Bow
Wood Farm, and was adapted and converted into a
farm labourer's cottage in the first half of the 19th
century. Little attention was paid to the detail. It
was the impression from a distance, which appears
to have been the overriding consideration, so that it
appeared to complement the style of the adjacent
older house. It is tempting, therefore, to speculate
that the Nightingale family were aware of the
prominence of these buildings from the turnpike
roads (Derby Road & Lea Road) and made efforts
to design a picturesque cottage.

The ranges of buildings evolved slowly over time.
Nos. 1 & 2 Bow Wood Cottages were probably
built in the early 19th century. They were extended
in the second half of the 19th century with a gable-

Cottages at Bow Wood - a major landmark from the A 6

At Bow Wood Farm, slightly further down the hill,
the buildings are not so prominent from across the
valley. The farm complex appears to have been
built circa 1780 by the Nightingale family, a small
purpose-built farm. They comprise a long L-shaped
range of buildings - farmhouse with attached
ancillary buildings, cowhouses, cart sheds, hay loft
and detached field barns. They are more or less
complete as originally built, although they have
suffered from loss of traditional roofing materials
and windows.
The faceted frontages of the cottages, as they
contour around the hill, and the complex levels
with buildings cut into the hill and others retained
by walls, creates some interesting and picturesque
views.

V iew from Dark Lane of buildings at Bow Wood and the
flood plain in the bottom of the valley

The relationship between the buildings and the
spaces around them, with fields butting up to their
rear boundaries, and few boundary walls, gives the
impression that the buildings have grown out of the
landscape.

Rear view of Rose Cottage, looking towards a field barn
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AREA 2 - BOW WOOD
Bow Wood incorporates a large area of woodland
that rises from part of the Lea Road as high as the
ridge above the Derwent valley, known as Wickey
Tor, and then drops down to incorporate a small
area of woodland below the gritstone bluff, to its
north. From the ridge there are extensive views
overlooking the Lea valley. Further down the
southern and eastern slopes there are occasional
views out of the woodland towards Lea Wood.
The woodland is characterised by areas of birch on
the higher ground and beech on the lower slopes,
interspersed with oak. There are now only a few of
the once common oak coppice stools that were the
main source of kiln dried timber for white coal

Birch woodland characterises much of the higher area of Bow
Wood
production and very few Q-pits that can be easily
identified on first inspection. From Lea, a footpath
contours at approximately 130 metres following a
fairly level route through the woodland that
emerges above Bow Wood Farm, and continues in
a narrow walled footpath to meet Dark Lane, just
below Castle Top Farm. On occasion the path
meets other paths, some more formal than others.
The steepest parts of the packhorse route are
finished in stone pitching, to prevent erosion. In

A n old oak coppice (above & below), once a common sight
within the wood, used for white coal production

Footpaths contouring along the hillside in Bow Wood (above
& below)
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AREA 3 - LEA BRIDGE

other places the path is retained by large lumps of
gritstone.

The area of Lea Bridge is dominated by the
buildings that form Smedley’s Mills. These include
an eclectic assortment of both purpose-built mill
buildings and buildings that have been adapted over
time. The result is a fascinating tussle of brick and
stone buildings roughly aligned to the west side of
the access drive into the site, which lies beyond the
brook.
From the bridge over the brook the most
prominent landmark is the three-storey terrace of
stone-built textile workers cottages. These are now
redundant and in their immediate context, downwind of the fumes from the industrial processes,
difficult to let as dwellings. Beyond this row are a
number of brick-built structures, most built in the
1930s and ‘40s.

V iew from Bow Wood looking towards Lea Wood across
the flood plain
In the middle of the wood is an open field, which
appears to have ancient origins. Its original purpose
is not clear. It may have been simply an early
enclosure for grazing sheep, created out of the
wooded hillside, or it may at one time have had a
use in association with the production of white coal.
Perhaps it was an area used to stack and sort timber
that had been felled, or perhaps it was an area
where the white coal was stockpiled. A small lean-to
stone building once stood on the northern
boundary.

The Lea Brook forms the boundary between A mber V alley
& Derbyshire Dales - the character of the mill complex has
consistent building forms and materials across the valley, on
both sides of the brook
The slate-roofed knitting sheds are the next most
striking feature of the conservation area, found at
the end of the access lane. Their presence is
partially masked by the massive retaining wall, to

V iew of Bow Wood Cottages & Farm from Bow Wood

The buildings exhibit an eclectic mix of building materials
and phases, with little regard for architectural context. The
evolution of the buildings is clearly visible, which is one of the
main characteristics of this section of the conservation area
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which they are butted up. Built from rubble
gritstone, with distinctive tooled gritstone
surrounds to former louvred vents, it is their Welsh
slate roofs with long “north lights”, in a series of 10
regimented gable ends poking above the parapet
wall, that dominates the views along the lane.

A house of circa 1920 (Bow Wood End). The houses near
Lea Bridge are largely of high quality reflecting the
importance of the attractive rural setting, even though this
was an area dominated by industry - the Hat Factory,
Smedley’s Merino Mills, the Lea Lead Smelting Works &
the railway networks

Row of knitting sheds of circa 1870. These first appear on
the first edition OS map, but there was little else to the west
of the brook at this date

Brick-built knitting sheds of the 1930s, with “north-light”
roof windows. This is identified as “circular room” on the
20th century site plan

Brick-built Joiners Shop (right) and stone-built Timber
Store (left)
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AREA 4 - CROMFORD CAN AL & HIGH
PEAK JUN CTION
Cromford Canal runs roughly north-west/ southeast through the Lea section of the Derwent valley.
The conservation area boundary was drawn to
include the buildings at High Peak Junction and to
include the monumental canal structures between
this area and the River Derwent, which forms the
administrative boundary between Derbyshire Dales
District & Amber Valley. It was designated a
conservation area for its historic and industrial
archaeological interest, although the main views
and landmarks are now softened, and often
obscured, by trees.

Glimpsed views of High Peak Junction from the railway
bridge (above) and from the tunnel under the A 6 (below)

A mile from Cromford on the Cromford Canal is a
small area of development called High Peak
Junction. This is the starting point of the
Cromford & High Peak Railway, where the track
bed of the railway leaves the side of the canal and
starts its uphill journey up the first of a series of
steep inclined planes, once powered by steampowered winding engines. This is now the start of
the High Peak Trail, a long distance footpath &
cycleway. A short distance further along the canal is
the area called The Wharf, where bulk goods were
trans-shipped between rail and canal, one of the
earliest surviving transport interchanges of its kind.
These two sections of the conservation area
incorporate the railway buildings associated with
the construction and maintenance of the Cromford
& High Peak Railway and the ancillary
accommodation for the workers on the railway;
houses, cottages, outbuildings and stabling.

The line of the old track-bed leads from the
Cromford Canal to Sheep Pasture Incline, the first
inclined plane. This junction was once dominated
by the marshalling area, track and railway sidings,
although today the space is dominated by mown
grass, picnic tables and amenity planting.
The buildings & structures within this part of the
conservation area are mainly aligned to one side of
the track bed, restricted on the other by the canal.

Further along the canal are two monumental
structures associated solely with the canal; Leawood
Pumphouse and the Wigwell Aqueduct. The
aqueduct was built in 1792 at the time of the
construction of the canal and is the only bridge
along the canal to span the River Derwent. The
Pumphouse is a stationary steam pumping engine
built in 1849 at a time when there was a shortage of
water supplying the canal. The original source of
the canal feeder was the combined run-off from the
Cromford Sough and the Bonsall Brook. The
Pumphouse was designed to pump water directly
from the River Derwent to top up the canal.
High Peak Junction is a self-contained area that is
not visible from the Lea Road or Derby Road. The
buildings appear in glimpsed views over the parapet
of the retaining wall that separates the canal from
the railway line, and come into view from the
footbridge over the railway, and there is also a
glimpsed view through the tunnel at the foot of
Sheep Pasture incline on the High Peak Trail.

V iew along the former track-bed of the railway looking
towards the Wharf. A menity planting of alder and silver
birch, near the canal, and self-sown trees at the foot of the
retaining wall frame the view, but cause on-going
maintenance problems
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The character of the area is dominated by a number
of restricted and tapered views, channelled along
linear features:
•
up paths & tracks (between the A6, past the
railway houses to the workshops, & past the
Wharf Shed and Ticket Office up the track
towards the 4 wharf cottages on the A6)
•
along the original track-bed of the CHPR
•
along the towpath
•
through the tunnel, which carries the A6
over the railway track
•
between buildings & structures that line the
routes, and restricted by the canal on the
north-east side and the retaining walls of the
A6 and the CHPR

number of distinct views along the canal and the
sense of separation of High Peak Junction from its
associated Wharf, which can’t be seen together at
any one time. The canal is wide at this point
providing more expansive views of the landscape.
It is quite likely that the canal was widened in
association with the construction of the CHPR and
wharf. From the towpath there are occasional

Cromford Canal - view from the towpath opposite the
Wharf, looking towards High Peak Junction. The bend in
the canal reinforces the sense of separation of the two elements
of the Cromford & High Peak Railway; now a rural idyll,
rather than a scene of industry
glimpses of buildings on the far
side of the canal, some at high level
above the retaining walls. Now, the
only landmark that is clearly visible
from the canal is the chimney of
Leawood Pumphouse, which rises
above the trees. The isolation of
High Peak Junction was not always
the case, as historic photographs
show that the canal and the railway
were barren of trees in the early
part of the 20th century and the

V iew from Sheep Pasture Incline towards High Peak
Junction looking into the catch-pit and beyond through the
tunnel under the A 6. The catch-pit was a safety feature
allowing the stoppage of runaway wagons. The hipped roof of
the railway cottages on the A 6 can just be seen

V iew up the track next to the ticket office at the Wharf.
Between the A 6 and the canal, the conservation area is
divided by a series of retaining walls. Here, the two retaining
walls retain the cart track and gardens to railway workers
cottages above

Pl. 11 V iew of High Peak Junction when it was an
operational railway. The busy track-bed & multiplicity of
rails has been replaced with open expanse of mown grass and
picnic tables. The openness of the site is marked, with a clear
view of the chimney at Leawood Pumphouse in the distance

The route of the Cromford Canal follows the
natural contours of the valley. As it does so, the
canal bends and this affords the opportunity for a
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sightlines between the roads and canal and incline
were much clearer. The density of the tree cover on
either side of the River Derwent, the railway
embankments and on either side of the canal, is a
prominent feature of the landscape, creating a
series of important connected wildlife corridors.
The character of the conservation area is now
tranquil, a haven from the car-dominated transport
network. In some instances, however, the tree
cover is in danger of dominating the historic
industrial character of the conservation area and its
reasons for designation. Unmanaged tree growth
and some planned amenity tree planting obscure
features, views and historic open spaces. Most
damaging is the threat to the retaining walls and
railway and canal structures from self-sown trees
that threaten to undermine the foundations.

colossal structure, with a single arch spanning the
River Derwent, emphasised by rusticated voussoirs,
its main elevation is no longer visible to the general
public. It was once very prominent from the Derby
Road (Richard Arkwright’s private road up the
valley and later the 1817 turnpike) before the tree
canopy took over most views within this part of the
valley.

Wigwell A queduct - a dramatic view seen by few people.
This particular viewpoint is on private land outside the
conservation area. The boundary follows the alignment of the
bridge itself
The retaining walls that separate the canal from the
A6, are important as they are part of a network of
engineered embankments, the principal ones being
Retaining walls and self-set alder and birch - a potential
conflict of conservation interests
The canal continues at high level between the wharf
and Lea Wood, just beyond the River Derwent, and
this sense of height is greatest where the canal
crosses the Wigwell Aqueduct. The curving line of
the canal and the undulating parapet walls, a relic
from the structural problems associated with its
construction, are a distinctive feature of this section
of the canal. Although the Wigwell Aqueduct is a
Retaining walls near the Wharf Trans-shipment Shed - once
a stark dramatic profile
Retaining walls and steps
between the track-bed and the
horse paddock (right & below)
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the inclines, which connected the low lying canals
at either end of the route with the high level plateau
in the centre. These and the retaining walls form a
sequence of dramatic landscape features.
The walls between the Wharf and the A6 retained a
long linear space - an exercise paddock for horses.
The widest portion of this platform has been
maintained and mowed as a meadow. The
remainder has been planted mainly with birch, to
supplement some older mature trees. The
difference in levels was occasionally overcome by a
flight of stone steps. Some of these are quite fragile,
moss-covered and overgrown.
The buildings at High Peak Junction are compact,
and comprise a number of structures that have
evolved over time, incorporating several phases of
building distinguished by stone and red brick,
multiple tiled and slated, hipped and pitched roofs,
all crammed together within one large inwardlooking block, protected by plain coursed stone
walls, which formerly enclosed a compound.
The relationship between the main buildings,
ancillary structures and railway and canal ephemera
creates a fairly complete assembly. They form an

The Cromford & High Peak Railway structures are
consistent in their use of pink gritstone, long linear character
and common colour scheme (above), although in detail they
vary considerably, demonstrating different phases of the
development of the railway

The two principal railway buildings - The Workshops
(above) and the Wharf Trans-shipment Shed (below)

importance series of interrelated structures,
dedicated to the maintenance, management and
transportation of raw materials. Sadly, the rails were
removed when the line closed, when most of the
ironwork was scrapped. A particularly strong
grouping is the linear range of workshops, the
section of track-bed alongside these and over the
wheel-pits that contained the cables for hauling the
trucks up the gradient, the brake vans and water
tank. These are an evocative group, particularly
when viewed from Sheep Pasture Incline.
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Other local landmarks visible in this part of the
conservation area are the Wharf Trans-shipment
Shed that sits squarely on the edge of the canal and
the Railway Cottages that sit alongside the A6
(Derby Road). The Trans-shipment Shed is the
largest building along this section of canal and was
designed to accommodate wagons (but not the
engine) through its doors. The cottages stand out
because they are prominent against the skyline, with
no competition from trees. Two storeys alongside
the road give way, with the falling land below, to
three storeys at the back.
From Derby Road (A6), looking into the
conservation area, there are glimpses of the roofs
of the ranges of linear buildings running parallel
with the road and canal. These simple Welsh slate
and Staffordshire blue clay tiled rooflines are a
strong feature of this part of the conservation area.

View up Sheep Pasture Incline, looking up and out of the
conservation area - another confined view, emphasised by
recent self-sown trees, the narrow track-bed and boundary
walls. Further up the incline there are dramatic views out
across the valley

The Loco House & Agents House, which face the A6, and
the barn to the south, form an important group of purposebuilt railway workers’ dwellings and ancillary structures and
are a prominent landmark along the A6

View from the Wharf Shed looking along the canal towards
High Peak Junction - views are distinctive for the fact that
the canal is lined with trees and these create tunnel-like,
enclosed, confined views, the focus being on the canal, the
wildlife and the water, and not the landscape beyond
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8. Negative Factors

NEGATIVE FACTORS
Self-sown trees
There are a large number of self-sown trees within
the conservation area. In most cases, these are
beneficial, enhancing the existing wildlife corridors.
However, there are locations where they have
grown to such an extent that they obscure views of
the main landmarks such as Leawood Pumphouse,
Wigwell Aqueduct and Castle Top. In several cases
trees were deliberately planted as “amenity
planting”, such as the row of lime near High Peak
Junction Workshops and the clumps of silver birch
and alder alongside the canal. Trees alongside the
retaining walls and buildings have also led to
problems with a build up of leaf litter and longterm there is potential for structural damage.

Condition
In a number of places the
condition of the historic
buildings within the
conservation area is a
cause for concern. In
particular, the condition of
listed buildings, such as the
row of textile workers
cottages at Lea Bridge,
which has lost its rear
stone slate roof, is
particularly damaging to
the character of the conservation area. The knitting
sheds at Lea Mills are also in poor condition,
particularly the Welsh slate roofs, which have been
repaired many times. They are vulnerable because
the gutters are level with the access road to the rear
of the buildings. Perhaps this easy access has led to
the loss of lead and replacement with bitumen felt.
Hoppers and rainwater pipes lead down a steep
shaft between the building and the wall retaining
the road. This also creates a periodic damp and
maintenance problem.

On one occasion, along the route of the Cromford
& High Peak Railway, a row of trees has been kept
to create a sort of avenue, which is quite out of
place within the historic context and industrial
character of the railway and in the long term
threatens to undermine these archaeologically
significant walls.

One of the largest structures within the
conservation area, the Wigwell Aqueduct (above),
has suffered from structural defects since it was

Rear view of textile workers cottages at Lea Bridge - sad loss
of original stone-slate roofs
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Loss of original roofing materials to concrete at Bow Wood
Farm (above) and Bow Wood Cottage (below)

Field barns at Castle Top & Bow Wood, no longer in use,
suffer from lack of maintenance and gradual degradation of
the fabric (loss of cast iron rainwater pipe - above - and
redundant external steps - below)

has been a loss of the traditional roofing materials,
Staffordshire blue clay tiles and stone slate, and
occasional replacement with modern concrete
substitutes. These are out of
place in the conservation area
and, because of the topography,
they are prominent in a number
of views from a high level.
Many of the original windows
have been replaced with uPVC
and other modern substitutes.
There are very few original
windows or doors now left in the residential parts
of the conservation area. Castle Top Farm is one

first built. Metal ties and buttresses were used to
strap and repair the structure. The presence of the
canal, with its permanent supply of water running
in a conduit above the bridge creates a continual
maintenance liability. The structural cracking
evident within the walls is monitored by the County
Council consulting engineers.
Loss of historic building
unsympathetic alterations

details

&

Within the area of Castle Top and Bow Wood there
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exception. The loss of the original mullions at Bow
Wood Farm is regrettable, as it changes the
proportions of the original windows.

masked from many views by the trees, but there has
been a proliferation of high security fences, which
detracts from the setting of the conservation areas
and is highly visible in many views from within the
conservation area, from the towpath and from the
railway bridge. The water supply pipe serving the
sewage treatment works that crosses over the canal
is also an eyesore, and detracts from the character
of Brown’s Bridge.

The road bridge that runs over the CHPR was
enlarged by the County Council many years ago in
anticipation of road widening. This now obscures
the original skew-arch bridge over the railway, a
type of bridge that was engineered with great skill.
Damage to the Setting
In the immediate vicinity of the conservation area
there are several industrial processes and works.
There are elements of each of these that affect the
setting of the conservation area, where they either
come too close or impinge on views. The factory

At Lea Mills the site has a mix of buildings and
structures. The tank containers (below) are the
most damaging to the character and setting of the
conservation area because they are so prominent in
views from Lea Road and the access lane to the mill
car park.
building at Pisani,
visible from the
picnic area at
High
Peak
Junction spoils the
o t h e r w i s e
untouched
impression of the
site.
The Severn Trent Sewage Treatment Works
situated between the canal, railway and the river, is
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9. Justification for Boundary
•

Recommendations for
Amendment

JUSTIFICATION FOR BOUNDARY

that enables expansive views across the valley from
both of the valley roads. It is recommended that
the conservation area be extended to include this
important open space, which connects the two
sides of the valley, and the linear features of the
railway and river.

Lea Bridge to Castle Top Farm – northern
boundary
From Lea Bridge, the current boundary follows the
administrative boundary with Amber Valley
Borough Council, along the route of the Lea
Brook. Then it leaves the brook and continues
west along the boundary of Bow Wood, which it
follows until it meets Castle Top Farm. Here, the
boundary drops down below the ridge and through
an area of woodland before picking up a fence line.
It steps out to include the farm buildings on the
edge of White Field before heading south and
following the northern perimeter of the beech
wood below Castle Top.

High Peak Junction
At High Peak Junction the boundary of the
conservation area follows the northern side of the
canal towpath from Brown’s Bridge, where it meets
the workshops and continues as far as Wigwell
Aqueduct. It steps out to incorporate the
Pumphouse and then continues to follow the
towpath to a point midway over the Wigwell
Aqueduct, where it meets the equivalent
conservation area in Amber Valley. The southern
boundary of the conservation area follows the
Derby Road between the railway bridge under the
A6 as far as High Peak Cottages and the associated
barn. From here it cuts across to a point just
beyond the canal winding hole and the spillway and
then follows the southern parapet of the Wigwell
Aqueduct.

Amendment to the boundary
Where the conservation area follows both the
brook and the edge of Bow Wood, these are natural
boundaries defining spaces. However, it is
recommended that where the boundary currently
runs through Castle Top, that it should be extended
to include the woodland rising up to the ridge
above the farm, which forms a visual envelope
around the farm, and include the two fields beyond
the farm buildings, historically known as “Upper
Elicar Piece” & “ Nether Elicar Piece” which were
part of Alison Uttley’s father’s farm and fall within
the same bowl-shaped valley, contained by the strip
of woodland to the north. This was part of the
farm and still reads visually as part of the same
space in which the buildings lie.

Although now partly the location of a sewage
treatment works, the area between High Peak
Junction and the River Derwent was the site of The
Junction Inn, associated with the development of
High Peak Junction Railway. The presence of a
building on this site is first documented in 1811
(Richard Wilks canal survey). This was Hobson’s
Farm. Before the construction of either the
Cromford and High Peak Railway or the
Manchester, Buxton and Matlock line, Hobson’s
Farm sat between the canal and River. A derelict
building standing just beyond the towpath is
probably a remnant of the group of farmbuildings.
The main farmhouse later became the Junction Inn.
It was demolished in 1880 by the Midland Railway
Company.

Lea Bridge to Castle Top Farm – southern
boundary
The current boundary of the conservation area
follows the hedge along the north side of Lea Road
from Lea Bridge to the bottom of Dark Lane (at
the foot of Castle Top). This is completely separate
from the High Peak Junction section of the
conservation area. Some rationalisation of these
two entirely disparate areas of character is desirable.

Amendment to the boundary
The route of the High Peak Trail continues beyond
the Wharf Shed on the line of the track-bed of
1853, which eventually connects with the mainline.
However, the conservation area boundary has been
drawn tightly to include just the aqueduct. In view
of the significance of the railway line, to the
industrial history of the valley and the reason for
the conservation area designation, it is proposed
that the boundary be drawn to include the route of
the old railway line, where it leaves the canal. The
boundary should follow the A6 and the riverbank
as far as the railway bridge (Bridge no. 15) where
the old Midland mainline connects with the CHPR.

Amendment to the boundary
The land falling between the Lea Road and
Cromford Canal is a narrow strip comprising open
pasture / flood plain, the River Derwent, the 1849
Manchester Buxton Matlock and Midlands Junction
Railway line and the railway embankment. The
spaces are contiguous, linear features separated only
by the trees running along the embankments. The
meadow forms the foreground setting to the
buildings on the hill and is a tranquil open space
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The retaining walls that lie between the 1880 line of
the railway, where it passes close to the canal, are so
close to the canal that it is almost impossible to
separate the two structures. In view of the
significance of the rail network to the development
of the valley, it is proposed that the boundary of
the conservation area should include both the
railway line and the river, from the footpath that
crosses the mainline, and continue in a westerly
direction, to meet up with the boundary on the
north side of Lea Road. A small wedge-shaped
piece of land that contains part of the Severn Trent
sewage treatment works would be included within
this extended conservation area, but the majority of
the treatment works, which falls between the river
and the canal, would be excluded, as there is
nothing left of the former Junction Inn.
SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR AMENDMENTS TO BOUNDARY
1.
2.

3.

Inclusion of land forming a backdrop to
Castle Top Farm, part of the Alison Uttley
family farm
Inclusion of section of track-bed of 1853,
forming a link from the CHPR to the
mainline along with wooded section of the
valley
Inclusion of contiguous linear corridors water meadows, River Derwent, and 1849
railway line between Lea Road and the
Cromford Canal
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10. Conservation Policies

these sites and these should be included in
development plans para.2.22)

CONSERVATION POLICIES
NATIONAL PLANNING GUIDANCE

The Wider Historic Landscape
In defining planning policies for the countryside, local
authorities should take account of the historical
dimension of the landscape as a whole rather than
concentrate on selected areas. Plans should protect its
most important components and encourage
development that is consistent with maintaining its
overall historic character para.2.26).

Planning Policy Guidance Note 15
Planning & the Historic Environment
Planning Policy Guidance Notes set out government
guidance on planning issues and provide guidance to
local planning authorities and others of the operation
of the planning system. Local planning authorities
must take their guidance into account in preparing
their development plans. PPG 15 provides guidance
specifically in relation to the historic environment.

Listed Building Control
Listed building consent is required for demolition and
for any works of alteration or extension, which would
affect its character as a building of special
architectural or historic interest. It is a criminal
offence to carry out such works without consent.
Listed building controls apply to all works both
external and internal, whether or not the particular
feature concerned is specifically mentioned in the
listed description paras 3.1 & 3.2)

The following areas of conservation guidance have
been highlighted, in particular where this applies to
the Castle Top, Lea Bridge & High Peak Junction
Conservation Area Appraisal.
Development and Development Control
The design of new buildings intended to stand
alongside historic buildings requires very careful
consideration. New buildings need to follow
fundamental architectural principles of scale, height,
massing and alignment and use appropriate materials.
para.2.14) See also Annex A to PPG1.

The listing of a building also confers protection not
only on the building but also on any object or
structure fixed to the building which is ancillary to the
building para.3.31)
The listing of a building also confers protection on
any object or structure within the curtilage of the
listed building which forms part of the land and has
done so since before 1st July 1948 para.3.33)

In considering applications for planning permission
and listed building consent for works which affect a
listed building, consideration should be given to the
desirability of preserving the setting of a building. The
setting is often an essential part of the buildings
character especially if a garden or grounds have been
laid out to complement its design or function. The
setting of a building is not limited only to ancillary
land but may include land some distance away. Where
a listed building forms an important visual element in
the street, development in the street may affect that
setting. A proposed high or bulky building might also
affect the setting of a building some distance away or
alter views of a historic skyline. In some cases, setting
can only be defined by a historical assessment of a
buildings setting para.2.16).

Conservation Areas
There is a duty on local planning authorities to
designate as conservation areas any ‘areas of special
architectural or historic interest the character or
appearance of which it is desirable to preserve or
enhance’ para.4.1)
It is the quality and interest of areas, rather than
individual buildings, which should be the prime
consideration
in
identifying
and
assessing
conservation areas para4.2).

World Heritage Sites
No additional statutory controls follow from the
inclusion of a site in the World Heritage list. Inclusion
does however, highlight the outstanding international
importance of the site as a key material consideration
to be taken into account by Local Planning
Authorities in determining planning applications and
applications for listed building consent. Specific
planning policies should be formulated for protecting

The factors to take into consideration when
designating or reviewing) an area are set down in a
separate document ‘Conservation Area Appraisals’
published by English Heritage in 1997, and more
recently ‘Guidance on Conservation Area Appraisals’
and ‘Guidance on the Management of Conservation
Areas’ also published by English Heritage in 2006.
Local planning authorities should seek to establish
consistent local standards for their designations and
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obligation should extend to applications adjacent to
the conservation area, which could affect its character
or setting or views into and out of the area
para.4.14).

should periodically review their existing conservation
areas and their boundaries against those standards
para.4.3)
It is important that the conservation area designation
should be justified and the clearer the justification, the
sounder will be the base for local plan policies and
decisions on planning applications paras.4.4).

Many conservation areas include commercial centers
of towns or villages. Whilst conservation must be a
major consideration this cannot realistically prevent all
new development. The emphasis will generally need
to be on controlled and positive management of
change. Policies need to be designed to allow the area
to remain alive and prosperous and avoid unnecessary
detailed control over businesses and householders,
but ensure that new development accords with the
areas architectural and historic interest para.4.16).

Given the nature of conservation area controls,
essentially controls over demolition strengthened
controls over minor development and the protection
of trees,-designation is not likely to be appropriate as
a means of protecting landscape features, except
where they form an integral part of the historic built
environment. Designation may be suitable for historic
parks or gardens or other areas of historic landscape
containing structures which contribute to their special
interest and fall within the categories subject to
conservation area controls para.4.6)

Vacant sites or redevelopment of buildings, which
make no real contribution to the character of the
Conservation Area, or indeed, detract from it, should
be a stimulus to imaginative high quality design. There
is no need to directly imitate earlier styles but any
proposed development should respect the context of
the site, so that it becomes part of the well-established
character and appearance of the conservation area as
a whole para. 4.17).

Consultation with local residents, businesses and
other local interests over both the identification of
areas and the definition of their boundaries prior to
designation is not a statutory requirement but is
nevertheless highly desirable. The greater public
support for an area, the less additional statutory
controls are likely to be required para.4.7).

In addition to adopted local plan policies, the
preparation of design briefs for individually important
‘opportunity’ sites will be useful. Special regard should
be had to scale, height, form, massing, the traditional
frontage pattern, vertical or horizontal emphasis,
detailed design and the nature and quality of materials
para 4.18).

Proposals need to be formulated and published for
the preservation and enhancement of conservation
areas and policies will need to be developed which
clearly identify what it is about the character and
appearance of the area which needs to be preserved
or enhanced and set out the means by which that
objective is to be pursued para.4.9).

Permitted Development in Conservation Areas
The GPDO 1995) requires planning applications for
certain types of development in conservation areas
which are elsewhere classified as permitted
development. These include various types of cladding
the insertion of dormer windows on roof slopes the
erection of satellite dishes on walls, roofs or chimneys
fronting a highway and the installation of radio
masts, antennae or radio equipment housing with a
volume in excess of two cubic metres. The size of
house and industrial extensions that may be carried
out without specific planning permission is also more
restricted.
Local planning authorities have the powers to make
directions withdrawing permitted development rights
for a prescribed range of development materially
affecting some aspects of the external appearances of
dwelling-houses, such as doors, windows, roofs and
frontages. Generally the Secretary of States approval
is required to impose an Article 4 Direction.
Permitted development rights should not be

There should be consultation with the appropriate
bodies e.g. local residents, amenity societies, public
utilities, chamber of commerce and highway authority
etc. on any proposals for enhancement and
preservation of the conservation area para.4.10).
Local authorities are advised to set up advisory
committees or committees to assist in formulating
policy for its conservation areas and to advise on
planning applications. The committees should involve
bodies such as the local Civic Societies, Chambers of
Commerce, nominees from the statutory amenity
societies and local people. para.4.13)
In considering planning applications the local
planning authority should give special attention to the
desirability of preserving or enhancing the character
and/or appearance of the conservation area. This

58

Transport & Transport Management
Given the visual and physical impact of roads and
other highway infrastructure on the character of the
Conservation
Area,
early
consultation
is
recommended between the Planning Authority and
the Highway Authority. The overall aim should be to
minimise the impact of highway infrastructure on the
various elements of the historic environment. para.s
5.1 to 5.7).

withdrawn without clear justification and it is
recommended that there is a clear assessment of the
special architectural and historic interest of the area.
Article 4 Directions should be used to help to protect
features that are the key elements of a particular
conservation area paras.4.21–4.24)
Conservation Area Control over Demolition
In terms of demolition, the presumption should be in
favour of retaining buildings, which make a positive
contribution to the character or appearance of the
conservation area. Proposals to demolish buildings,
which are considered to make a positive contribution
are assessed against the same broad criteria as
proposals to demolish listed buildings para.4.27)

Local Highways Authorities should take measures to
protect the historic environment from the worst
effects of traffic and they have the powers to create
vehicle restricted areas, pedestrian zones etc. They can
also introduce traffic calming measures, which may
involve chicanes, build outs, gateways, rumble strips,
islands etc. However, some designs can be difficult to
integrate into an older streetscape and there can be no
standard solution. Each feature or device should
relate in its design and materials to the overall
townscape to ensure that traffic calming reinforces
rather than diminishes local character.

Advertisement Control
All outdoor advertisements affect the appearance of
the building or the neighbourhood where they are to
be displayed and the local planning authority has a
duty to pay special regard to the desirability of
preserving or enhancing the character and appearance
of the conservation area. As many conservation areas
include retail and commercial premises, outdoor
advertising is essential to commercial activity and the
success of local businesses will usually help to
maintain buildings in good repair and in having an
attractive appearance.

Floorscape and Street Furniture
Traditional stone surfaces to roads and pavements
make a vital contribution to the appearance of the
conservation area and should be retained wherever
possible or re-introduced where there is historical
evidence to support their use para.5.13).

Certain
categories
of
‘deemed
consent’
advertisements, which may have a significant visual
impact, are not permitted for display in a conservation
area without the local planning authority’s specific
consent. Where it is proving impossible to prevent
unsuitable or harmful advertisement displays a
Direction can be made to justify imposing additional
controls paras.4.31-4.37).

Street furniture of historic or architectural interest,
such as pillar-boxes, railings, clocks etc., which add to
the local distinctiveness of an area should be
preserved or reinstated where appropriate.
Careful consideration should be given to the impact
of road signing and unnecessary duplication should be
avoided. This and street lighting should be undertaken
so as to achieve appropriate materials and location,
with the aim of avoiding visual clutter para.5.16 &
5.17).

Trees in Conservation Areas
Trees are valued features within the town and
countryside and make an important contribution to
the character of the local environment. Local planning
authorities can make adequate provision for the
preservation and planting of trees when granting
planning permission for the development of land, by
a combination of planning conditions and Tree
Preservation Orders TPO) para.4.38).

REGIONAL PLANNING GUIDANCE
Regional Spatial Strategy for the East Midlands
(RSS 8)
The East Midlands Region covers the counties of
Derbyshire, Lincolnshire, Northamptonshire and
Nottinghamshire and includes the unitary authorities
of Derby, Leicester, Nottingham and Rutland. The
Regional Spatial Strategy RSS 8) provides a broad
development strategy for the East Midlands up to
2021. It also represents the spatial element of the East
Midlands Integrated Regional Strategy.

Where a tree is subject to a TPO, the local authority’s
consent must be obtained before it can be cut down,
topped or lopped. Where a tree in a conservation area
is not subject to a TPO, six weeks written notice must
be given to the local authority where cutting down,
topping or lopping is proposed. This enables the local
authority time to consider making a TPO para.4.39).
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The main role of the RSS is to provide a strategy
within which the local authorities’ planning
documents and local transport plans can be prepared.
It is to be used in conjunction with the Development
Plans DP) and future Local Development
Frameworks LDF) and other strategies prepared by
local authorities, as well as for use by other
partnership and outside bodies. It identifies the scale
and distribution of provision for new housing and
priorities
for
the
environment,
transport,
infrastructure, economic development, agriculture,
energy, minerals and waste treatment and disposal.

-

-

-

RSS 8 is divided into three main sections :• Core Strategy
• Spatial strategy
• Topic Based Priorities

-

In relation to the natural and built environment, the
Strategy aims for a rich, diverse and attractive natural
and built environment and cultural heritage and to
enhance local distinctiveness.

recognizing that such assets are usually
irreplaceable
unavoidable damage must be clearly justified
by the need for development in that location
which outweighs the damage that would
result and should be reduced to a minimum
through mitigation measures
unavoidable damage which cannot be
mitigated should be compensated for,
preferably in a relevant local context and
where possible in ways which also contribute
to social and economic objectives
overall there should be no net loss of natural
and cultural assets and opportunities should
be sought to achieve a net gain across the
region and
protection of the regions best and most
versatile land

Priorities for management and enhancement of
the Region’s landscape (policy 0)
Policy 30 seeks to:
- promote the highest level of landscape
character protection for the regions nationally
designated landscape
- promote initiatives to protect and enhance
the natural and heritage assets
- be informed by landscape character
assessments to underpin and act as a key
components of criteria-based policies for the
consideration of development proposals in
rural or urban fringe areas.
It recommends that local planning authorities should
prepare comprehensive assessments of the character
of their landscapes to coincide with the review of
their local development documents

Its policies relevant to this Appraisal seek to:Promote better design (policy 4)
This policy includes reference to promoting design
led approaches which take account of local natural
and historic character, e.g. landscape character
assessments, urban design frameworks, town and
village design statements local concept statements,
countryside design summaries and masterplanning
exercises. It also makes reference to architectural
design which is functional yet which respects local
natural and built character.
Regional priorities for tourism (policy 25)
Partnerships should seek to identify areas of potential
for tourism growth which maximize economic benefit
whilst minimizing adverse impact on the environment
and local amenity

Regional priorities for the historic environment
(policy 1)
Policy 31 relates to Development Plans, future Local
Development Framework’s and other strategies
understanding, conserving and enhancing the historic
environment by:- identifying and assessing the significance
of specific historic and cultural assets
including their settings)
- using characterization to understand their
contribution to the landscape or
townscape in areas of change
- encouraging the refurbishment and reuse of disused or under-used buildings of
some architectural or historic merit and
incorporating them sensitively into the
regeneration scheme

Protect and enhance the Region’s natural and
cultural assets (policy 27)
Policy 27 states that sustainable development should
ensure the protection, appropriate management and
enhancement of the regions natural and cultural assets
and their settings) and the following principles
should be applied :- the promotion of the highest level of
protection for the regions nationally and
internationally designated natural and cultural
assets
- damage to natural or cultural assets should be
avoided wherever and as far as possible,
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-

promoting the use of local building
materials
recognizing the opportunities for
enhancing existing tourism attractions
and for developing the potential of other
areas and sites of historic interest

-

an assessment of the capacity of these
assets to absorb change and the impact
of the proposals on the quality and
character of the historic environment

Derby & Derbyshire Joint Structure Plan (1991 2011)

Regional priorities for Strategic River Corridors
(policy 4)
Development plans, future Local Development
Frameworks and other strategies of local authorities
should seek to protect and enhance the natural and
cultural environment of the regions strategic river
corridors e.g. the Derwent). Actions should be coordinated to maintain and enhance the multifunctional importance of strategic river corridors for
wildlife, landscape and townscape regeneration and
economic diversification, education, recreation, the
historic environment including archaeology and
managing flood risk.

The Structure Plan is to be replaced in due course by
RSS 8. At present the Structure Plan has three main
functions:• To provide a strategic policy framework for
planning and development control by setting out
the policies and general proposals for land-use
within the area.
• To ensure that provision for development is
realistic and consistent with national and regional
policy as expressed in Regional Guidance and
Planning Policy Guidance notes PPGs).
• To provide a framework for local plans

At a regional level, policies on the historic
environment are influenced by:-

The General Development Strategy, based on
principles of sustainable development aims to help
develop the economy of Derbyshire by providing for
its development land needs, while protecting what is
best in the environment and helping to resolve
existing environmental and social problems.

The Regional Environment Strategy
Viewpoints on the Historic Environment of
the East Midlands July 2002) produced by the
Regional Heritage Forum. This report highlights
the ways in which the historic environment
contributes to people’s quality of life and
economic and social well-being. It develops the
Regional Assembly’s Integrated Regional Strategy
theme of ‘conserving and enhancing the diverse and
attractive natural and built environment and cultural
heritage of the region and ensuring prudent management of
resources’ and reinforces the conclusions made in
the Regional Environment Strategy.

The policies within the Environment section relate to
both the natural and built environment. The most
relevant to this Appraisal are noted below.
Environment Policy 1: Landscape Character.
The character of the landscape is to be conserved and
enhanced, as appropriate. Development which would
have an unacceptable effect on landscape character
and diversity will not be permitted. Where
development is permitted, opportunities will be taken
to conserve, enhance and restore the local
distinctiveness, character and diversity of the
landscape.

The annual Heritage Counts: The State of the
East Midlands Historic Environment report
produced by English Heritage.

Environment Policy 9: Conservation Areas
This policy identifies that development within
conservation areas should have regard to the
preservation and enhancement of the special
character or appearance of the conservation area and
for encouraging its physical and economic
regeneration. Planning permission will not be granted
for development proposals that would be detrimental
to the character, appearance or setting of a designated
conservation area.

These documents confirm that the East Midlands has
a rich and diverse historic environment which is
undervalued and increasingly under threat. English
Heritage therefore recommends that development
plans and other strategies should adopt an approach
based upon:
- adequate identification and assessment of
natural and cultural assets
- consideration of the contribution that
these make to local character and
diversity and
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Environment Policy 17: Design Quality
Development should be of a high quality design.
Attention will be given to the appropriateness and
sensitivity of proposals in relation to the character of
a locality. Planning permission will not be granted for
proposals for new development that would be
detrimental to the local distinctiveness of the area. A
design statement may be required for development
proposals. This should explain the relationship of the
design principles to the surrounding environment and
identify the locally distinctive elements.

Environment Policy 10: Historic Buildings
Listed and other buildings of architectural or historic
interest should be retained in-situ and protected from
inappropriate
alteration
and
unsympathetic
development that would harm their character or
setting. The re-use, adaptation or change of use of
buildings of architectural or historic interest will be
permitted only where this would ensure their
preservation without the loss of character and without
detriment to local amenity or landscape quality.
Environment Policy 12: Archaeological and other
Heritage Features
Development on or adjacent to archaeological or
other heritage features will be considered against the
need to ensure their preservation in-situ,
conservation, interpretation and where appropriate
investigation.

Other policies in the Structure Plan will be relevant to
Castle Top, Lea Bridge & High Peak Junction,
however they are not recorded here, where the
emphasis is on the built and natural environment of
the Conservation Area.
LOCAL PLANNING GUIDANCE

Environment Policy 1 . World Heritage Sites
Development will not be permitted where it would
adversely affect a World Heritage Site or its setting.
Where development is permitted opportunities will be
taken, as appropriate, to enhance the site or its setting.

Derbyshire Dales Local Plan (Adopted Nov 2005)
The adopted Local Plan reinforces the view that the
quality of the environment, natural and man-made, is
an asset to be conserved. It realizes that this can be
viewed as a major constraint to development, but that
it also offers great opportunities for development to
be conceived in harmony with it. Positive
conservation policies coupled with a development
strategy are needed, so that aims to meet real needs
and encourage sustainable realistic developments in
conjunction with the environment, are achieved.

Environment Policy 14: Sites and Features of
Nature Conservation
Development will take full account of its likely impact
on nature conservation value. In particular
development will not be permitted where it may have
an adverse impact on an area designated or proposed
for designation as being of international Special
Protection Area, RAMSAR site, Special Areas of
Conservation) or national Site of special Scientific
Interest, National Nature Reserve) importance for
nature conservation unless there are no alternative
solutions and there are imperative overriding reasons.

The policies below can be found within the Natural,
Historic and Built Environment section. The most
relevant to this Appraisal are noted below.

Environment Policy 16: Trees and Woodland
Measures will be taken to protect important
individual, groups or areas of trees, hedgerow and
woodland, including the making of tree preservation
orders and to ensure that management and felling
proposals take account of the landscape character,
natural heritage, amenity and recreational significance
of woodland and are compatible with conservation
and recreational policies. Provision is to be made for
the planting of trees and woodland through the use of
tree planting schemes and conditions on planning
applications. In all cases, measures will be taken to
ensure that tree planting takes account of landscape
character, natural and built heritage considerations.

Policy NBE2
Sites of National Importance for Nature
Conservation
Planning permission for development within or likely
to have a direct or indirect adverse impact upon a
National Nature Reserve or Site of Special Scientific
Interest will only be granted if it cannot be
accommodated elsewhere and there are overwhelming
benefits resulting from development which would
outweigh any harm caused to their national nature
conservation value.
Where necessary the Council will impose conditions
or seek to negotiate a Section 106 Obligation to
secure appropriate mitigation and / or compensatory
measures to protect and enhance the nature
conservation interests of the site.
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importance to the character and appearance of the
immediate and wider landscape. In appropriate
circumstances the Council will impose conditions or
seek to negotiate a S106 Obligation to safeguard the
long-term protection and management of such
features.

Policy NBE .
Other Sites Of Importance For Nature
Conservation
Planning permission for development within or likely
to have a direct or indirect adverse impact upon any
other site important for nature conservation including
Derbyshire Wildlife Sites, Regionally Important
Geological Sites or Local Nature Reserves will only be
granted if it can be clearly demonstrated that there are
benefits resulting from the development which would
outweigh the harm caused to the nature conservation
value of the site. Where necessary the Council will
impose conditions or seek to negotiate a Section 106
Obligation to secure appropriate mitigation and/or
compensatory measures to protect and enhance the
nature conservation interests of the site.

Policy NBE8
Landscape Character
Planning permission will only be granted for
development that protects or enhances the character,
appearance and local distinctiveness of the landscape.
Policy NBE10
Flood Risk and Surface Water Discharge
Planning permission will be granted provided
development would not increase the risk of flooding,
or itself be at risk of flooding, and includes the
safeguarding of flood defences and satisfactory access
to them and any water-courses for the purposes of
maintenance.

Policy NBE4
Protecting Features or Areas of Importance to
Wild Flora and Fauna
Planning permission for development within, or likely
to have an adverse impact upon the integrity or
continuity of areas or features of importance to wild
flora and fauna, will not be granted unless it can be
clearly demonstrated that there are benefits resulting
from development which would outweigh the
importance of the feature to wild flora and fauna.

In some instances it may be possible to negate or
satisfactorily minimize the risk of flooding by the
incorporation of flood mitigation and / or
compensation measures. In those cases such measures
will be required by a condition of the planning
permission.

Where appropriate the Council will impose conditions
or seek to negotiate a Section 106 Obligation to
secure appropriate long term management, mitigation
and / or compensatory measures to protect and
enhance the importance of the area or feature to wild
flora and fauna

In appropriate circumstances the Council will require
the provision of sustainable drainage systems and will
impose conditions accordingly.
Policy NBE16
Development Affecting A Listed Building
Planning permission for development will only be
granted where it does not have an adverse impact
upon the special character or setting of a listed
building.

Policy NBE6
Trees And Woodlands
Planning permission will only be granted for
development likely to have a direct or indirect adverse
impact upon trees and woodlands if it can be
demonstrated that the justification for the
development outweighs their importance for the
nature conservation or amenity value. Where any trees
are lost as part of a development proposal the Council
will impose conditions or seek to negotiate a Section
106 Obligation to replace those that are lost on the
basis of three replacements for each one lost.

Policy NBE17
Alterations And Extensions To A Listed Building
Planning permission for development involving
alterations or extensions to listed buildings will only
be granted where
a) the historic form of the building is retained
and
b) any architectural or historically important
elements of the building, are retained in
largely unaltered form and
c) the proposed design, materials, scale and
detailing does not have an adverse impact the
character and appearance of the listed
building

Policy NBE7
Features Important in the Landscape
Planning permission will only be granted for
development likely to have an adverse impact upon
landscape features such as hedgerows, walls, streams
and ponds, where it can be demonstrated that the
justification for the development outweighs their
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archaeological or heritage features, or their setting will
only be granted where it can be demonstrated that
a) the feature can be preserved in-situ, or
b) where in-situ preservation is not feasible
mitigation measures can be put in place that
minimises any adverse impact upon the
feature and its setting.

Policy NBE18
Conversion And Changes Of Use Of A Listed
Building
Planning permission for the conversion and/or
change of use of a listed building will be granted
provided that
a) the original use is no longer appropriate or
viable and
b) if the proposed use is not the original use, it
is appropriate to the status of the listed
building
c) the proposal will protect the listed building
and its setting

Where appropriate the Council will impose conditions
or seek to negotiate a Section 106 Obligation to
ensure appropriate investigation and recording, before
and during development.
Policy NBE 25
Derwent Valley Mills World Heritage Site
Planning permission for development within the
Derwent Valley Mills World Heritage Site, as defined
on the Proposals Map, will be only be granted where
it does not have an adverse impact upon its character
and appearance.

Policy NBE19
Demolition Of Listed Buildings
Planning permission for development involving the
demolition of a listed building will only be granted
where
a)
the building is wholly beyond economic
repair and:
b)
it can be demonstrated that every
possible effort has been made to continue
its current use or find a compatible
alternative use that would allow for the
retention of the listed building and
c)
the application is accompanied by a
redevelopment scheme for the site, the
merits of which would outweigh the loss
of the listed building.

Planning permission for development within the
Derwent Valley Mills World Heritage Site Buffer
Zone, as defined on the Proposals Map, will only be
granted where it does not have an adverse impact
upon the setting of the World Heritage Site.
Policy NBE26
Landscape Design In Association With New
Development
In determining applications for planning permission
the Council will consider whether there is a need for
the submission, implementation and maintenance of a
scheme of landscaping to ensure that the proposed
development would integrate with or enhance its
surroundings.

The Council will impose conditions or seek to enter
into a Section 106 Obligation to ensure the
implementation of the redevelopment scheme at the
earliest possible opportunity following demolition of
the listed building.

Where this is considered to be necessary appropriate
conditions will be imposed on any planning
permission.

Policy NBE21
Development Affecting A Conservation Area
Planning permission for development proposals
within or adjacent to a conservation area will be
granted provided that they preserve or enhance the
character or appearance of the area.
.
Policy NBE24
Archaeological Sites And Heritage Features
Planning permission will not be granted for
development likely to disturb or have an adverse
impact upon Scheduled Ancient Monuments or other
nationally important archaeological remains or their
setting

Other policies in the Derbyshire Dales Adopted Local
Plan will be relevant to Castle Top, Lea Bridge &
High Peak Junction, however, they are not recorded
here, where the emphasis is on the built and natural
environment of the Conservation Area.

Planning permission for development likely to disturb
or have an adverse impact upon other important
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Appendix 1
Statutory Designations
Listed Buildings
Address

Grade

Nos. 1, 2 & 3 Lea Road, Lea Mills, Matlock

II

Loco House & Agents House, Derby Road, Cromford

II

High Peak Pumphouse, High Peak Junction

II*

Scheduled Monuments
High Peak Pumphouse & Aqueduct

No. SM188

Workshop, Offices & Terminus, Weighbridge & Wharf Trans-shipment
Shed, High Peak Junction

No. SM245

