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1.0 NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY 

The work reported on herein forms part of a response to a requirement for archaeological 
site investigations in connection with a proposed quarry extension at Marfield, North 
Yorkshire. 

Of the work completed to date, fieldwalking of all the arable areas has revealed background 
scatters of lithic material of prehistoric date, and pottery of medieval and post-medieval date, 
but no particular concentrations which might indicate occupation or other focused activity. 

Geophysical survey of about 42% of the application area has revealed a large number of 
buried features: they include features of probable geological and agricultural origin, and 
modern features. 

Additionally, a number of these features might be of archaeological significance as they are 
spatially unrelated to the existing field-boundaries (which are probably of medieval origin). 
An absence of Roman material amongst the fieldwalking finds collected points towards a 
prehistoric or possibly early medieval date for these features, though a non-archaeological 
origin is also possible. 

There is no clear correlation between the fieldwalking finds and the features revealed by 
geophysical survey. 

There is no indication from the work completed to date of the existence of complex 
archaeological remains within the application site, or any remains of national importance. It 
may be the case that there is nothing present of archaeological significance beyond 
boundary features and scattered small structures. 

It is recommended that no further geophysical survey should be carried out until the origin of 
the features identified in geophysical survey so far has been established by intrusive 
investigation. 

It is therefore recommended that site investigation proceeds to intrusive work. Further 
potential phases of work, have been set out in section 4 of the WSI (written scheme of 
investigation). These will be determined in consultation with the North Yorkshire 
Development Control Archaeologist. 
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2.0 INTRODUCTION 

This document is an interim report on archaeological site investigations at the proposed 
Marfield Quarry extension area. North Yorkshire, prepared by SLR on behalf of Lafarge 
Aggregates. 
2.1 Project background 

Lafarge Aggregates intends to extend the extraction area of its existing Marfield Quarry in a 
54ha area west of Leyburn Road, about 1km north of Masham, North Yorkshire. The 
application site is centred at NGR 421350,481750, at an altitude of 90-106m AOD. 

The minerals would be processed at the existing plant, carried there on a conveyor routed 
north-west then north-east, around Mile House Farm. Underpasses to carry the conveyor 
would be formed beneath the public right of way to Mile House Farm and beneath Leyburn 
Road, and it is possible that there would be topsoil stripping along the line of the conveyor. 
The site investigations described in this document cover both the extraction area and land 
around the margin which would be affected by landscaping or planting (the 'application site'). 

The proposed quarry extension is the subject of an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 
including an Environmental Statement, presented by SLR Consulting. Archaeology and 
Cultural Heritage is dealt with there in Chapter 14 (yet to be submitted). 

A programme of archaeological site investigations covering the whole quarry is required by 
the North Yorkshire County Council Development Control Archaeologist (NYDCA) prior to 
planning determination. A written scheme of investigation (WSI) forming the first phase of 
that work was prepared by SLR Consulting and approved by the NYDCA (Marfield Quarry 
Southern Extension, North Yorkshire: Phase 1 Archaeological Site Investigations: Written 
Scheme of Investigation; SLR 2008). 

SLR Consulting has been commissioned by Lafarge Aggregates to carry out the work 
reported on herein, which represents a partial implementation of the Phase 1 Written 
Scheme of Investigation (WSI) for pre-construction archaeological site investigation of the 
application site. 

2.2 Acknowledgements 

The co-operation of the land owners and tenants is gratefully acknowledged: 

Swinton Estate (represented by Michael Stanton); Mr. Fred Verity, Mr. Nigel Kettlewell and 
Mr. Neson. 
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3.0 ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND 

Further details of the archaeological background are available in the WSI and ES. A brief 
summary follows here. 

Prior to the commencement of this project there were no recorded archaeological remains 
within the application site and few in the vicinity. The nearest known site of significance is 
the find of Roman stone coffins at Nunnery Nook in Mar Field in 1835-6, about 300m east of 
the application site boundary. 

The site is thought to lie within former medieval open fields, subsequently enclosed 
piecemeal by drystone walls perpetuating some of the earlier boundaries; these walls have 
now largely been removed or leveled, some being replaced by fairly recent hawthorn 
hedges. A number of other boundaries, now removed, are known only from 18*'̂  and 19"̂  
century mapping. Two cross-slope terraces may be lynchets or of natural origin. A map of 
1798 shows two structures (SI, S4) removed by 1856, and a third still standing (S2). A map 
of 1856 shows two others (S3, S5), removed by 1912. Within the application site inspection 
for archaeological features identified ridge-and-furrow earthworks at four locations (R1-R4), 
a levelled structure, stone heap and possible quarry pit in a group (S7), an enclosure / 
levelled structure (S6), and a waterlogged field containing a probable infilled stream channel 
(PI. 

Marfield Archaeological Site Investigations Interim report SLR Consulting 
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4.0 GENERAL APPROACH TO ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELDWORK 

4.1 Aims and objectives 

4.1.1 Aims 

The aims of the whole programme of archaeological site investigations are to 

• locate and characterise any archaeological remains which may prove to be present; 

• provide sufficient information at the pre-planning stage to permit an informed planning 
decision regarding an appropriate archaeological response to the development; 

• provide the client with information for budgetary and programming purposes; and 

• identify blank areas. 

Priorities are the early identification of the presence and extent of any remains worthy of 
preservation in situ, and of any for which presen/ation by record would be required. 

The likely requirement for preservation by record could be partly scoped at present, but 
because pre-extraction site investigations cannot identify with certainty all the archaeological 
remains which may be present, it is possible that further investigation would be required 
through monitored stripping integrated with the phased extraction programme, together with 
contingency resources for further excavation and recording where necessary. 

Given the current scarcity of evidence for archaeological remains within the application site, 
a staged approach with interim reviews was proposed, comprising initial prospecting 
followed by review (Phase 1), leading to sample excavation of identified areas of potential 
(subsequent phases), some of which are already known. 

4.1.2 Objectives: Phase 1 site Investigations 

The objectives of the Phase 1 site investigations are to: 

• assess horizontal artefact distributions within the topsoil through fieldwalking 
(completed); 

• identify and characterise potential activity foci through geophysical survey (completed); 

• assess horizontal and vertical artefact distributions within the topsoil through test-
pitting; 

• identify areas of colluvium where archaeological remains may be more deeply buried 
through test-pitting; and 

• assess the spatial extent of palaeoenvironmental potential in the waterlogged area 
through auger survey. 

4.1.3 Objectives: subsequent Phases of site investigations 

• assess the archaeological potential of features identified in Phase 1; 

Marfield Archaeological Site Investigations Interim report SLR Consulting 
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• assess the archaeological potential of features identified in the historic mapping and 
site inspection (S7 stone heap and structure, structures S1-S6); 

• assess the archaeological potential of the boundaries; and 

• assess the nature and quality of the of the palaeoenvironmental potential of the 
waterlogged area through sampling. 

4.2 Monitoring 

The curatorial archaeologist has been kept informed of the project timetable. 

The curatorial archaeologist is 

Lucie Hawkins 
Development Control Archaeologist 
Development and Countryside Service 
Business and Environmental Services Directorate 
County Hall 
Northallerton 
DL7 8AH 
United Kingdom 
Tel: 01609 532316 

The archaeological consultant is 

Gavin Kinsley 
Associate Archaeologist 
SLR Consulting 
Aspect House, Aspect Business Park 
Bennerley Road 
Nottingham NG6 8WR 
Tel: 0115 964 7280 

All archaeologists employed to work on the project were suitably qualified to complete the 
tasks required, with CVs available on request. 

All archaeological work adhered to the Institute for Archaeologists' Standard and Guidance 
For Archaeological Field Evaluation (2008). 

An accession number has been sought from the destination museum prior to 
commencement of fieldwork. 

The proposed destination museum is 

Harrogate Museum 
c/o Roz Watson 
Tel: 01423 556 188. 

An OASIS record was set up at the commencement of the project and will be completed 
along with the archive. 
4.3 Health and Safety 

SLR operates in accordance with all relevant health and safety procedures as set out in:-

Marfield Archaeological Site Investigations Interim report SLR Consulting 



Lafarge Aggregates 6 403-0164-00083  
Phase 1 Archaeological Site Investigations June 2010 

• the Health and Safety at Work Act 1974 and related legislation. 

• the Health and Safety Manual of the Standing Conference of Archaeology Unit 
Managers (2002) 

• the Council for British Archaeology Handbook no. 6, Safety in Archaeological 
Fieldwork (^989) 

• the Construction Design and Management Regulations (1994) 

• and the SLR Health and Safety Handbook. 

The works have been carried out as set out in a project health and safety plan, using project-
specific risk assessments compiled prior to commencement of the fieldwork. 

Marfield Archaeological Site Investigations Interim report SLR Consulting 
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5.0 FIELDWORK METHODS: EFFECTIVENESS AND CONSTRAINTS 

Detailed magnetometer survey can provide detailed plots of buried features. The method is 
best carried out on harvested crop, close-cropped grassland, bare soil or sown areas where 
crop growth is low. The survey work requires walking on survey lines spaced at Im intervals 
and care must be taken to avoid impact on more advanced crops. Ridged land is generally 
unsuitable for magnetic sun/ey, and detailed magnetometer survey is not effective in 
extremely wet conditions on bare soil, when mud adhering to the operators' boots tends to 
affect the magnetic readings. 

Magnetometer sun/ey was used in earlier stages of the quarry's development, and proved 
effective in locating kilns, but few other types of feature appear to have been identified. 

Fieldwalking has also previously been employed in the quarry: finds were generally scarce 
but one minor concentration of worked flint and heated stones was identified. The method 
can only be used after ploughing, followed by a suitable period of weathering, during which 
any soil lumps will be broken up by rain and frost, and any soil adhering to artefacts on the 
surface will be washed off by rain. Fieldwalking can be carried out on fields which have been 
sown, provided that they are not sodden with rain, but crop growth will gradually hide the soil 
surface and so fieldwalking must be completed before this is too far advanced. 

The arable land is generally fairly flat. The only significant steep slope within it occurs at the 
north end of area G4. 

The fieldwalking was carried out after ploughing when weathering had broken up soil lumps 
and washed soil off the upper surfaces of stones and artefacts. 

The geophysical sun/ey was carried out mainly in grassland and sown areas and to a lesser 
extent in areas of bare soil; in all areas there was no impediment to the sun/ey. 

Marfield Archaeological Site Investigations Interim report SLR Consulting 
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6.0 OUTLINE METHODOLOGY 
6.1 Completed work in Phase 1 

Sun/ey areas and a summary of results are shown in Drawing MSI/3. 

Detailed magnetometer survey was carried out in two stages. In Spring 2009 samples of 
the arable areas were sun/eyed (Areas G1-G8). Initial sun/ey areas totalled about 9ha, 
located within the arable. The areas were agreed in advance with the curatorial 
archaeologist and the English Heritage Regional Science Advisor. A further 3ha were 
surveyed in order to extend coverage of anomalies identified, and to investigate the area of 
colluvium. About 50% of the arable area within the application site has been sun/eyed. 

In Spring 2010 samples of the grassland areas (G9-G18) were sun/eyed, totalling 10.8ha, 
bringing the total area investigated to 22.8ha, just over 42% of the total application area. 

Fieldwalking of all arable areas has been completed. 

6.2 Uncompleted work in Phase 1 

Test-pits will be excavated along transects, generally at 50m inten/als in grassland (49 pits). 
With supplementary pits located in the arable where fieldwalking has already been carried 
out. 

Hand-auger survey of waterlogged area PI will be carried out. 

A review will then be carried out of the boundaries and identified areas of ridge and furrow, 
sufficient to provide a detailed specification for subsequent detailed recording. 

On completion of all of the above works, a review of combined results will be carried out and 
reported on, and a detailed WSI will be prepared for Phase 2 in consultation with the 
NYDCA, if required. 
6.3 Potential subsequent site investigation phases 

Any work after Phase 1 can at present only be specified in part and in outline as it is 
substantially dependent on results of Phase 1 work. 

It could potentially include 

• Test-pitting in selected areas to further define artefact distributions or sedimentation 
sequences 

• Sample excavation of any artefact concentrations or geophysical sun/ey anomalies 

• Sample excavation of selected boundaries 

• Sample excavations to confirm apparent blanks 

• Detailed topographical survey and sample excavation of S7 levelled structure, stone 
heap and possible quarry pit 

• Detailed physical and topographical sun/ey and sample excavation of enclosures / 
structures S1-S6 in order to establish their nature date, function and any enhanced 
preservation beneath. 
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• Test-pitting in the area of palaeoenvironmental potential in the waterlogged field PI, in 
order to investigate the presence extent nature and date of any environmental deposits 
present and the date of the ridge and furrow / drainage west of the dyke. 

• Detailed magnetometry to trace the extent of features discovered in previous sun/eys 
and sample excavations, if required. The scope would be chosen in the light of 
evaluation results, working outwards from known features. 

6.4 Other fieldwork 

Other fieldwork which can currently be identified, but may be carried out at any time prior to 
extraction, includes 

• Detailed topographical survey of ridge-and-furrow in areas R1-R4 

• Detailed survey of boundaries 

It is highly likely that other fieldwork will be required as impact mitigation, prior to or during 
extraction, but the scope of this work would be dependent upon the results of the site 
investigations. 

Marfield Archaeological Site Investigations Interim report SLR Consulting 
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7.0 DETAILED FIELDWORK AND REPORTING METHODOLOGY 

The survey areas completed for fieldwalking and magnetometry are shown in Drawing 
MSl/3. 
7.1 Geophysical survey 

A detailed method statement is included in the reports from Archaeological Project Services 
(Appendix 3). 
7.2 Fieldwalking 

The areas to be walked were laid out in transects spaced at 20m intervals. The transects 
were walked and inspected by two SLR staff, chiefly by Gavin Kinsley. The individual finds 
locations were recorded by hand-held GPS units, providing horizontal accuracy to within 3m. 
A photograph showing the ground conditions in each field has been included in the archive. 
As expected, finds were not numerous, and all material pre-dating the 20th century was 
collected and identified after cleaning. 

7.2.7 Post-fieldwork processing 

All finds except recent white glazed pottery have been washed. All finds have been stored as 
recommended in "First Aid for Finds" (Archaeology Section of the United Kingdom Institute 
for Conservation, 2nd edition 1987), marked with site code and find number. 

7.3 Archive including finds 

The archive has been compiled in accordance with any requirements of the destination 
museum. It also follows the Guidelines for the Preparation of Excavation Archives for Long-
term Storage (UKIC, 1990), and Standards in the Museum Care of Archaeological 
Collections (Museum and Galleries Commission 1992), where there is no conflict. 

The archive contains: 

• all field records comprising 
o photographs and photograph record sheets 
o artefacts 

• all post-fieldwork records including 
o computer discs and printout 
o pottery and lithics assessments 
o geophysical survey report and archive 

• report as circulated 

Finds have been stored in a stable condition, appropriate containers, to the agreement of the 
destination museum. There are no special storage requirements. 

Finds remain the property of the landowner during fieldwork and post-fieldwork analysis. On 
the completion of the archive and report, the finds and the master copy of the archive, will be 
deposited with the destination museum, with the owners' permission. 

At present, the archive is held by SLR as there will be additions as the project progresses. 
Should the project proceed no further at any point it will be deposited with the destination 
museum as it stands at that point. 

Marfield Archaeological Site Investigations Interim report SLR Consulting 
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8.0 RESULTS 
8.1 Geophysical Survey 

Full methodology, measured data, interpretation and discussion of the geophysical surveys 
are provided in the two reports by Archaeological Project Services (Appendix 3). An analysis 
of feature types based on that work is presented here in Table 1 (described by area in rows 
running from west - east across the site), and illustrated in Drawing MSI/3. 

Table 1 
Summary of features identified in geophysical survey 

Feature plan-form Instances Interpretation 

Linear, irregular, either broad positive features, or 
narrow irregular features 

G9, G l , GIG, geological variations, the wider features 
G11,G13, G14, have the appearance of small-scale 
G3G6(1N),G7, water-courses pre-dating ridge-and-

G18, G5 furrow and probably of prehistoric or 
earlier origin, some corresponding with 
surface depressions (e.g. area G10), 
the narrower features might result from 
freeze-thaw action 

Linear, irregular, narrow usually positive, 
sometimes adjacent positive and negative, 
corresponding in location and / or alignment with 
known field boundaries or other surface features 

G8(1C), G12 
(2D-2F), G14 
(2L-20), G17 

(2S-2V) 

Medieval / post-medieval boundary 
ditches and / or walls 

Linear, irregular, narrow usually positive, 
sometimes adjacent positive and negative, not 
corresponding with known field boundaries 

Gl (IB), G8 
(1C),G2(1A), 
G12(2G), G6 
(IP, 1Q),G7 

(10), G18 (2W, 
2X), G5 ((11, IJ) 

boundary ditches some defining 
enclosures, pre-medieval 

Polygonal, irregular, small areas, generally 
positive, often clustered 

G9 (2A), G10 
(2B), G12(2I), 
G13(2K), G14 
(2P),G15(2Q), 
G16(2R), G4 

(1F-1H),G7 (IR
IS), G18(2Y), 

G5 (1K-1M) 

Small features, mainly apparent pits 

Strong bipolar features G8(1E), G2 
(1D),G7(1D 

areas of burning, undated 

Features with a degree of regularity suggesting a 
modern origin, or being related to modern features 
visible on the surface (not shown on Drawing 
MSI/3) 

G i l (20), G12 
(2H) 

modern 

parallel, linear, numerous and regularly-spaced All areas except 
G l , G10,G12 

(north-west 
corner) G13, G6 
(central part), G5 

(north end) 

ridge-and-fun-ow cultivation and / or 
more recent ploughing (medieval and / 
or later) 

A large number of anomalies have been identified in the sun/ey, and determining their 
archaeological significance is difficult. Geophysical sun/ey provides no direct evidence of 
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date and only sometimes can even tentative dating can be proposed on the basis of form. 
Firm dating can only come from subsequent excavation and the recovery of associate 
dateable material such as pottery, worked flint, charred material or dateable sediments. 

Table 1 shows that the features identified in the geophysical survey may be divided into four 
main categories: 

• features of probable geological origin; 

• features which are not certainly modern, are unrelated to the related to the existing 
curvilinear field pattern, and not apparently of geological or agricultural origin. 

• agricultural markings and boundaries; and 

• features of clear modern origin. 

The first group of features (geological) is of little direct archaeological significance. It is 
possible that the larger ones (such as 1N in Area G6) might indicate former small-scale 
water-courses. If these provide anaerobic conditions formed by fine sediments or long-term 
waterlogging, then they might contain deposits with evidence of former environments. 
However, the coarse texture of the diamicton makes it unlikely that any such deposits which 
may be present would be extensive. 

The second group comprises features which are undated, but at least potentially pre-
medieval: pits and linear features, some possibly defining small enclosures. Some lie on the 
line of known former field boundaries and add little to existing knowledge of the site's 
development. Those which do not, however, have the potential to be of pre-medieval and 
possibly earlier medieval date. A Roman date is less likely due to the lack of Roman material 
from the fieldwalking. An early-post-Roman, or prehistoric date is therefore most likely for 
many of these 'pre-field' features: in these eras, pottery was friable and did not sun/ive for 
long in the topsoil when subjected to long-term ploughing, and so would not be recovered in 
fieldwalking. 

The third group (agricultural) lends support to the conclusion of the ES that the whole 
application site has been subjected to cultivation, and that the boundaries are essentially 
medieval in origin, later preserved through the construction of walls and the planting of 
hedges. This arrangement is suggestive of piecemeal unplanned enclosure, probably in the 
early post-medieval period. 

The fourth group (modern) is of no archaeological significance. 

Two steep slopes exist in the areas investigated. One lies at the north-west end of G5; here 
marks resembling ridge-and-furrow indicate former cultivation but no other features were 
identified. A second slope lies at the south-east edge of G17. Here ridge-and-furrow 
ploughing ends, doubtless due to the steepeness of the slope. The possibility of Roman or 
earlier colluvium existing here cannot be ruled out. 

Within the sun/ey areas, there is no suggestion of the presence of complex archaeological 
remains such as multi-phase ditch systems or enclosures, or large buildings. There are no 
clear collections of pits suggesting burials, though the presence of burials in isolated pits 
cannot be ruled out. 

8.2 Fieldwaiking 

The distribution of non-recent finds is shown in Drawing MSI/3. 
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8.2.1 Lithics 

This section contains a summary of Daryl Garton's fuller assessment (Appendix 1). 

The six items of struck lithics (find numbers 55, 62, 64, 90, 104, 173) are made from flint, 
and fine and coarse chert. The raw materials may all have come from the diamicton which 
underlies the topsoil and would be exposed in river bank sides and any contemporary 
excavations. However, the black chert flake (62) is heavily rolled, and is likely to be derived 
from a different context from the other pieces. The others have some plough-damage, but 
are reasonably fresh and almost certainly represent some activity on the site close to their 
find-spots. 

It is difficult to date such a small collection, which in any case may be from several episodes 
of activity. Regular blades, like 104, are characteristic of Mesolithic and Earlier Neolithic 
technologies (around 10,000-3,000 BC), but also appear in later assemblages; the butt 
(which might have given a closer dating) is missing. The miscellaneous retouched piece (90) 
is not a 'standard' form, so may represent expedient use generally a characteristic of Later 
Neolithic to Bronze Age collections (around 2,500-600 BC); edge-retouched knives (64) are 
also more common in this later period of prehistory, though they can belong to earlier 
periods. 

The very low density of finds (< 1 per hectare) and the fact that that the pieces are highly 
scattered, suggests background activity rather than any site foci, though this interpretation 
necessarily assumes little variability in subsoil truncation or the presence of superficial 
deposits like colluvium. 

8.2.2 Pottery 

The pottery was assessed by Jane Young and attributed to date ranges, as set out and 
quantified in Table 2. Altogether, 151 sherds of pottery were recovered, weighing a total of 
about 1.56kg. 

No prehistoric or Roman pottery was identified. Roman pottery is durable and its absence 
suggests that there is no substantial Romanised occupation within the application site. 

Medieval pottery was present in significant quantities, forming 16% of the sherd count and 
21% of the weight. The remainder was post-medieval (mid-16th to mid-1 Sth century) or early 
modern (after 1750). 

The average sherd weights suggest that the medieval pottery is less fragmented than the 
post-medieval, whilst the smaller size of the early modern pottery probably reflects the finer 
and more fragile nature of some of the vessels. 

The medieval material is thinly but widely distributed over the fieldwalked area, with no clear 
concentrations apparent. The distribution therefore probably reflects manuring from middens 
containing domestic debris rather than the presence of an occupation area at any particular 
location. 

Table 2 
Pottery by Period 

Period (approximate dates) Total number Total weight (g) Average weight of sherd 
of sherds 

Medieval (1066-1550) 24(15.89%) 326 (20.90%) 13.6 
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Post-medieval (1550-1750) 35 (23.18%) 373(23.91%) 10.7 

Early modern (1750+) 84 (55.63% 787 (50.45%) 9.4 

Post-Roman undifferentiated 6 (3.97%) 69 (4.42%) 11.5 

No date 2 (1.32%) 5 (0.32%) 2.5 

Totals 151 1560g 

8.2.3 Other material 

The density of post-medieval and later material is quite variable across the fieldwalked area, 
as is commonly found in fieldwalking. This may result from landuse in historical times, for 
example, resulting in varying intensities of manuring due to former uses as arable or 
grassland. 

The copper alloy disc found may just perhaps be a coin, but it is extremely worn and not 
capable of identification, and the date is uncertain. In the light of the eariier find of Roman 
coffins at Mar Field, 300m to the east of the application site, a Roman date might be 
suspected for this object, but the absence of any other Roman material amongst the finds 
argues against this. 
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9.0 DISCUSSION, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

9.1 Conclusions 

Fieldwalking has yielded finds of two periods of direct archaeological significance: prehistoric 
and medieval. However, both categories were dispersed and there is no obvious spatial 
relationship between the material collected and with the features identified in the geophysical 
survey. There is therefore nothing specific from fieldwalking to target in any future trenching 
arrangement. 

Geophysical survey has produced a range of features. Somke represent boundaries, the 
remains of which are also visible on the surface; others suggest pits and linear features, 
some defining apparent small enclosures, which might be of archaeological significance. 
Some features, apparently of geological origin, may contain deposits with environmental 
evidence. 

The widespread presence of linear features of apparent agricultural origin, though undated, 
indicates that ploughing has taken place over most of the application site area. This is likely 
to have caused truncation of any archaeological features present, except where preserved 
beneath (presumed) colluvial deposits which may have accumulated on steep slopes. At a 
restricted number of locations (Gl, G10, G12 north-west corner, G13, G6, G5 north end) the 
absence of such features suggests that erosion over the site may have been variable. It is 
not possible to determine whether this absence indicates areas of better or worse 
presen/ation: the lack of marks might indicate a lack of ridge-and-furrow cultivation in those 
areas, or alternatively that more recent ploughing has completely eroded it. 

There is no indication from the work completed to date of the existence of unusually complex 
archaeological remains within the application site, or any remains of national importance. It 
may be the case that there is nothing present of archaeological significance beyond 
boundary features and scattered small structures. 

9.2 Recommendations 

It is recommended that no further geophysical sun/ey should be carried out until the origin of 
the features identified in geophysical sun/ey so far has been established by intrusive 
investigation. The remaining identified contingency resource for geophysical survey (4.2ha) 
could be retained for tracing any features which prove to be of archaeological significance, 
following intrusive investigation in Phase 2. 

It is therefore recommended that site investigation proceeds to intrusive work. Further 
potential phases of worî , have been set out in section 4 of the WSI. These will be 
determined in consultation with the NYDCA. 
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10.0 COPYRIGHT 

SLR retains full copyright of any commissioned reports, tender documents or other project 
documents, under the Copyright, Designs and Patents Acf of 1988 with all rights resen/ed; 
excepting that SLR hereby provide an exclusive licence to the Client for the use of such 
documents by the Client in all matters directly relating to the project as described in this 
Project Design. 

Marfield Archaeological Site Investigations Interim report SLR Consulting 



Lafarge Aggregates 17 403-0164-00083  
Phase 1 Archaeological Site Investigations June 2010 

11.0 CLOSURE 

This report has been prepared by SLR Consulting Limited with all reasonable skill, care and 
diligence, and taking account of the manpower and resources devoted to it by agreement 
with the client. Information reported herein is based on the interpretation of data collected 
and has been accepted in good faith as being accurate and valid. 

This report is for the exclusive use of Lafarge Aggregates; no warranties or guarantees are 
expressed or should be inferred by any third parties. This report may not be relied upon by 
other parties without written consent from SLR. 

SLR disclaims any responsibility to the client and others in respect of any matters outside 
the agreed scope of the work. 
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