
Plate 1. Site 11. Facing North-east. 



Plate 2. Site 11. Section. Facing North-east. 
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FOREST AREA: Sbupiĉ j-̂  - - K X O ^ SITE NO 

NAME: 

NGR: U©to -̂ apP)- PARISH: ĉ ft̂ -T>̂ e>T 
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ANNEX 1 

Black Moor Woodland Archaeology Survey 
and Digital Mapping Project 

Schedule of Works 

Aim and Methodology 

1. The aims ofthe survey will be the same as detailed in Paragraphs 1-3 of Annex 1 of the 
Agreement with the Consultant dated 8 March 1999 in respect of woodland archaeological 
survey within the Howardian Hills AONB. 

2. An additional aim of the project is to provide digital vector mapping of features with respect 
to national grid references. The project will produce vector data in .dxf format that can be 
imported into and manipulated by Maplnfo GIS. 

Access «& Security 

3. The survey area, approximately 26 hectares in size, is in the ownership of Mr M Marshall 
on telephone (01347) 888644 and Mr G Goodwin on telephone (01347) 888122, and access 
should be arranged through them. The Consultant must not enter any land that is prohibited 
to entry under animal health regulations and orders. Disregard of Clause 8(c) of the 
Agreement in relation to dogs, or any prohibition order, may lead to immediate termination 
of the contract. 

Scheme of Works 

4. Works as detailed in paragraphs 6 to 9 inclusive of Aimex 1 of the Agreement with the 
Consultant dated 8 March 1999 should be completed for the Black Moor survey area 
identified on Maps 1 and 2 appended to this schedule below. 

5. Archaeological features should be digitised into .dxf vector format using a digitisation tablet. 
The vector data should be referenced to the national grid system. Al l vector polygons should 
be closed. The Consultant should allow for one day's time spent at the County Heritage Unit 
to a) obtain digital Landline OS data as needed, and b) to translate, import and test run the 
vector data in Maplnfo GIS to ensure compatibility and functionality before submission of 
the final product. 

6. The assessment report should be submitted in draft to the County Heritage Unit for review 
and amendments as needed. Five (5) fmal copies should then be produced. 

7. All computer disks and digital data originatmg with the Consultant should be checked by the 
County Council's IT services and cleared of viruses and worm programmes. 



APPENDIX 4 

Scheduling Criteria 

Period: Al l types of monument that characterise a category or period should be considered 

for preservation, in order that a representative sample may be preserved for posterity. 

Rarity: There are some monument categories which in certain periods are so scarce that all 

surviving examples which still retain some archaeological potential should be preserved. In 

general, however, a selection must be made which portrays the typical and commonplace as 

well as the rare. This process should take account of all aspects of the distribution of a 

particular class of monument, both in a national and a regional context. 

Documentation: The significance of a monument may be enhance by the existence of records 

of previous investigations or, in the case of more recent monuments, by the supporting 

evidence of contemporary written records. 

Group Value: The value of a single monument (such as a field system) may be greatly 

enhance by its association with related contemporary monuments (such as a settlement and 

cemetery) or with monuments of different periods. In some cases, it is preferable to protect 

the complete group of monuments, including associated and adjacent land, rather than protect 

isolated monuments within the group. 

Survival/Condition: The survival of a monument's archaeological potential both above and 

below ground is a particularly important consideration, and should be assessed in relation to 

its present condition and surviving features. 

Fragility/Vulnerabilitv: Highly important archaeological evidence from some field 

monuments can be destioyed by a single ploughing or by other unsympathetic tieatment, and 

such monuments would particularly benefit fi'om the protection which scheduling confers. 

Diversity: Some monuments may be selected for scheduling because they possess a 

combination of high quality features, rather than a single important attribute: for example, a 

Roman town with associated field systems. 

Potential: The nature of evidence cannot always be specified precisely, but it may be possible 

to demonstrate the potential value of a monument as a result of evaluation work. 
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