4 Archaeological Services
University of Durham

Robin Hood Airport Access Route,
Doncaster, South Yorkshire

geophysical surveys

for
Scott Wilson

on behalf of
Peel Investments (North) Ltd

Report 1448
April 2006

Archaeological Services
Durham University
South Road
Durham DH1 3LE
Tel: 0191 334 1121
Fax: 0191 334 1126
archaeological.services@durham.ac.uk
www.durham.ac.uk/archaeologicalservices




Robin Hood Airport Access Route,
Doncaster
South Yorkshire

geophysical surveys

Report 1448
April 2006

Archaeological Services Durham University
for

Scott Wilson
The Design Innovation Centre, 46 The Calls, Leeds, L2 7EY

on behalf of

Peel I nvestments (North) Ltd
C/o Pedl Holdings, Peel Dome, The Trafford Centre, Manchester, M17 8PL

Contents
1. Summary . . . . . 1
2. Project background . . : 2
3. Archaeological and historical background. 2
4. Landuse, topography and geology . . 3
5. Geophysical survey . . . 4
6. Conclusions . . : : 7
7. Sources . . . . : 7
Appendix I: Trace plots of geophysical data . 9
Appendix II: Project specification . ) 14

© Archaeological Services 2006



Robin Hood Airport Access Route, South Yorkshire: geophysical surveys, Report 1448, April 2006

11

1.2

13

1.4

15

Summary

The project

This report presents the results of geophysisaleys conducted in advance of
a proposed development at Robin Hood Airport, imearcaster, South
Yorkshire. The works comprised five geophysicalveys along the proposed
route of a new access road to the airport.

The works were commissioned by Scott Wilsomeimalf of Peel Investments
(North) Ltd, and conducted by Archaeological Sezsith accordance with a
specification provided by Scott Wilson.

Results

Anomalies detected in Areas A and B are likelyeflect traces of ridge and
furrow cultivation.

Anomalies detected in Areas C are most likelsetlect features of natural
origin such as sink-holes or tree-boles, togethtr possible land drains.
However, some of these features might be of ardbgeal significance and
may warrant further investigation.

Area E shows signs of intense modern distushaxo features of
archaeological significance have been identifiedneas D and E.

Archaeological Services Durham University 1
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2. Project background
Location (Figure 1)

2.1  The proposed development area is centred on: I$&R490 9895 and
incorporates a road corridor through agricultuaald to the west of Robin
Hood Airport, near Doncaster, South Yorkshire. ke road will link the
Airport car park circulatory road to Hurst Laneaatew priority junction to the
north of Poplars Farm.

Devel opment proposal

2.2 The proposed Airport Access Route will be a 1&ng dual carriageway road
incorporating a footpath and cycleway route. Tregath and cycleway will
be detached from the road for most of its lengilh & scheme of woodland
and damp acid grassland mitigation planting anctggriandscaping on the
intervening land.

Objective

2.3 The principal aim of the surveys was to deteanhe nature and extent of any
sub-surface features of potential archaeologicglificance so that an
informed decision may be made regarding the natumeé scope of, any further
scheme of archaeological works that may be requiredivance of
development.

M ethods statement

2.4  The surveys have been undertaken in accordanceawsipecification provided
by Scott Wilson (Appendix II).

Dates

2.5 Fieldwork was undertaken betweeff' 26d 2% April 2006. This report was
prepared between the®&nd 27 April 2006.

Personnel

2.6 Fieldwork was conducted by Bryan Atkinson, EdWavies and supervised
by Sam Roberts. This report was prepared by Sanefolwith illustrations by
David Graham. The Project Manager was Duncan Hale.

Archive/OASIS

2.7  The site code BHY06, for RobinHood Airport, Doncaster, Southorkshire
2006. The survey archive will be transferred to the GiglBMR.
Archaeological Services Durham University is regjistl with theDnline
AccesS to thelndex of archaeological investigat®project (OASIS). The
OASIS ID number for this project & chaeol 3-14497.

3. Archaeological and historical background

3.1  The cultural heritage resources along the meg@ccess route were assessed
and their importance graded by two previous Envitental Statements (Scott
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3.2

3.3

3.4

4.2

Wilson 1999; Golder 2005). A summary of archaeadabrecords identified in
these reports can be found in Table 1, Appendi®i this basis, no further
cultural heritage resources would be identifiedusther assessment for this
small section of road. The information summariseldWw is taken from the
survey specification prepared by Scott Wilson (S@dgtson 2006 — Appendix

)

The wider area has produced a number of paeludinds. Mesolithic

artefacts associated with or in close proximityivers and streams appear to
be the earliest human activity in the wider langgcand reveal exploitation of
these resources. There is some evidence for Nealitbnumental building
close to the River Torne as well as Bronze Agevdgtat a considerable
distance to the west of the route.

Growth of the wetland mires as a result of alimdeterioration in the later
Bronze Age may have resulted in the area beingmésssively exploited. By
the late Iron Age, however, a series of disperaesi$teads had been
established within a brick field systemlkm+ to the west and southwest of
the access route. This brick field system is ofareg importance and may
extend into the access route area. The Romansiethis agricultural
landscape and a Scheduled vexillation fort, Ron@tepy kilns and Roman
road network lie at a considerable distarecé.6km) to the west of the access
route.

The access route lies in the vicinity of adangedieval deer park. The land
was enclosed for agricultural purposes in th® déntury and in the 1and
20" centuries land improvements were made. The Fiteyn@irport area,
which lies to the east of the Scheme, was firdiset in World War | and was
used extensively during World War II.

L anduse, topography and geology

The area within the immediate vicinity of thepdrt Access Route is
relatively flat agricultural land and mostly cong@s a number of large regular
fields of either grassland or those that have iicbeen sown with arable
crops (cereal or fodder crops). The exceptioniwithArea E, which is
situated at the eastern end of the road corriddrcansists of rough grass
scrubland on the edge of the airport. A gas maistsuion is located in this
area together with disused lighting, and a largewrhof ferrous
contamination such as fencing wire and metal peatsobserved during
survey.

The underlying geological conditions are comeperficial deposits above
Permo-Triassic and Carboniferous deposits. TherBajad deposits comprise
older river gravels, glacial sands and gravelsg@adial boulder clay.

Archaeological Services Durham University 3
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5. Geophysical survey
Standards

5.1  The surveys and reporting were conducted inrdanice with English
Heritage Research and Professional Services Guelllo.1,Geophysical
survey in archaeological field evaluation (David 1995); the Institute of Field
Archaeologists Technical Paper NolBge use of geophysical techniquesin
archaeological evaluations (Gaffney, Gater & Ovenden 2002); and the
Archaeology Data Servidgeophysical Data in Archaeology: A Guideto
Good Practice (Schmidt 2001).

Technique selection

5.2  Geophysical surveying enables the relativglydrand non-invasive
identification of potential archaeological featuvathin landscapes and can
involve a variety of complementary techniques saglmagnetometry,
electrical resistivity, ground-penetrating radad ahectromagnetic survey.
Some techniques are more suitable than othergticydar situations,
depending on a variety of site-specific factorduding the nature of likely
targets; depth of likely targets; ground conditigm®ximity of buildings,
fences or services and the local geology and drift.

5.3 In this instance, based on a desktop assessin@as considered a possibility
that cut features, such as ditches and pits, maydsent on the site, and that
other types of feature such as trackways, wall dations and fired structures
(for example kilns and hearths) might also be prese

5.4  Given the anticipated shallowness of the targetl the non-igneous
geological environment of the study area a geontagteehnique, fluxgate
gradiometry, was considered appropriate for detgaach of the types of
feature mentioned above. This technique involvesude of hand-held
magnetometers to detect and record minute anomalteg vertical
component of the Earth’s magnetic field causeddrnations in soil magnetic
susceptibility or permanent magnetisation; suchhaalies can reflect
archaeological features.

Field methods

5.5 A 20m grid was established across each sumesy Bcated directly onto the
ground using OS coordinates (as supplied by Scason) by means of a
Leica GS50 Global Positioning System (GPS).

5.6 Measurements of vertical geomagnetic field igrédvere determined using a
Bartington Grad 601-2 fluxgate gradiometer withomuodtic datalogging
facilities. A zig-zag traverse scheme was emplayed data were logged in
20m grid units. The instrument sensitivity wasteed.1nT, the sample
interval to 0.25m and the traverse interval to 1.0ms providing 1600
sample measurements per 20m grid unit.

Archaeological Services Durham University 4
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5.7 Data were downloaded on-site into a laptop eadsrdor initial processing and
storage and subsequently transferred to a desktopwter for processing,
interpretation and archiving.

5.8  The northeastern corner of Area C was obsdwedwide hedgerow and
could not be surveyed fully.

5.9 A wide area of woodland and scrubland at theteve end of Area E impeded
survey, and only 100m of the eastern part of tlagl mrridor could be
surveyed. Area D was therefore extended by 20radolr the western
boundary of the woodland.

Data processing

5.10 Geoplot v.3 software was used to processebphysical data and to produce
both continuous tone greyscale images and trade pldhe raw data. The
greyscale images and interpretations are presamtegures 2-10; the trace
plots are provided in Appendix I. In the greysdalages, positive magnetic
anomalies are displayed as dark grey and negatgmetic anomalies as light
grey. A palette bar relates the greyscale intessstt anomaly values in
nanoTesla.

5.11 The following basic processing functions hiagen applied to each dataset:

Clip - clips, or limits data to specified maximum or mom values; to
eliminate large noise spikes; also generally makatsstical calculations more
realistic.

Zero mean traverse — sets the background mean of each traverse vt
to zero; for removing striping effects in the tresedirection and removing
grid edge discontinuities.

Destagger — corrects for displacement of anomalies causedltbynate zig-
zag traverses.

Despike — locates and suppresses random iron spikes inognater data.

Low passfilter — is useful for smoothing data or for enhancingda weak
features.

Interpolate — increases the number of data points in a suteaytatch sample
and traverse intervals. In this instance the gradier data have been
interpolated to 0.25m intervals.

I nterpretation: anomaly types

5.12 Colour-coded geophysical interpretation pkmsprovided for each survey
area Three types of geomagnetic anomaly have beemdigthed in the data:

Archaeological Services Durham University 5
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positive magnetic regions of anomalously high or positive magnflci
gradient, which may be associated with high magneti
susceptibility soil-filled structures such as fatsl
ditches.

negative magnetic ~ regions of anomalously low or negative magnetidfie
gradient, which may correspond to features of low
magnetic susceptibility such as wall footings atlteo
concentrations of sedimentary rock or voids.

dipolar magnetic paired positive-negative magnetic anomalies, whic
typically reflect ferrous or fired materials (inding
fences and service pipes) and/or fired structuneb as
kilns or hearths.

I nterpretation: features (Figures 2-16)

5.13 Colour-coded archaeological interpretatiomglare provided for each survey
area.

5.14 Low concentrations of discrete dipolar magnatiomalies have been detected
across Areas A to D, these almost certainly reBetall items of near-surface
ferrous and/or fired debris. Much higher concdrdrs observed in Area E
correspond to modern disturbance and the presdriee@us contaminants
such as fencing wire and metal posts noted dutdmngsy.

Area A (Figs 2-4)
5.15 Weak positive and negative linear magneticraaiies detected in the western

part of Area A, spaced at intervals of 7-10m amghaid northeast - southwest,
are likely to reflect traces of ridge and furrowtwation.

5.16 Stronger dipolar magnetic anomalies on sontperiphery of the survey
reflect the presence of brick walls.

AreaB (Figs 2-4)
5.17 Extremely weak parallel, linear positive magnanomalies aligned north-
south may reflect traces of ridge and furrow caltion.

5.18 A dipolar anomaly on the southern boundangces a metal post within the
hedgerow.

Area C (Figs 5-7)

5.19 An area of diffuse positive and negative mégramomalies has been detected
in the northwest part of this area. These anomabegsr an area
approximately 15m in diameter and are of uncemaigin, although they may
possibly reflect natural features such as sinkhotdsee-boles.

Archaeological Services Durham University 6



Robin Hood Airport Access Route, South Yorkshire: geophysical surveys, Report 1448, April 2006

5.20

5.21

5.22

5.23

5.24

5.25

5.26

6.2

6.3

6.4

Very weak positive magnetic linear anomalietedted in this area may
indicate soil-filled features such as ditches dliggl Small discrete positive
anomalies¢.2m in diameter, could reflect soil-filled pits.

Area D (Figs 5-7)
No features of archaeological potential wdesliified in this area.

Area E (Figs 8-10)
No features of archaeological potential wdeniified in this area.

Concentrations of intense dipolar magneticraai@s indicate a large amount
of modern disturbance in this area, and a largeuatnaf ferrous material such
as fencing wire and metal objects was noted ogtbend during survey.

A wide, well-defined linear band of intenspalar magnetic anomalies
crossing the middle of the survey area from théhsarst to southwest may
reflect deposits similar to rubble hardcore. A gasn sub-station is situated
to the north of the survey transect, and these ahesimay be associated with
these services.

A disused trackway bordered with lamppostsadated directly to the east of
the survey transect. Dipolar magnetic anomalidkigarea are likely to reflect
electrical cables for lampposts as well as gertestiirbance associated with
the trackway’s construction.

The western end of the survey area exhildtsaentration of dipolar
magnetic anomalies. These may reflect rubble haedmosimilar deposits.

Conclusions

Geophysical surveys have been carried out dalengoute of a proposed
access road to Robin Hood Airport, Doncaster, s&atrkshire.

Anomalies detected in Areas A and B are likelyeflect remains of ridge and
furrow cultivation.

Anomalies detected in Areas C and D are mkslylito reflect features of
natural origin such as sink-holes or tree-bolegetiver with the traces of land
drains. However, some of these features might laeatfaeological
significance and may warrant further investigation.

Area E shows signs of intense modern distushaxo features of
archaeological significance have been detected.
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Figure 2
Areas A and B, geophysical surveys
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Areas C and D, geophysical interpretation
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Areas C and D, archaeological interpretation
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Appendix 1: Trace plots of geophysical data
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Robin Hood Airport Access Route, South Yorkshire
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Robin Hood Airport Access Route, South Yorkshire
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Robin Hood Airport Access Route, South Yorkshire
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Robin Hood Airport Access Route, South Yorkshire
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Appendix 2: Project specification
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1. INTRODUCTION

Scott Wilson was commissioned by Peel InvestmeNttfi) Ltd to undertake a
magnetometer survey over the area covered by thygoped Airport Access Route.
The purpose of this is to provide information fbe tdetermination of a planning
application (Doncaster Metropolitan Borough Counellnning Application No.

06/00460/FUL) for the new access routes constractio

Scott Wilson have previously undertaken extensigekvin the area which has
identified remains from the prehistoric to modesripds. The archaeological
resource consists of archaeological finds, findtecs and field systems of
Romano-British date in the near vicinity as well ta® undated boundary
stones.

An Environmental Assessment was undertaken by Meluearkman/ Golder
Associates (2005) for FARRRS, of which the AirpAdcess Route forms the
eastern most portion. An Environmental Statemeas$ aiso undertaken by
Scott Wilson for Doncaster Finningley Airport in9%®

This document provides a specification for a magmeter survey of the
Airport Access Route. The survey will be carried iouthose areas that will be
affected by construction works.

2. SITE DESCRIPTION

The proposed development area is centred on NGR6&0 9895 and

incorporates a road corridor through agricultuaald to the west of the airport
(Fig. 1). The new road will link the Airport caagk circulatory road to Hurst
Lane at a new priority junction to the north of Rop Farm.

The proposed Airport Access Route will be an appnately 1km long dual

carriageway road and will be built almost entiratygrade. It will incorporate
a footpath and cycleway route. The footpath andegyay will be detached
from the road for most of its length to provide @rm attractive route for
pedestrians and cyclists adjacent to neighbourirgpdand areas. The
intervening land will incorporate landscaping andodland and damp acid
grassland mitigation planting. The total landtakell therefore be

approximately 6 hectares.

3. GEOLOGY

The underlying geological conditions are complepesticial deposits above
Permo-Triassic and Carboniferous deposits. Therfiojal deposits comprise
older river gravels, glacial sands and gravelsgiadial boulder clay.

4. LAND USE

The area within the immediate vicinity of the AirpoAccess Route is
relatively flat agricultural land and comprisesanber of large regular fields
that either consist of grassland or those that hragently been sown with
arable crops (cereal or fodder crops).

Archaeological Services Durham University 16
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5. ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The cultural heritage resources along the propasedss route were assessed
and their importance graded by two previous Envirental Statements (Scott
Wilson, 1999; Golder 2005). On this basis, no Hert cultural heritage
resources would be identified by further assessrf@nthis small section of
road. The results are summarised in Table 1 below.

The wider area has produced a number of prehistomats. Mesolithic
artefacts associated with or in close proximityit@rs and streams appear to
be the earliest human activity in the wider langgecand reveal exploitation of
these resources. There is some evidence for Reofitonumental building,
close to the River Torne as well as Bronze Agevdgtiat a considerable
distance to the west of the route.

Growth of the wetland mires as a result of climatéterioration in the later
Bronze Age may have resulted in the area beingimésssively exploited. By
the late Iron Age, however, a series of dispersaangteads had been
established within a brick field system, c. 1km+the west and southwest of
the access route. This brick field system is giaeal importance and may
extend into the access route area. The Roman®idlthis agricultural
landscape and a Scheduled vexillation fort, Romattepy kilns and Roman
road network lie at a considerably distance (ckrh)to the west of the access
route.

The access route lies in the vicinity of a largedieeal deer park. The land
was enclosed for agricultural purposes in the t@thtury and in the fdand
20" centuries land improvements were made. The FifeynAirport area,
which lies to the east of the Scheme, was firdisatl in World War | and was
used extensively during World War II.

Tablel Summary of archaeological recordsidentified in thevicinity of
Airport Access Route (reproduced from Scott Wilson, 1999 and
Golder Associates, 2005. Sitereference numbersrefer to those
provided in thelatter document).

Site Description Relative
Ref. value
129 | Boundary stones (unkown period) found to théocal
north of the proposed Airport Access Route
near the location of the proposed junction at
Hurst Lane

128 | Site of later post-medieval (1750+) buildings|tNot
the south of Poplars Farm, and close to Hurstgraded
Lane
78 Site of later post-medieval (1750+) building | Local
(Hirst House) to the south of Hurst Wood.
127 | Stray finds of Iron Age/ Romano-British Regional
(AD450 — 1066) pottery & jewellery to the west
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| | of Hurst Lane near the proposed junction

6. PROJECT OBJECTIVES

The objectives of the magnetometer survey are:

» to establish the presence or absence of any aldgassd anomalies within
the areas of proposed development

« to define the extent of any such anomalies
e to characterise, if possible, any such anomalies

* to provide supporting information in order to detahe future
archaeological strategy for the Airport Access Rouwtrhere appropriate
and necessatry.

1. SURVEY AREAS

The magnetometer survey will cover the length @ #irport Access Route
corridor. The survey consists of a number of gridegs and block areas in
order to provide the best coverage of the corridibe total area to be surveyed
measures c. 1.6 ha. For ease of reference theseble@n assigned a unique
reference number (Fig. 2). The areas will be siegesequentially.

If there are any areas that cannot be surveyeduhecontractor will inform
Scott Wilson and details of these will be providedhe report.

8. METHODOLOGY

The specification defines the methodologies toderand adhered to. It has
been produced in consultation with Roy Sykes (AasitsArchaeologist, South
Yorkshire Archaeology Service). All work shall barged out in accordance
with the Standards and guidance for Archaeological Field Evaluation

produced by the Institute of Field Archaeologi€992), the IFACode of
Conduct, the guidelines of geophysical survey in archaeckdield

evaluation produced by English Heritage (198%) other current and relevant
best practice and standards and guidance (Appéndix

A detailed magnetometer survey will be carriedawdr the designated survey
areas using either a Geoscan FM 36 Fluxgate Gradesror a Bartington
GRAD 601 Fluxgate Gradiometer (or similar electooinstrument). Readings
should be taken at 0.25m intervals on zig-zag tegelm apart within 20m
by 20m grids.

The data should be downloaded at regular intemisite into a laptop
computer for initial processing and storage. Wilsultimately be transferred
to a desktop computer for further processing, pregation and archiving.
Geoplot v.3 software (or comparable) will be usethterpolate the data to
form an array of regularly spaced values at 0.232%m intervals.
Continuous tone greyscale images of raw data andyanace plot will also be
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produced. Palette bars relating the greyscalasittes to anomaly values in
ohms will be included with the images.

The raw and processed data will be presented inmgpert. The processed
drawings should be accurately located and preseitedelation to the

Ordnance Survey base plan for the route and theegunarkers should be
accurately plotted to aid in the laying out of sdpgent evaluation or
excavation areas, if deemed necessary. Interfmetplots will be included in

the report.

The survey will be undertaken by an experiencedraipe to provide
consistent results with regard to pattern recogmitand to provide initial
screening of noise resulting from recent ferrosswibance and local magnetic
pollution.

During the survey a record should be made of seréanditions and sources
of modern geophysical interference that might haveearing on subsequent
interpretation of field data.

The survey grid/transects must be establisheddntrehic means (using an
EDM Total station or similar instrument). This mbsgt accurately tied in with
the National Grid. This should be internally a@atartotx 10 cm, and the grid
locatable on the 1: 2500 Ordnance Survey map.

The sub-contractor will place survey markers atdite such that the location
of the survey can be easily relocated.

9. REPORTING

Verbal progress reports will be provided to Scoitsdh on request and upon
completion of the archaeological works. An intenplot and statement of
results will be submitted to Scott Wilson, as sa@snpossible (by 12 noon —
Friday 28" April 2006 at the latest). This interim report Miiiclude a brief
summary of the results.

An assessment report will be submitted within 2 kgeef the completion of
fieldwork. The report will include the following dnwill follow those
guidelines set by English Heritage (1995, 5):

. a non-technical summary;
. site location;
. archaeological and historical background;

. methodology;
. aims and objectives;

. results (to include full description, assessmentconfdition, quality and
significance of results identified);

. general and detailed plans showing the locationthef surveyed areas
accurately positioned on an Ordnance Survey mag (tas known scale);

Archaeological Services Durham University 19



Robin Hood Airport Access Route, South Yorkshire: geophysical surveys, Report 1448, April 2006

. colour/grey scale plots to aid interpretation. hets will be contoured (if
appropriate) to allow trends to be shown superiragosver data without
obscuring it;

. an interpretative plot;

. statement of potential with recommendations fourfeitsurvey;

. conclusion.

One copy of the complete report will be submittedstott Wilson as a dratft.
In finalising the report the comments of Scott Wilswill be taken into
account.

Six bound hard copies, one unbound master-copyahgital version of the
report and illustrations will be produced withineoweek of the receipt of
comments on the draft report. The digital repballscomprise a CD
containing a complete version of the report in R@rmat and separate digital
text (in Microsoft Word format) and CAD mappingefd (in ESRI GIS or
AutoCAD format) and any other illustrations or gs(in native format).

The raw and processed data will be presented irefi@t. The processed
drawings will be accurately located and presena@lation to the Ordnance
Survey base plan for the area and the survey nsaskeuld be accurately
plotted to aid in the laying out of subsequent sysv

10. ARCHIVE DEPOSITION

Scott Wilson will, prior to the start of fieldworkiase with South Yorkshire
Archaeology Service to obtain agreement in prircipll the acceptance of the
documentary archive for long term storage and mmaiThe archive will be
produced to the standards outlined by English Hgeit(1991).

11. MONITORING

The contractor will be subject to regular monitgrioy Scott Wilson who will
be given full access to site records or any othi@rmation.

Scott Wilson will liase with Roy Sykes (Assistantrchaeologist, South
Yorkshire Archaeology Service) to inform him of themmencement of site
works and to offer him the opportunity to visit anabnitor the work in
progress.

12. CONFIDENTIALITY AND PUBLICITY

All communication regarding this project is to b&edted through Scott
Wilson. The sub-contractor will refer all inquiriés Scott Wilson without
making any unauthorised statements or comments.

The archaeological sub-contractor will not disseateninformation or images
associated with the project for publicity or infation purposes without the
prior written consent of Scott Wilson.
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13. COPYRIGHT

The archaeological sub-contactor will assign cariin all reports and
documentation/images produced as part of this grdge Scott Wilson. The
sub-contractor retains the right to be identifisdtlee author/originator of the
material. This applies to all aspects of the projec

The archaeological sub-contractor may apply inimgito use/disseminate any
of the project archive or documentation (includintages). Such permission
will not be unreasonably withheld.

The results of the survey will be submitted to F&ykes by Scott Wilson and
will ultimately be made available for public access

14. RESOURCES AND TIMETABLE

All archaeological personnel involved in the projeshould be suitably
gualified and experienced professionals. The sutbraotor will provide Scott
Wilson with staff details including CVs of the Peo} Manager, Site
Supervisor and Site Assistants.

The fieldwork is to be implemented during the weslnmencing the 2%
April 2006 and fieldwork will be completed in 4 dayl'he date for submission
of the report will be 12 May 2006. Scott Wilson should be informed at the
earliest opportunity if this is not achievable.

15. INSURANCES AND HEALTH AND SAFETY

The archaeological sub-contractor will provide $abtilson with details of
public and professional indemnity insurance.

The archaeological sub-contractor will have theiwwnoHealth and Safety
policies compiled using national guidelines andalihtonform to all relevant
Health and Safety legislation. A copy of the Healtid Safety policy will be
submitted to Scott Wilson in advance of fieldwork.

The archaeological sub-contractor will undertakesi& assessment detailing
project specific Health and Safety requirementse Tikk assessment shall be
submitted to Scott Wilson in advance of commenceérésite work. Health
and Safety will take priority over archaeologicsdues.

16 ACCESS ARRANGMENTS AND SITE INFORMATION

Scott Wilson will arrange access to the survey srdewever, the sub-
contractor will need to contact tenant landownarsfers the day before the
commencement of the survey. Once the contract bas bwarded details of
these tenants will be provided.

The sites are within open farmland under variousicaljural regimes
including arable and pasture.
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17. GENERAL PROVISIONS

The archaeological sub-contractor will undertaleworks to the specification
issued by Scott Wilson and in any subsequent writggiations. No variation
from, or changes to, the specification will occucept by prior agreement
with Scott Wilson who will consult with Roy Sykes.

All communications on archaeological matters wal directed through Scott
Wilson.
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