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WSCC ID
MWS12035
MWS12220
MWS12473
MWS14177
MWS14362
MWS3371
MWS6921
MWS9604
MWS9678
MWS9757
MWS14655
MWS10202
MWS10401
MWS10605
MWS12588
MWS12641
MWS13020
MWS13032
MWS13255
MWS13333
MWS13998
MWS14057
MWS14085
MWS14154
MWS2405
MWS2412
MWS3102
MWS3221
MWS3222
MWS3301
MWS4711
MWS5224
MWS5760
MWS6290
MWS6291
MWS6292
MWS6683
MWS6775
MWS6776
MWS6980
MWS6981
MWS6982
MWS6983
MWS6985
MWS7089
MWS7129
MWS7642
MWS7928
MWS9178
MWS9245
MWS5754

52

MWS14871

Description
Site of Long Barn Historic Outfarm, Ford
Site of Lower Farm Historic Outfarm, Ford
Site of New Barn Historic Farmstead, Ford
Land off Burndell Road, Ford - Archaeological Evaluation
Land off Burndell Road, Yapton - Evaluation
Site of a Deserted Medieval Village, Climping
Former Ford Airfield, Yapton - Excavations
Site of Burndell Farm Historic Farmstead, Yapton
Land at the Former Ford Airfield, Ford - Archaeological Investigations
Church Farm Historic Farmstead, Climping
Land at Ford Airfield, Ford - Archaeological Surveys
Site of Farm Barn Historic Outfarm, Ford
Site of Historic Farmstead to the West of Burndell Farm, Yapton
Site of Fordground Barn Historic Outfarm, Ford
Newhouse Farm Historic Farmstead, Ford
Northwood Farm Historic Farmstead, Ford
Land at Fellows Gardens, Yapton - Archaeological Evaluation
Historic Outfarm North East of Yapton
Site of Parkers Barn Historic Outfarm, Climping
Place Farm Historic Farmstead, Ford
Wicks Farm Historic Farmstead, Ford
Yard adjacent to Boundary Cottage, Ford
Yard East of Wicks Farm, Ford
Yard West of Newhouse Farm, Ford
Yapton Place
HMP Ford, (Ford Airfield (Disused)), Ford
Anglo Saxon Sculpture - Ford
Neolithic Axe and Stone Rubber - Ford
Castle or Moated House - Ford
Ford Hospital Railway
Brickworks on the site of Ford Aerodrome
Ford Gun Emplacement
Dock - Ford
Burials - Ford
Ford Shrunken Medieval Village
Palaeoliths - Ford
Roman Pottery, Ford
Bognor Regis & Littlehampton Transfer Pipelines - Segment 27
Bognor Regis & Littlehampton Transfer Pipelines - Segments 28-30
Ford Water Treatment Works
Ford Water Treatment Works - segment 2
Ford Water Treatment Works - segment 3
Ford Water Treatment Works Area A
Ford Water Treatment Works
House opposite Ford Church
Anti-Aircraft Artillery - Ford
Geophysical Survey at Ford Airfield
Burndell Bridge on the Portsmouth & Arundel Navigation, Yapton
Memorial Garden, Ford
War Memorial within the grounds of St. Mary's Church, Climping
Portsmouth - Arundel Canal
Ford Waste Water Treatment Works, Ford - Archaeological
Investigations

Archaeological Events
TOR ref
EV1
EV2
EV3
EV4
EV5
EV6
EV7
EV8
EV9
EV10
EV11
EV12
EV13

WSCC ID
EWS1149
EWS1655
EWS1774
EWS1824
EWS1874
EWS1875
EWS36
EWS397
EWS715
EWS716
EWS1642
EWS717
EWS769

EV14

EWS1916

Description
Excavations at Ford Airfield, Yapton, West Sussex
Land at Fellows Gardens, Yapton - Evaluation
Land off Burndell Road, Ford - Archaeological Evaluation
Land at East Yapton - Desk Based Assessment
Land at Ford Airfield, Ford - Desk Based Assessment
Land at Ford Airfield, Ford - Archaeological Surveys
Land at Wicks Farm, Ford - Desk Based Assessment
Land off Burndell Road, Yapton - Evaluation
Land at Former Ford Airfield, Ford - Archaeological Investigations
Ford Airfield - Fluxgate Gradiometer Survey
St Mary's Church, Climping - Archaeological Investigation
Ford Airfield - Geotechnical test Pits
Geosurvey at Ford, West Sussex
Ford Waste Water Treatment Works, Ford - Archaeological
Investigations

Historic buildings in the HER
TOR ref
A
B
C

WSCC ID
MWS7518
MWS8121
MWS8137

Description
Royal Observer Corps Monitoring Post (Cold War) - Littlehampton (Ford)
Stanton shelters - Ford
Blister hanger - Ford

Listed buildings (study area extended)
TOR ref
LB1

LB2

LB3

LB4
LB5

LB6

LB7

Description
Ford Lane, Atherington House, Ford Place, Southdown House and The Lodge II
Large L-shaped house, now sub-divided. The interior may contain some C17 work but
the exterior is C18. Two storeys and attic. Four windows facing west, four windows
facing north. Modern dormers. Red brick and grey headers with some panels of squared
knapped flints. Brick stringcourse. Eaves cornice with heavy brackets. Hipped tiled roof.
Glazing bars intact. Porch in angle of the L.
Ford Lane, New House Farmhouse II
C18. Two storeys. Three windows. Faced with flints with red brick dressings and quoins.
Hipped tiled roof. Casement windows. Glazing bars intact. Two curved bay windows on
ground floor. Doorway with pilasters, pediment-shaped hood and door of six fielded
panels.
The Parish Church of St Andrew, Ford I
Chancel and nave with south porch and western bell-turret faced with white weatherboarding and with hipped roof. Mainly Norman with later windows. South porch in red
brick with shaped gable over, added in 1637. Very attractive small church, little restored.
The Parish Church of St Mary, Climping I
Cruciform building with tower to the south of the south transept, also a south porch. The
tower and the doorway to the west of it late C12, the remainder early C13.
The Vicarage, Climping II
1833 circa. Architect W F Pocock. Rudimentary Gothic. Two storeys. Three windows.
The front cemented, the sides flints. Hipped slate roof. Casement windows with
obtusely-pointed windows of Gothic type. The centre window-bay projects with a crowstepped gable over it and a projecting porch on ground floor of red brick and grey
headers with obtusely-pointed archway.
Church Farmhouse East and Church Farmhouse West, Climping II
L-shaped C18 house. Two storeys. Two windows facing east, four windows facing
south. Red brick, the first floor of the south front tile-hung. Eaves cornice with modillions
and brackets. Tiled roof. Glazing bars intact. Modern porch.
The Parish Church of St Mary, Yapton I

TOR ref

LB8

Description
Chancel, nave with aisles and tower to the south west of the nave. Nave and tower C12.
The nave has lean-to roofs with later dormer windows inserted. The tower has red brick
buttresses and a hipped shingled roof. Chancel C13. Very attractive unrestored
medieval church.
Manorial Dovecote at Church Farm, Yapton II
Dove cote. C17. Circular structure of flint with red brick quoin-shaped patterns at regular
intervals and cornice of 3 courses of brick. Conical tiled roof with 2 hipped dormers.
Cupola for bird entry missing. The small size of the dovecote indicates use solely for the
Lord of the Manor. This dovecote appears to be identified in MSS 12894 of the West
Sussex Record Office, a lease dated 17 October 1667 for a 'capital messuage with dove
house, in Yapton'.

ARUNDEL CASTLE (various assets, c.3.5km north of the site)
Arundel Castle I
Lower part of gatehouse possibly late C11, built for Roger de Montgomery, who was granted Arundel
by William the Conqueror. Middle stage of gatehouse, keep, and cellars under south-east range
appear (stylistically) to date from late C12; possibly from tenure of Earl William de Albini. Barbican,
upper stage of gatehouse, north-west buttress, and well tower to keep, appear (stylistically) to date
from late C13, possibly from time of Richard, 1st Earl of Arundel, who received the grant of a fair to
help repair the castle [A Tipping: English Homes, I). Curtain and towers round north end also
medieval, but of uncertain date, and restored in late C19 [photograph showing unrestored condition in
possession of Arundel Society]. North-east range may have been rebuilt in early C16 [painting in
Arundel Castle], possibly by William, 11th Earl of Arundel [Tipping: op.cit.]. The general form of this
range is the same as in the early C16. James Gibbs supplied plans for the 8th Duke of Norfolk (who
died in 1732) [Gibbs MSS]. This may have been for the south-east range [plan before late C18
rebuilding illustrated in Dallaway "History of Western Sussex": 1836]. North-east, south-east and
south-west ranges rebuilt by 11th Duke (succeeded in 1786, died in 1815), keeping to existing outline
of buildings [cf. Hollar's view of Arundel, c.1640], Architect initially Francis Hiorn, who died in 1789.
Then James Teasdale, otherwise unknown, who signed the plans for the rebuilding illustrated in
Dallaway [op.cit.]. (A John Teasdale the Elder, of Greystoke, Cumberland, supplied sculpture for the
11th Duke from 1790 onwards [Gunnis: Dictionary of British Sculptors]). Of this rebuilding only the
Library, completed in 1801 [Clifford Musgrave: Arundel Castle], survives. The campaign was
completed by 5th June 1815, when the Baron's Hall was first used [Dallaway: op.cit.]. Chapel, Baron's
Hall, remainder of south-west range, all of south-east range apart from cellar, and all of north-east
range above, and north of the library, rebuilt 1890-1903. Architect Charles Alban Buckler. This
rebuilding was largely a thorough- going purge of all the details, substituting C13 ones for Teasdale's
C15 ones.
Reasons for Designation
Motte castles are medieval fortifications introduced into Britain by the Normans. They comprised a
large conical mound of earth or rubble, the motte, surmounted by a palisade and a stone or timber
tower. In a majority of examples an embanked enclosure containing additional buildings, the bailey,
adjoined the motte. Motte castles and motte-and-bai1ey castles acted as garrison forts during
offensive military operations, as strongholds, and, in many cases, as aristocratic residences and as
centres of local or royal administration. Built in towns, villages and open countryside, motte castles
generally occupied strategic positions dominating their immediate locality and, as a result, are the
most visually impressive monuments of the early post-Conquest period surviving in the modern
landscape. Over 600 motte castles and motte-and-bailey castles are recorded nationally, with
examples known from most regions. Some 100-150 examples do not have baileys and are classified
as motte castles. As one of a restricted range of recognised early post-Conquest monuments, they
are particularly important for the study of Norman Britain and the development of the feudal system.
Although many were occupied for only a short period of time, motte castles continued to be built and
occupied from the 11th to the 13th centuries, after which they were superseded by other types of
castle.
Arundel Castle survives well despite the slighting and rebuilding of some of the castle buildings after
the Civil War. It is of an unusual twin bailey plan, illustrating the wide range of possible forms of this

class of monument. The castle is well documented historically and the long history of its use and
adaptation is well illustrated by a wide range of surviving features such as the Norman gatehouse and
keep, the curtain wall, outer bailey and Civil War defences. These features also considerably enhance
the castle's significance because they provide important information on a number of key stages in the
history of defensive fortification.
Details
The monument includes a motte and bailey castle at its centre, the outer bailey area to the north-east,
the square earthwork known as the bowling green and the fishponds on the eastern side of the castle
grounds. The buildings around the quadrangle are not included in the scheduling, having been
extensively altered in the 19th and early 20th century and currently listed Grade I. The ground
beneath them, however, is included. All other modern structures such as the building at St Mary's
Gate, the pavilion and the surfaces of all roads and paths are similarly excluded, the ground beneath
is however included. The reservoir to the north is excluded from the scheduling. The first castle
comprised a central mound, or motte, some 75m across at its base and 20m high, and two
courtyards, or baileys, one on each side of the motte. The shell keep on top of the motte, which
measures 20m by 18m across and has walls 9m high, is a 12th century replacement of the first timber
keep erected by Roger de Montgomery before 1070. To the north-east of the original castle is a
nearly-square outer bailey some 350m across, originally with strong earthworks on all sides except
the NE where steep slopes provided sufficient defence. On the northern side the bank and ditch
together measure 35m across. The lower levels of a stone gatehouse survive at the gap in this
northern earthwork. A slighter bank and infilled ditch extends westwards between Park Gates and the
London Road for additional defence. This and the 35m square 'bowling green' are likely to have been
used to strengthen the castle during the Civil War. The three fishponds to the E, up to 63m long and
15m wide, provided fish for the table during the early use of the castle.
ARUNDEL CASTLE PARK AND GARDEN
Grade: II*
Details
Early and mid C19 partly walled pleasure grounds developed from former medieval earthworks and
with surviving C16 and C17 features, laid out within and around a castle of C11 origin and with, on its
north side, an extensive late C18 to early C19 walled park.
HISTORIC DEVELOPMENT
On being created Earl of Arundel in 1067, Roger de Montgomery was given extensive lands in
Sussex, including the site now occupied by the Castle, the motte and two baileys of which probably
date from his ownership. After a short period in the hands of the crown, the Castle, lands and title of
Earl of Arundel were given to the d'Aubigny family. On Hugh d'Aubigny's death the estates were
divided and the Castle and Honor of Arundel were inherited by John Fitzalan. With a few short
interruptions, Arundel was held by the Fitzalans until 1556 when the last descendent, Mary Fitzalan,
married Thomas Howard, fourth Duke of Norfolk, in whose family it remains today (1998). A charitable
trust was established, through an Act of Parliament in the 1960s, to preserve the Castle, its
surrounding gardens and the Little Park for public benefit. The Great or New Park, to the north,
remains in private ownership.
LOCATION, AREA, BOUNDARIES, LANDFORM, SETTING
Arundel Castle is situated on the northern edge of the town of Arundel, on the east side of the A284.
The c 478ha registered site, comprising c 24ha of ornamental gardens and grounds and c 454ha of
parkland and woodland, occupies a high, north-to-south-running crest of the South Downs which is
cut north to south through the centre by a deep valley and a series of south-east-facing dry combes.
On its eastern side, the crest drops in a steep escarpment to the level plain of the River Arun valley.
Except for a stretch in the south-east corner (southward from Swanbourne Lake) the park is enclosed
by a flint wall erected in the 1790s (Banks Assocs 1989). The west boundary wall abuts the A284
road (separated from it by a varying width fringe of trees) beyond which, and also to the north, lies
further wooded downland. To the east, the wall abuts the river at the northern end and open farmland
further south, the park enjoying extensive views over the valley landscape of hedge-lined meadows
and ditches to the Downs east of the gap. At its southern end, the site abuts Mill Road to the east

(built in 1894 to replace Mill Lane which ran c 100m further west, close under the Castle escarpment)
and the town buildings of Arundel.
ENTRANCES AND APPROACHES
The main entrance to the Castle is at the extreme south-east corner off Mill Road, a drive entering
through the carriage arch of Lower Lodge (built c 1896 to a design by Buckler (VCH 1997), listed
grade II ) and following a serpentine course around the south and west fronts of the Castle to reach
the main entrance at the barbican. The approach to the Castle before the late C18 appears to have
been from the north, through the Little Park (gates shown on OS 1st edition of 1875-6 and field
evidence) but by 1785, a gate from the town on the west side had been established (VCH 1997). The
present entrance and its drive, laid out in c 1894-6, replaced one from the High Street at the present
Main or Town Gate which was established in that location in the early C19. Following the realignment,
completed by 1841, of the northern end of the High Street to the line of the present London Road and
the enclosure of its former course into the Castle grounds, William Burn (1789-1870) designed and
built the Town Gate (with a pointed arch and rock-faced rustication), its flanking High Street Lodge to
the north and high wall with crenelated parapets to the south (ensemble completed 1850-1, listed
grade II). The former drive which ran eastwards from this gate to the Castle (and which was given
embattled parapets in 1851, VCH 1997) was landscaped into the grounds with the construction of the
new drive in 1894.
PRINCIPAL BUILDING
Arundel Castle stands at the south end of the site overlooking the Arun valley, on a natural chalk
escarpment which falls sharply to the east. Its 30m high motte and two baileys (north-west and southeast of the motte) were built by Roger de Montgomery in the C11 while the flint-built barbican, the
gatehouse, curtain wall around the north bailey and the Bevis tower, survive from the C12 and C13.
The motte in the centre is dominated by the c 9m high, Caen stone Keep, built from 1070 to 1090,
while the domestic buildings, in ashlar, are arranged around a quadrangle on the site of the south or
lower bailey. As part of the great remodelling carried out from 1877 to 1904 by Charles Alban Buckler
(1824-1904) for the fifteenth Duke, those forming the west range, with their twin cylindrical towers,
were rebuilt from foundation upwards, and the south and east ranges rebuilt within refaced outer
facades. Earlier domestic buildings on the west and south sides were destroyed in the Civil War siege
of 1644. By the C18 the Castle was being used as a shooting lodge until it was restored as the
family's principal seat by the tenth Duke in 1777 and a programme of reconstruction was begun by his
son from 1786. Of this rebuilding, completed in 1815, only the gothic library (finished in c 1800)
survives. Buckler's remodelling included the clearance of ivy from, and restoration of, the walls of the
Keep, a full restoration following in 1905-6. The Castle was again extensively restored in 1975-8.
GARDENS AND PLEASURE GROUNDS
The gardens and pleasure grounds lie within the Castle walls and in the Castle precincts which
extend to the south and west and northwards to the boundary with the New Park. Inside the Castle,
the domestic ranges at the southern end enclose the Quadrangle or Inner Court, which is laid to lawn,
its present asymmetrical form altered from its former complete oval in the late C19. The steep,
grassed slopes of the motte rise from the north end of the Quadrangle, the slopes being cleared of
their tree cover by the end of the C19. Beyond the motte a path climbs northwards into the Upper
Court which is enclosed by high walls and laid to a central, square lawn edged with shrubbery and
with a yew hedge (planted mid 1990s) along the south side. Probably the site of the medieval castle
garden, a garden is known to have existed here in 1635 which, between 1702 and 1708, was laid out
as a formal garden with box plants, its northern slope cut into the present, surviving series of grassed
terraces (Banks Assocs 1989). Used later as a kitchen garden, it was referred to as laid out in
ornamental parterres in 1835 although a formal garden set out for the visit by Queen Victoria in 1845
may have been by W A Nesfield (1793-1881; The Connoisseur 1978). The complex parterres shown
in photographs of the early 1880s were simplified in c 1884 and had gone by 1914. The proposals for
flower garden planting by Gertrude Jekyll in 1902 were not carried out.
Below the Castle, the steep slopes of its defensive earthworks are laid to open grass on the south and
south-west sides while the west- and north-facing slopes and the northern ditch have a dense tree
cover of mixed species (including evergreens) which survives from a similar cover on all the defences
in the C19 before clearance and which was much damaged in the storm of 1987.

Westwards, the Castle precincts are open in character and laid out to an informal series of both level
and sloping lawns threaded by the main and other linking drives and dotted with a light cover of trees
of mixed ages and species. The northern part, from the Town Gate northwards to St Mary's Gate (of
dressed flint, with a crenelated parapet, listed grade II), is laid out on its north side with two east to
west levels of grassed terraces dotted with a few trees and with, along the north side, a narrow, deep,
tree- and shrub-planted ditch (the former medieval town ditch). The terraces were created in the early
1800s on the site of upcast from the ditch and by 1820(30, these and the land occupied by the former
route of the High Street through St Mary's Gate (closed by Act of Parliament in 1803) which was
incorporated into the grounds by 1807, had been planted with trees as a pleasure ground (Tierney
1834). The main drive runs along the south side of the terraces, against the north wall of the walled,
former kitchen garden, laid out in 1803 and since 1963 containing a public car park at the east end
and, in the central section, a restored but relocated mid C19 greenhouse (listed grade II). The
southern part of the pleasure grounds was laid out in the mid C19 (shown on a plan of 1855),
following the demolition of houses on land south of the Town Gate which was enclosed in the 1850s.
On the lawn 60m north-west of the Town Gate, two magnolia trees mark the position of a fountain and
conservatory (built 1845 and 1851), gone by 1896 (VCH 1997).
On a mound some 50m south of the Castle is a square, grassed bowling green, shown on a plan of
the grounds in 1531 (Banks Assocs 1989). It was cleared of trees, restored and enclosed with yew
hedges in the mid 1990s. South-east of the Castle, the Lower Lawns, formerly laid out with a tennis
court, are enclosed along their eastern edge by a fringe of evergreen shrubbery (planted 1990s). The
former Mill Road now forms a track, marked by a line of yews, along the east side of the Lawns while
to their north, three rectangular ponds surrounded by trees and undergrowth form the Water Garden.
Shown as fishponds on a survey of 1635, by the C18 a pond garden was laid out around them which
survived as a fruit and vegetable garden in 1874 (now, 1998, gone). Above the ponds, the steep,
wooded escarpment of the Castle Hanger, shown as tree-covered throughout the C18 but damaged
in the storm of 1987, contained a walk up its slope, first noted in 1874 and known as the zig-zag walk
by 1885 (now gone). Some 400m north along Mill Road, on the west side, is the flint-built Home Farm
with an octagonal dairy (listed, with adjacent farm buildings, pump house and walls to pools, grade II),
which was built in 1845-6 for the visit of Queen Victoria.
North-west of the pleasure grounds is the Castle Park, its large, central, open space terraced to form
a cricket pitch which is enclosed to the north (from the New Park) and north-west by an extensive,
tree-covered earthwork, originally medieval defences but probably enlarged prior to the Civil War
siege in 1644. Known as the Castle Park following its enclosure into the pleasure grounds c 1815, the
Little Park appears always to have been open. It was in use as a kitchen garden in 1875 and was
planted around the perimeter with exotic evergreens in the late C19, the cricket pitch being laid out by
1896 (OS 2nd edition). Along the west side, the former route of the London road, now a tarmac drive,
has a domed icehouse built into the earthwork terrace on its east side.
PARK The New or Great Park extends 3.2km northwards from the Castle grounds and is principally
laid to open pasture interspersed with woodland on steep slopes such as Mill Hanger (on the west
slope above Swanbourne Lake) and Offham Hanger (along the eastern site boundary) and blocks and
belts of plantations on the hilltops and along the crests, the latter almost completely replanted (largely
with beech) following destruction in the storm of 1987. Although two medieval deer parks existed in
Arundel parish, of which the Home Park became the Little or Castle Park, the present New Park was
created in the late C18, from former arable and warren land, as a setting for the Castle as rebuilt by
the eleventh Duke. Considerable land adjacent to the Little Park was already imparked by 1789; the
area was greatly increased, to something near its present size, in 1793 and was enclosed by a wall by
the 1810s, the warren being destroyed and an extensive programme of planting, notably of beech,
begun (VCH 1997). The present pattern of planting is shown established on the 1st edition OS.
Northwards from the Castle Park, broad ribbons of open grass, flanked on their west side by linear
plantations, are laid out with mid C20 training gallops with, some 800m north-west from the Castle, a
triangular folly of flint and stone chequerwork with octagonal corner turrets named the Hiorne Tower
(after its architect, Francis Hiorne and built in 1796, listed grade II*). Nearby is a stone Greek altar
(listed grade II). Eastwards from the Tower, steep, wooded slopes descend to a north-to-southrunning valley containing Swanbourne Lake, enlarged from a former mill pond in 1797 (Banks Assocs
1989) and with Swanbourne Lodge (listed grade II) built in 1852 by William Burn standing at its
eastern end. A further lodge by Burn stands at the Offham Gate, c 1km to the north-east (listed grade

II). Northwards from the Lake, on the slopes rising to the Dry Lodge Plantation, are a number of tree
clumps, of C19 origin but with late C20 additions. North-west of Hiorne's Tower, some 80m back from
the main A284, stands the flint-built Green Doors Lodge (listed grade II), built on the line of the new
London (A284) road in 1793 but brought into the park by a second realignment in 1803. At the northwest corner is a further entrance to the park, at Whiteways Lodge (listed grade II), built in 1796
possibly to a design by the eleventh Duke (Banks Assocs 1989).
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Summary
Site investigation logs were used to create a lithostratigraphic model of deposits on
site. Based on the descriptions of deposits and their position on the Lower Coastal
Plain of West Sussex the assessment has reached the following conclusions.
 The site has been shown to have c. 3‒4m of surviving Quaternary deposits
overlying chalk at depth.
 At the base of the sequence is a sand, thought to be marine in origin and likely part
of the Pagham or Brighton-Norton raised beach.
 An alluvial deposit containing organic fragments is mapped in the north east of the
site, this is of unknown age but should be considered to have high
geoarchaeological potential.
 A fine-grained head or ‘brickearth’ deposit overlies the site, the geoarchaeological
potential of this deposit is unknown on the basis of current information and the unit
requires further assessment.
 Deposits may require further geoarchaeological assessment through a program of
test pitting in order to more accurately model the sequence and fully evaluate their
geoarchaeological potential.
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1.0

INTRODUCTION

1.1

Archaeology South-East (ASE) has been commissioned by Terence O'Rourke Ltd. to
carry out a geoarchaeological desk based assessment on land at Ford Airfield, Ford,
West Sussex, hereafter referred to as ‘the site’ (NGR: 994033; Figure 1). The appraisal
comprises a deposit model created on the basis of geotechinical records and
supporting research.

1.2

This report follows the recommendations set out by the Chartered Institute for
Archaeologists in their Standards and Guidance for archaeological desk-based
assessment (CIfA 2017). The aim of this assessment is to present a synthesis of readily
available archaeological and site investigation data relating to the site and its environs,
in order to identify the potential impact on geoarchaeologically significant deposits. This
information has been used, where possible, to ascertain the location, extent, date,
character, condition and significance of any identified heritage assets and to consider
the likely impact of the proposed development upon them.

1.3

The site is centred on National Grid Reference 499436,103348 (Figure 1). For the
purposes of this assessment, the extents of the site have been taken to be those
identified in the plans provided by Enzygo Ltd. (Figure 2). For the purposes of the
geoarchaeological deposit model and assessment site investigation records supplied
by Enzygo Ltd. alongside borehole data from the immediate area held by the British
Geological Survey (BGS 2020) have been considered to place the site within its wider
landscape context.

1.4

The site is currently partially used for the existing WTS operations and partially
vacant. The existing WTS building is located towards the centre of the site and
portacabins, parking and containers associated with this operation are situated to the
west of the WTS. There are also two vacant, derelict former hangar buildings towards
the north of the site and a large area of hardstanding is situated towards the south and
east of the site.

1.5

In compiling this geoarchaeological desk-based assessment, cartographic and
documentary sources and archaeological data relating to the study area were obtained
from the Historic Environment Record (HER) held by West Sussex County Council
made available via heritagegateway.com. Relevant sources held within the
Archaeology South-East library were utilised, and appropriate on-line databases
interrogated. These included: Heritage Gateway, National Heritage List for England,
and the Magic website, which holds government digital data on designated sites
(Scheduled Monuments, Registered Historic Parks and Gardens and Registered
Historic Battlefields) in GIS map form. It should be noted that other material may be
held in other collections.

1.6

It should be noted that this form of non-intrusive appraisal cannot be seen to be a
definitive statement on the presence or absence of archaeological remains or
geoarchaeologically significant deposits within any area but rather as an indicator of
the area’s potential based on existing information. Further non-intrusive and intrusive
investigations such as surface artefact collection surveys, geophysical surveys,
boreholes, geoarchaeological test-pits or machine-excavated trial trenching may be
needed to conclusively define the presence/absence, character and quality of any
archaeological or palaeoenvironmental remains.
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2.0

SITE TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

2.1

Location and Topography

2.1.1 The site is situated just to the west of the village Ford, off Ford Road on the former Ford
Topblock concrete works. The site is broadly flat at about 7m OD and is situated less
than 1 km to the west of the River Arun.
2.2

Geology

2.2.1 According to the BGS at 1:50,000 scale the solid geology at the site is chalk. Superficial
geologies are also mapped as being present. At 1:50,000 the BGS maps river terrace
deposits directly on the site with raised beach deposits existing just to the east of the
site. According to the BGS at 1:625,000 scale the superficial geology of the site is
‘brickearth’ with alluvial deposits to the east of the site.
2.2.2 Several geological boreholes have previously been excavated in the immediate area.
Two directly to the south of the current site SU90SE2 and SU90SE18 showed a sandy
clay deposit (brickearth) overlying chalk. To the east of the current site SU90SE37 a
borehole encountered deposits described in the logs as a raised beach.
2.2.3 Two phases of geotechnical work at the site comprising of test pits and boreholes have
shown there to be c.4m of superficial deposits overlying chalk at depth. The chalk
appears to form a fairly flat platform with some evidence of downcutting. The superficial
deposits consist of sands overlying the chalk, sometimes slightly gravelly with rounded
gravel, and fine grained sandy clays, again sometimes slightly gravelly. The sequence
is capped by variable made ground. The results of the geotechnical work will be
discussed in further detail below.
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3.0

PLANNING BACKGROUND
National Planning Policy

3.1

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

3.1.1 The revised National Planning Policy Framework was published in February 2019 and
sets out the government’s planning policies for England and how these are expected
to be applied. This revised Framework replaces the previous National Planning Policy
Framework published in March 2012. Government policies relating to planning are
given in the National Planning Policy Framework. Section 16 (paragraphs 184 – 202)
of the Framework (Conserving and enhancing the historic environment) outlines
policies relating to the historic environment and the key role it plays in the
Government’s definition of sustainable development, the principle which underpins the
document.
3.1.2 The NPPF requires that local planning authorities should set out in their Local Plan ‘a
positive strategy for the conservation and enjoyment of the historic environment’,
recognising that ‘heritage assets are an irreplaceable resource’ and should be
conserved ‘in a manner appropriate to their significance’ (Section 16, paragraphs 184185)1.
3.1.3 The NPPF requires that planning applicants should ‘describe the significance of any
heritage assets affected’ by their application, ‘including any contribution made by their
setting’ (Section 16, paragraph 189)2.
3.1.4 The NPPF is supported by Planning Practice Guidance, launched in April 20142. In
specific relation to historic environment issues, further guidance is provided by Historic
Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Notes 1 to 3, issued by Historic England
and the Historic Environment Forum3.

1

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2, accessed 25th
July 2018
2 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/conserving-and-enhancing-the-historic-environment, accessed 25th
July 2018
3 http://historicengland.org.uk/advice/planning/planning-system/, accessed 25th July 2018
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4.0

GEOARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

4.1

Introduction

4.1.1 The following section summarises the known information relating to Pleistocene and
early Holocene deposits and archaeology within the area and the wider landscape.
4.2

Pleistocene and Early Holocene context
Raised beaches

4.2.1

While there is no raised beach deposit currently mapped on the site, the West Sussex
Coastal Plain is known to have a complex succession of raised beaches. These are
generally split into two groups the Upper Coastal Plain and the Lower Coastal Plain.
With those on the Upper Coastal Plain older and generally more rich in archaeology.
The Upper Coastal Plain

4.2.2

The Upper Coastal Plain contains the older raised beach deposits and is defined by
the Goodwood-Slindon raised beach and the Aldingbourne raised beach (Bates et al.
2010). The Goodwood-Slindon raised beach is known for deposits against a degraded
cliff line, including a sequence of marine sands, and also silts associated with marine
regressions. These deposits are known to date from an interglacial period, MIS13, at
around half a million years ago. The deposits have produced abundant
palaeoenvironmental material and archaeological remains, including undisturbed
Palaeolithic land surfaces, and are probably best known for the site of Boxgrove.
(Roberts and Pope 2009).

4.2.3

South of the Goodwood-Slindon raised beach is the Aldingbourne raised beach,
generally outcropping at 17.5m – 27.4 m OD (Bates et al. 1997) and consisting of
deposits of marine sands and gravels. The Aldingbourne raised beach deposits have
been shown to be complex and seem to be associated with at least two separate
episodes of deposition. It is thought to possibly date from MIS11, MIS9 or MIS7 (Bates
et al. 2010) and has produced Palaeolithic archaeology.
The Lower Coastal Plain

4.2.4

Two more raised beach sequences are known to exist on the Lower Coastal Plain,
south of a buried cliff line along the A27. Here there is very little surface topography,
giving little evidence of the underlying sequence (Bates et al 2010). These are less
well mapped being less exposed, less quarried, and often existing below the water
table. The two marine sequences know here are the Brighton-Norton raised beach and
the Pagham raised beach. Unlike on the Upper Coastal Plain, these are more difficult
to differentiate. The Lower Coastal Plain is also crossed by shallow valleys filled with
Holocene alluvium.

4.2.5

The Brighton-Norton raised beach backs onto the cliff line along the A27 and extends
southwards, possibly far enough to underlie the current site. Generally present over
5m OD, deposits consist of fine sands and silts, along with a buried soil above the
marine deposits (Bates et al. 2010). Faunal evidence and dating suggest these
deposits are from late MIS 7 as the climate was cooling at the end of the interglacial. It
has produced much lower quantities of artefacts than the beaches further to the north.
This is a period when human occupation of Britain is thought to have been decreasing
before apparent complete depopulation at the end of MIS7.
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4.2.6

The Pagham raised beach is the youngest of the raised beaches and thought to have
formed during the last interglacial, MIS5e. It is not known to have produced any
artefacts and in fact there is little to no evidence of human occupation in Britain at this
time. Deposits of the Pagham raised beach have, however, been known to produce
important palaeoenvironmental evidence (Bates et al. 2010).
Fluvial and alluvial deposits

4.2.7

While the site is close to the River Arun, there are no fluvial or alluvial deposits mapped
as extending into it. Terraces associated with the River Arun are only known further
north of the site and are not mapped at all in the immediate area (Bates and Briant
2009). The large fluvial system in the area is that of the Solent, however, terraces of
the Solent are not known to extend into the area of the site (Bates and Briant 2009).
Despite this the BGS mapping (BGS 2020) suggests deposits thought to be related to
river terraces may be present on the site, possibly relating to undocumented terraces
of the River Arun. It is also possible that alluvial deposits from the River Arun extend
into site, despite not being mapped this far west.
Head deposits

4.2.8

There are also extensive ‘brickearth’ deposits along the south coast of Britain. These
may be formed of primary and redeposited loess, alluviums, and colluviums and are all
likely hold a complex sequence of deposition. These fine grained deposits from the
area are also known to sometimes preserve buried soils. A significant example of this
is the Allerød Soil (Allen 2008), known closer to the A27, preserved in a sequence of
fine grained deposits.

4.3

Finds detailed on the HER

4.3.1 The West Sussex HER details certain finds from the area that a relevant to the
geoarchaological potential of the site.
Palaeolithic
4.3.2

Although more abundant Palaeolithic material is generally known from the Upper
Coastal Plain, some Palaeolithic material is known from close to the site. ‘Palaeolith’s’
are recorded as coming from Ford, although no description or location is recorded
(HER ref MWS6292). Further to this a handaxe is recorded as being found in a field to
the west of Ford church (Woodcock 1981), which would place it close to the current
site.
Mesolithic

4.3.3

While no Mesolithic material is known from the immediate vicinity of the site, and is
generally rare on the West Sussex Coastal Plain, some likely Mesolithic material has
been recovered from the wider area. A concentration of early Mesolithic and Bronze
Age flintwork has been recovered during a watching brief on a pipeline at Climping
(HER refs MWS6779 and MWS6778) and further Mesolithic material was recovered on
the other side of the Arun north-west of Littlehampton (HER ref MWS3463).
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5.0

DEPOSIT MODEL AND RESULTS OF GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION

5.1

Introduction

5.1.1 Two phases of site investigation have been carried out on the site by Enzygo Ltd
(Enzygo 2015; 2018). An original phase in 2015 consisted of 8 boreholes and 15 test
pits, and a phase in 2018 consisted of a further 9 boreholes. The logs produced during
both phases of investigation have been assessed by a geoarchaeologist with
knowledge of the deposits in the wider area. The details have then been fed into the
Rockworks deposit modelling software in order to create a preliminary lithostratigraphic
model of the site. This model can then be used in order to assess the presence and
possible age of superficial deposits on site. From this model sections have been
extracted to enable assessment of the thickness/cover of the deposits across the site.
5.1.2 The geotechnical report described up to 4.5m of superficial deposits across the site.
Deposits were separated into units and recorded in terms of colour, lithology and
coarse component.
5.1.3 The deposits have been divided into broad units on which to base the deposit model.
These units are informed by knowledge of the geology of the area and the components
of geological deposits. Creating a geoarchaeological deposit model and assessment
on the basis of geotechnical records is not exact. Geotechnical records are only
minimally descriptive and by their nature do not always record specific features that
will be relevant to a geoarchaological assessment. It is highly probable that far greater
variation exists within the deposits. Some of the logs did record variation within these
broad deposits, however, as this did not appear to be consistent much of the variation
has been removed for the purposes of creating a functional deposit model.
5.2

Units included in deposit model (Figures 3‒6)
Made ground

5.2.1 The entire site is covered in made ground deposits between 0.5m and 2m thick.
According to the logs this generally consists of concrete at ground level with a made
ground deposit of sandy gravel below this.
Fine grained head
5.2.2 Below the made ground was a deposit of fine grained head. This is possibly comprised
of several units, however, it was not possible to entirely differentiate them in the
geotechnical logs. For the deposit model they have been classed as one unit.
Generally described as orange brown sandy clay. The upper part is sometimes
described as having black mottles, possibly from contamination from above, rooting,
or mineral staining. For the most part this deposit is described as an orange brown
sandy clay, generally stone free but with occasional slightly gravelly beds. When
present, gravel is described as sub-angular. Towards the base of this unit it is
sometimes recorded as sandier or softer, and possibly could correlate with either the
sands or alluvial deposit.
5.2.3 This fine grained ‘brickearth’ deposit could hide a significant amount of structure and
could be related to colluvial, alluvial, or aeolian deposition. The presence of possible
mineral staining may suggest an alluvial origin for some of this deposit. While the
presence of sub-angular gravel within some levels in this deposit suggests
redeposition through solifluction or fluvial actions (Hopson 2009). While no structure
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was recorded during the site investigation work, it is possible that this deposit is highly
structured and could contain buried land surfaces.
Sands and gravel
5.2.4 Across the majority of the site a very sandy unit was recorded overlying the chalk. This
unit was sometimes described as slightly gravelly with rounded gravel. This deposit is
interpreted as being either fluvial or a raised beach deposit. Based on the description
it is considered highly likely that this is in fact a raised beach deposit due to the rounded
nature of the clasts where recorded. This deposit appeared to be formed of two units
in several of the geotechnical logs; a medium sand directly overlies the chalk and a
sand with some gravel in turn overlies this. Due to the minimal descriptions in some of
the geotechnical logs it was not possible to reliably map these as separate units in the
deposit model.
Alluvium
5.2.5 In the north of the site a soft unit mottled dark grey and containing organic fragments
was recorded overlying the chalk. It is not currently known how this unit relates to the
possible raised beach deposits. It is possible that this deposit is formed of silts related
to marine transgression, alternatively this deposit could be an alluvial deposit related
to the River Arun. The deposit appears to underlie a thick deposit of ‘brickearth’ and is
possibly Pleistocene in origin.
Chalk
5.2.6 Chalk was generally encountered at a depth of c.3-4m below ground level.
5.3

Results of the Deposit Model

5.3.1 On the basis of the geotechnical logs it was possible to map deposits across the site.
These have been illustrated in Figures 3‒6. Figure 3 illustrates a 3D model of the strip
logs for each intervention, Figures 4‒6 illustrate stratigraphic sections through the site.
Three stratigraphic sections have been produced, each running north-south through
the site, one to the west, one through the centre, and one in the eastern part of the
site.
5.3.2 The model shows a chalk platform to exist at around 4m OD across the site. This
seems to be broadly flat, albeit with some boreholes showing it is possibly a little lower
at some points. Overlying the chalk platform across the majority of the site is a deposit
of sands and gravel, likely to relate to a raised beach deposit (as discussed above). In
the northeast part of the site no sands and gravels are recorded, instead an alluvium
deposit exists (discussed above). It must not be discounted that this deposit occurs
over a greater proportion of the site and was unrecorded due to the coarseness of the
geotechnical records. Overlying this is the fine grained Head deposit (‘brickearth’), a
significant thickness < 3m is seen to exist across the entire site. Modelling of any
structure within this unit was not possible based on the currently available records. At
the top of the sequence is made ground covering the entire site.
5.3.3 This deposit model is a first stage iteration and should not be considered to be a
definitive model of the deposits present on the site. However, while the crudeness of
the model does not allow very detailed evaluation of the deposits it does show the
survival of 3‒4m of Quaternary deposits across the entire site.
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6.0

ASSESSMENT OF HERITAGE POTENTIAL AND SIGNIFICANCE

6.1

It is considered that there is the potential for as yet unknown heritage assets of
geoarchaeological
interest
(i.e.
below-ground
archaeological
and
palaeoenvironmental remains) to be present within the site.

6.2

The geotechnical records and deposit modelling exercise have shown there to be a
surviving 3‒4m sequence of likely Quaternay deposits present on site.

6.3

Deposits directly overlying the chalk, and likely extending across the majority of the
site are thought to relate to one of the Lower Coastal Plain raised beaches. Based on
the chalk platform being at 4m OD and some distance from the Brighton-Norton cliffline
it is expected to be the Pagham raised beach. Dated elsewhere, the Pagham raised
beach is thought to be from MIS5e, the previous interglacial period and a period where
there is no uncontested human occupation in Britain. However, the position of the
beach allows the possibility that these deposits actually equate to the Brighton-Norton
raised beach, deposited in late MIS 7 during a period of declining human population in
Britain. Both MIS5e and Late MIS7 are periods with questions over human occupation
in the area, and while these deposits, particularly those of the Pagham raised beach,
have a moderate to low archaeological potential, any in situ artefacts would be of very
high significance. Further to this, deposits may have a moderate to high potential for
palaeoenvironmental and faunal remains, and allow environmental and landscape
reconstruction of the area.

6.4

The fine grained deposits with organics, described as alluvium, in the north east of the
site should be considered as having high geoarchaeological potential. It is not known
whether this is a marine, fluvial, or other deposit, but its potential to preserve organic
remains is clear. The fact that it is buried below several metres of fine grained Head
deposit (‘brickearth’), also suggests an early Holocene or Pleistocene date for the
deposit.

6.5

The fine grained Head or ‘brickearth’ should currently be considered to have moderate
geoarchaological potential and needs further investigation in order to ascertain its
nature and structure. Any buried land surfaces within the deposit would be considered
as having a high geoarchaological potential.

6.6

A desk-based assessment can generally only consider the potential of a site in
principle. Its conclusions usually require testing by fieldwork in order to confirm whether
remains are actually present and, if this is the case, to establish their character,
condition and extent and thus indicate the weight that ought to be attached to their
preservation. It must always be acknowledged that remains of a type for which there is
no prior evidence may be found on a site by fieldwork.

6.7

The significance of any heritage assets that may exist on the site cannot be determined
in advance of confirmatory fieldwork, but the available evidence from the wider study
area would suggest that any buried deposits present are most likely to be of local or
regional significance.

6.8

Research Frameworks

6.8.1 Deposits present on site have the potential to address needs outlined in regional and
national research frameworks outlined below.
6.8.2 SERF: South East Research Framework (Pope et al. 2019) outlines the following
needs for the South-East of Britain that may be relevant for deposits on site.
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Raised beaches
 Improved mapping, sub-surface deposit modelling and dating of raised beach
deposits.
 Modelling of raised beach deposit zones/types more likely to contain
undisturbed or minimally disturbed remains and biological remains
 Relationship of Sussex raised beach sequence with fluvial terrace systems?
Colluvial/solifluction/aeolian deposits
 Identification of areas of colluvial/solifluction deposits that may contain
undisturbed or minimally disturbed concentrations of Palaeolithic remains (cf
Red Barns)
 More attention to "brickearth", and characterisation as colluvial or aeolian (or
fluvial)
 Mapping and dating of loessic sediments, and modelling of likelihood of any
contained Palaeolithic remains
6.8.3

The Research and Conservation Framework for the British Palaeolithic (Pettit
et al. 2008) identifies the following research needs relevant to the site.










6.8.4

What effect did Pleistocene climate change have upon British environments and
faunal communities?
How much of Pleistocene time saw the presence of hominins in Britain or on the
adjacent continental shelf?
Did a significant population crash occur over Lower Palaeolithic/Middle
Pleistocene time?
Does Late-glacial archaeology indicate any changes in hominin demography or
land-use patterns?
How did the marine transgression after the LGM create systematic changes in
hominin use of the continental shelf and the coastal zone?
Strategic Research And Conservation Themes
The use of geomorphological and sedimentological modelling to understand the
taphonomic processes that determine the significance of many Palaeolithic
remains
Investigating different landscapes – where are the campsites?
Use of OSL and AAR to further investigate periods in which human populations
appear to have collapsed, e.g. MIS 7.
Recognition of the potential impact of development and other land-use change in
order to protect and conserve the diminishing Palaeolithic resource.

Items in the Mesolithic Research and Conservation Framework (Blinkhorn and
Milner 2014) potentially relevant to the site include:






T3.1: Did people occupy Britain during the Younger Dryas, the last cold
snap of the Lateglacial?
S2.2: Broader use of fieldwalking, test-pitting and other low-impact techniques is
needed, especially within a developer-led context.
S2.6: Predictive/deposit modelling should be explored further to help understand
the contexts in which Mesolithic archaeology is found.
S2.12: Similarly, features containing palaeoenvironmental information should be
targeted to complement archaeological information, especially where the two
datasets can be demonstrated to be contemporary or relevant for investigating
landscape use and development through the Early Holocene.
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S3.2: Dating linked to lithic assemblage types is essential to underpin the
development of typochronologies that can then be applied to lithic assemblages
where no directly datable material survives. This should be accompanied by
precision in typological description and appropriate illustration to engender
confidence in lithics assessments (see Saville 2009).
S3.18: The archaeological and palaeoenvironmental potential of Lateglacial and
Postglacial landscape features such as kettle-holes, palaeochannels and areas of
waterlogged deposits should be recognised and targeted.
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7.0

PREVIOUS IMPACTS ON HERITAGE POTENTIAL

7.1

It is unclear to what extent the site has been impacted on by modern construction and
made ground. Several buildings are seen to be present on site and the foundations of
these may have locally impacted upon buried deposits. Similarly, the excavation for
any services present on site is likely to have impacted deposits. The entire site is also
covered with made ground in the form of gravel and concrete. It is not known whether
ground reduction occurred prior to this, or the extent of ground reduction, but this could
have truncated later deposits. Excavation of foundations and ground reduction could
also have caused contamination to deposits with paleoenvironmental potential even
below the impact depth.

7.2

Deeper sediments are likely to have been impacted by natural processes only. Marine,
fluvial, colluvial, and solifluction processes all have the potential to erode and rework
deposits along with artefacts and palaeoenvironmental proxies. On the basis of this
assessment it is not possible to ascertain which, if any, of these processes deposits
may have been affected by.
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8.0

IMPACT OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

8.1

Impact on geoarchaological heritage assets on the site will generally be dependent on
impact depth. However, impacts may also disrupt the hydrology and chemistry of
sediments leading to processes such as decalcification on deeper deposits and
disrupting the potential of deposits to preserve ecofacts and palaeoenvironmental
evidence.

8.2

On the basis of this assessment deposits that may have geoarchaeological potential
often exist within 0.5m of the current land surface. The fine grained Head could
potentially hold late Pleistocene or Holocene buried soil profiles quite close to the
surface. Deposits with clear potential such as the ‘alluvium’ are also present within
1.5m of the surface and could potentially be impacted upon with only minimal ground
reduction. Raised beach deposits are also present at as little as 1.5m depth. On the
basis of this any process involving excavation or ground reduction could potentially
impact on heritage assets.
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9.0

CONCLUSIONS


Site investigation logs and a subsequent lithistratigraphic model have demonstrated
the site to have c. 3‒4m of surviving Quaternary deposits overlying chalk at depth.



At the base of the sequence is a sand, thought to be marine in origin and likely part of
the Pagham or Brighton-Norton raised beach. While this has a low to moderate
archaeological potential, any in situ finds would be of high significance. The
palaeoenvironmental potential of the raised beach deposits should be considered to
be moderate to high.



An alluvial deposit containing organic fragments is mapped in the north-east of the site,
this is of unknown age but should be considered to have high geoarchaeological
potential.



The fine grained head or ‘brickearth’ deposit overlying the site has only been minimally
recorded and the geoarchaeological potential is currently unknown. Any buried land
surfaces present in this deposit would have high geoarchaological potential.



Any development at the site will likely truncate elements of Quaternary
geoarchaeological sequences and affect preservation. Due to the limited detail in the
deposit model and the possibility of unrecorded or locally variable deposits the
excavation of a series of geoarchaological test pits is suggested. This will allow more
detailed recoding and assessment of deposits.



As part of further geoarchaological work, deposits could be assessed for the presence
of archaeological artefacts and samples could be collected and assessed for
palaeoenviromnetal proxies, such as pollen, microfossils, plant macrofossils, soil
micromorphology, and dating. On the basis of this further work may be necessary to
mitigate the effects of development at the site.

13

Archaeology South-East
Land at Ford Airfield, Ford, West Sussex

Geoarchaeological Desk-Based Assessment

10.0

PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER WORK

10.1

The assessment has outlined the geoarchaeological potential of the site and examined
the effects of existing impacts, and as far as possible, the effects of the proposed
impacts upon that potential. This assessment is based on a desk-based survey of
existing information, and cannot therefore be considered to be a definitive statement
on the presence or absence of geoarchaeological deposits in any given area. This
section offers a suggested programme of further fieldwork which will confirm the
presence or absence of deposits with geoarchaeological potential. It should be
stressed that these recommendations are for information only and represent the
professional opinion of Archaeology South-East. The requirement for and scope of any
further archaeological work, will be determined by the Local Planning Authority and
their archaeological advisors.

10.2

This assessment and deposit model has shown several metres of possibly
geoarchaeologically significant deposits to exist across the site. It is suggested that a
series of geoarchaeological test pits are undertaken to properly evaluate the nature of
these deposits, assess the extent of preservation, and to map them in detail across the
site. Test pitting would allow deposits to be assessed for the potential to contain
artefacts, ecofacts, and palaeoenvironmental material and inform whether further work
would be required before development.

10.3

Should geoarchaeological remains be present and assuming that they are of low (local)
to moderate (regional) significance and a design solution cannot be implemented to
ensure their preservation in situ, further mitigation works such as a programme of
archaeological
excavation
and
recording,
along
with
post-excavation
paleoenvironmental assessment and dating, may be required to ensure the
preservation by record of any threatened remains.
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Ford Airfield, Ford, West Sussex
Fig. 2
Site plan including geotechnical test pits and boreholes
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Ford Airfield, Ford, West Sussex
Fig. 3
All geotechnical interventions on the site, viewed from the south-east

© Archaeology South-East
Project Ref: 200155
Report Ref: 2020090

April 2020
Drawn by: JR

Ford Airfield, Ford, West Sussex
Fig. 4
Transect 1 North-South strip logs down west of site, looking east
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Ford Airfield, Ford, West Sussex
Fig. 5
Transect 2 North-South strip logs down centre of site, looking east

© Archaeology South-East
Project Ref: 200155
Report Ref: 2020090

April 2020
Drawn by: JR

Ford Airfield, Ford, West Sussex
Fig. 6
Transect 3 North-South strip logs down east of site, looking east
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