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ARCHIVE

9.1 The Site archive, which will include; paper records, photographic records,
graphics and digital data, will be prepared following nationally recommended
guidelines (SMA 1995; CIfA 2009; Brown 2011; ADS 2013).

9.2 All archive elements will be marked with the site/accession code, and a full
index will be prepared. The physical archive comprises 1 file/document case of
paper records & A4 graphics. The Site Archive will be retained at SWAT Archaeology
offices until such time it can be transferred to a designated Kent Museum.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

10.1 SWAT Archaeology would like to thank to the Developer for commissioning the
project. Thanks are extended to Ben Found from KCC for his help and advice during
the course of investigation and to Elissia Burrows for supervising the fieldwork.
Thanks are extended to Joe Cantwell, Anton Burrows and Vince Burrows for
carrying out the fieldwork.

10.2 On completion of the project, the archaeological contractor is to arrange for
the transfer, subject to the landowners consent, of the documentary, photographic
and material archive to SWAT Archaeology, and to ensure that the appropriate level
of resources for cataloguing, boxing and long term storage are provided for a set fee
until such times that designated museum in Kent can accept the archive.

10.3 The archaeological contractor is to allow the site records to be inspected and
examined at any reasonable time, during or after the evaluation, by the developer,
and the Kent County Council Archaeological Officer.

10.4 Copies of all reports compiled as a result of the excavation and post-excavation
archaeological works will be submitted to the developer as CD containing a .pdfA
version. In addition a CD containing a .pdfA version of the report and a selection of
site photos in jpeg format to be sent to the KCC Archaeological Officer and once
approved sent to the KCC HER for inclusion in HER Records.

10.5 The work the archaeological contractor is to abide by the Code of conduct and
the Codes of approved practice for the regulation of contractual arrangements in
field archaeology of the Institute of Field Archaeologists. The report was written by:
SWAT Archaeology (Peter Cichy) The Office, School Farm Oast, Faversham, Kent,
ME13 8UP Date: 18/10/2020.
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APPENDIX 1

Core Personnel Structure

Project Management - Fieldwork

Role

Dr Paul Wilkinson, MCIfA, FSA

Director

Peter Cichy

Project Manager

Bartek Cichy

Project Officer/ Surveyor

Elissia Burrows

Site Supervisor

Finds

Specialist

Flint

Chris Butler, MCIfA

Early Prehistoric Pottery

Paul Hart

Later prehistoric and Roman pottery

Dr Malcolm Lyne

Saxon, Medieval and Post Medieval pottery

Luke Barber

Small finds (Coins and metalwork)

Dana Goodburn-Brown, MSc

Conservation support and x-ray photography

Dana Goodburn-Brown, MSc

Samples and human remains

Specialist

Environmental soil processing

Lisa Gray, MSc, AIFA

Faunal, floral micro and macro remains

Dr Mike Allen

Animal Remains (Bones, Oyster shells)

Carol White

Human Remains

Dr Chris Dieter

Micro-excavation (cremation burials)

Dana Goodburn-Brown

Post-Excavation and publication

Role

Bartek Cichy

author, illustrator

Peter Cichy

author
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APPENDIX 2 — HER FORM

Site Name: Archaeological Evaluation on Land at Archers Court, Whitfield, Kent
SWAT Site Code: WAC-EV-20

Site Address: As above

Summary: Swale & Thames Survey Company (SWAT Archaeology) was commissioned by BDW Kent
Limited to undertake an archaeological evaluation on land at Archers Court, Whitfield, Kent. The
archaeological programme was monitored by the Senior Archaeological Officer at Kent County
Council. The Archaeological Evaluation consisted of 70 trenches, which recorded a relatively
common stratigraphic sequence comprising topsoil and subsoil with colluvium and modern made-
up ground overlying natural geology.

The archaeological evaluation has recorded the presence of prehistoric agricultural and funerary
activity.

Further mitigation in the form of a Strip map and Sample Excavation Programme are required

District/Unitary: Dover District Council & Kent County Council

Period(s): prehistoric, undated

NGR (centre of site to eight figures) NGR 630900 145300

Type of Archaeological work: Archaeological Evaluation

Date of recording: August-October 2020

Unit undertaking recording: Swale and Thames Survey Company (SWAT Archaeology)
Geology: Chalk bedrock capped by Head Deposits and colluvium

Title and author of accompanying report: SWAT Archaeology (2020) Archaeological Evaluation on
Land at Archers Court, Whitfield, Kent

Location of archive/finds: SWAT. Archaeology. Graveney Rd, Faversham, Kent. ME13 8UP
Contact at Unit: Paul Wilkinson
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Plate 3: Evaluation Trench 2. Looking nor;cheast

Plate 4: Evaluation Trench 12. Looking west, two metre scale.
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16. Looking northwest with two metre scale.

Plate 6: Evaluation Trench 23. Looking west with wo metre

scale.
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Plate 7: Evaluation Trench 34. Looking east with two metre scale. ‘
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Plate 9: E\}aluatio Trench 65. Looking east wit two
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Figure 3: Location of evaluation trenches in relation to development
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Figure 4: Location of evaluation trenches within west extent of the site
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Figure 5: Location of evaluation trenches within east extent of the site




