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EDITORIAL




organisations and local authorities to
engage local politicians and develop a
new approach 1o the management of local
heritage sites in response to changing
funding landscapes

Continuing with the public benefit theme,
2021 will also see the publication of the
revised Construction Industry Research
and Information Association (CIRIA)

Archaeology and Development Guide,
which CIfA has been pleased to contribute
1o, a new-look CIfA client guide and a new
public benefit professional practice paper

produced in partnership with H52, all with
the same message. archaeglogy adds
value to sociely and to industry and, if it
doesnt, it's not being undertaken to
prafessional standards, Demonstrating that
archaeology matters has never been maore
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Violunteers on site ot Aller,

Somersel Credit Somersat
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Credit MOLA and

the Bloomberg sife

important, whether in the cantext of
proposed planning reform, an increasingly
urgenm conversation about who defines,
values and experiences heritage, or the
contribution that understanding the pasi
makes o our present experience and
quality of life, Your work delivers benafit,
and we are looking forward 1o promaoting
and celebrating more of it over the coming
year
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Archoeologist excavating
structural remaing of the

farmer workhouse buid

Credit: lcen! Projecls

Stephen McLeod



Digital Flower, Credit: T. Yeates and Tom Westheod, copyright Wessex
Archoeoiogy
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benefits in mind.

Reference

Dawson, E. 2019 Equity, Exclusion and Everyday Science Learning: The Experiences of
Minaritised Groups. Routledge Research in Education

Sadie Watson



IN DEVELOPER-LED

Bul what is archaeologically based
public benefit? And, who determines what
this is?

In the UK, developer-led archaeclogy
often considers knowledge creation as
one of the bedrocks of its public benefit
(or social value) output {Chartered Institute
far Archaeologists 2020). Although
knowledge production is important, the
public impact of this is debatable: how
much do publics actually benefit from a
site report or a monograph? And how
often does a local community, Impacted
by development, benefit from this type of
outpul? We would argue that the answer
is rarely, at best. Grey literature,
monographs, and published articles are
inaccessible for a number of reasons (eg
cost, accessibility, technical language,
etc), and often communities are unaware
that archaeologists have been working
neariyy.

As part of a UKRI-funded research project
(grant no, MR/SO348381), we are working
towards a better understanding of what

Personal and community wellbeing indicotors identified by Brown et of
(2017 8. Fig 2). Credit! Imoge avallotle for use under the Creative

Commans Licence

public benefit might look like for the
communities we work among, as well as
how to integrate and deliver this mare
effectively. We have produced a survey,
which Is currenthy being published in
mulliple languages, that will form the
basis af our understanding of what
members of the public think of our fleld,
as well as what they want to galn from
our work. It incorporates persanal and
community wellbeing indicators (Brown
el al 2017) deemed relevant by a range
of arganisations operating on various
scales, from local to national levels. It
also Imegrates questions about how
members of the public wish to engage
with cur work, ranging fram intentional
non-participation 1o (elements associated
with) co-production, Of course, we
acknowledge that there are limitations
to engagement that accompany site
work specifically, which can also be
influenced by the size and scale of a
project, but, we also belleve there is a
range of apporunities, from pre- to
post-excavation analysis, where locally
affected communities can engage,

contribute, and derve/produce benefits
from the work. Arnstein (1969) first
maodelled levels of community participation
in her article ‘A Ladder of Citizen
Participation’; more recently, Gonzalez
(2019) produced a toolkilt modelling levels
of communily engagement. We intend to
use the latter as a way o conceptualise
the engagement levels thal members of
the public express desire in our work, to
compare this with the opportunities that
developer-led archaeslogy currently
provides, and to assess what our potential
might be.

In addition to surveying members of the
public, we will also be asking heritage
professionals and the development
sector what they think is practical and
what possible benefits our Industry can
generate. Particularly in relation to
developers, If we can contribute 1o their
social value targets, this has the potential
to open up various engagement and
funding opportunities for our secior,
thereby facilitating our abllity to maximise
our public iImpact.
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It's fair to say that our profession struggles with its own
‘step two' problem: demanstrating the causal link
between development-led archasology and the
ensuing public benefit it is assumed to perform, Without
a logical frame of reference, It is unsurprising that there
is no agreed methodology for collecting evidence to
establish the positive difference we make 1o the world,
no exactijude around how the word impact’ is bandied
about, and no way to compare the results of different
archaeological organisations. What Is surprising,
however, is that our science-based discipling persists in
making ofien highly aspirational claims of public benefit
with & lack of rigour that would not be talerated if it
were applied to interpretations of the past

breezy account of how the public has benefited from a development-led project. It features two boffins, standing

‘Hmmn', says the first boffin, ‘| think you should be more explicit here in step two.'

The physicist Richard Feynman called this type of
thinking "carge cult science’, based on the
anthropologically ebserved practice of isolated island
communities in the South Pacific during the Second
World War, Convinced that the soldiers, supplies and
seemingly unending cargo brought by plane to
neighbouring Islands could be attracted thraugh ritual
observance, islanders flattened vegetation to look like
landing strips, built mock contral towers, bamboo
planes, and even mimicked Air Traffic Control by
whispering into bamboo radios, implaring the planes
o land, ‘Bul it doesn't work, said Feynman, drawing
similar canclusions 1o Harris's ‘step twa’ satirisation of
scientists' taken-for-granted assumptions, ‘Mo
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{left) Finds room
achvities for chifdren

J, 2021 Social Impact Archaeology: Pontefract Castie and the Gatehouse Project,
internet Archoeofogy, 57, httpsi/dol.org01141ia. 5718
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Communicating archaeology:
beyond the echo chamber

Gail Boyla FMA FSA .

Museum archaeologists engage a wide variety of

lo gather data aboul whom they
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Know Yaur Place - co-creating the stary of Bristol, Engogement requires colloboration and this truly coliohorotive wel-based resource 'hos
demonstrobly generoted o greoter oppreciation of the city’s heritage” It moxes archoeclogical recovds easily occessible glangside many others,
frciuding those submitted by members of the putiic, Screenshol of KYP showing some of the points in the central oreo, including Archoealogical



" hitpsdfwew. museumsassociation.org/campalgns/museums-change-lives/#
* Boyle, G and Rawden A (eds), 2020 Stondards ond Guidonce (n the Core of Archoeological Collections. Society for Museum Archaeology
* htpsyfcollectionstrustorg.ukiresource/communicating-archaeology!
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Phaotogrommetric recarding of o complex
cemetery site of Castle Combe,
Chippenhom, Credit; Wessex Archoeology)



Clive Waddington MCIfA (6214), Managing Director of Archaeological Research Services Ltd

Finding rapid, cost-effective ways to
evaluate large land parcels for
archaeological and palasoenvironmental
remains has always been a key challenge
for archaeologists. The need for this has
come jnto sharper focus with the advent of
commercial archasology undertaken in
advance of development. Various
methodalogies have been utilised aver the
years with some such as aerial photograph
transcription, and now remote sensing
more generally, together with geaphysical
survery, making huge contributions {o the
number and location of new sites. For
those areas where there is little pre-
existing remote sensing data, or which
have geclogies, solls or ground conditions
unfavourable o crop or soll mark
formation, and/or which have restricted
scope for geophysical survey, other
approaches to drive evaluation of these
areas need 1o be found. Following an in-
depth study In the Till-Tweed basin
(Passmore and Waddington 2009, 2012) a
geoarchaeological methodology has been
devised, termead the ‘Landform Element’
approach, whereby the evaluation of a
given land parcel is Initially mapped, cored
and surveyed in order lo partition the
landscape parcel into a series of discrete

landforms. For each of these landforms the
archasological polential and the types of
methods most appropriate to their
evaluation are identified and this is then
used 1o drive the subsegquent evaluation of
the area. The case study from Killerby
Cluarry, North Yorkshire was approached in
this way. Here, as part of the desk-based
assessment for this new quarry, a detalled
geoarchaecloglcal fandiorm element map
for the land parcel was created. This was
followed by a phased programme of
evaluation that included targeted sediment
coring, range finder dating and
assessment of palaeoenvironmental
proxies on a range of deglaciation features
that included enclosed basins and kettle
holes as well as palaeochannels on the
Holocene floodplain. An exiensive
fieldwalking survey was undertaken at
close-spaced Intervals 1o maximise finds
recovery, with a particular emphasis on
chipped stone artefact recovery, Following
on from these studies targeted
geophysical survey and evaluation
trenching were undertaken. Once this site
received planning permission
archaealogical mitigation took place based
around a scalable watching brief-sirip,
map and sample condition, together with

the targeied sample excavation of speciiic
kettle hole and encliosed wetland basin
features.

This approach was selected for use on this
project as it provided an appropriate
method for rapidly and accurately
assessing a large land parcel In advance
of large-scale development that required
a high level of infarmation 1o inform the
planning decision and to give confidence
to the developer of the scale and cost of
the post-permission mitigation that might
be required. This approach allowed what
was considered 1o be significant about this
landscape and the type of archaeological
and geoarchaeclogical records it
contained (o be targeted from the outset
while avoiding the need for digging
several hundred evaluation trenches
across this landscape. This meant that
there was virtually no impact on surviving
sub-surface archaeology during the
evaluation phase; large scars in the field
surface were avoided; speed of work and
results was high and the cost of the waorks
was considered good value for money,
This meant that the approach by which the
greater bulk of the financial resource could
be spent on creating new and significant
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