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Otherwise double-click on the CD-Rom Drive letter in My Computer or select
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Archaeology Freeviewer (menu option 1). Click the button to start the installation.
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tions of this installer. At the end of this process, you will then need to install the data.

5. Use the menu option 2 to start the installation of the data for the Perry Oaks excavations
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Foreword

Almost 9000 years ago humans who lived by hunting and gathering dug a series of small
pits on land overlooking a small river valley in what is now West London; today that site
is covered by part of the newly constructed Terminal 5 at Heathrow Airport. These two
events form part of a continuous human history of this area linking the people of early
prehistoric times to those of the present day. This volume seeks to illuminate that history
in some detail. That we are able to do so is because of a substantial programme of
archaeological excavations undertaken as part of the Terminal 5 development.

Archaeological excavation is now a normal and accepted part of many development
projects. Terminal 5, however, has not been a normal development; it has been one of the
biggest construction projects in the world and this has presented particular challenges.
From the outset, BAA was determined to ensure that Terminal 5 set new standards and
benchmarks for UK construction. Building on its pioneering approach to partnering

and taking further inspiration from the 1998 Egan report, Rethinking Construction, BAA
created a bespoke commercial partnering agreement with contractors and suppliers called
the T5 Agreement. This was a contract based on relationships and behaviours, designed
to expose and manage risk rather than transfer that risk to other parties. Open communica-
tion, collaboration and an ethos of continuous improvement in the interests of achieving
excellence were expected as standard on the project. These principles were applied across
the whole range of construction-related activities, be it the delivery of aircraft pavements,
baggage handling systems or, indeed, archaeology.

The archaeological project required a particular blend of field skills, academic expertise
and liaison with the client. Much of the success of the project has been due to the appoint-
ment of a strong archaeological team of contractor and consultants, and to the excellent
working relationship which the team has established with BAA. It was considered that the
size of the excavation would stretch the resources of any one archaeological contractor and
BAA was instrumental in setting up Framework Archaeology, a joint venture of Oxford
Archaeology and Wessex Archaeology, the first occasion such an arrangement had been
employed in a development context. From the beginning it was seen that a commitment

to excellence would involve academic guidance and Professor John Barrett of Sheffield
University has acted as academic advisor and played an important part throughout.

The archaeological team’s challenge was to put in place a programme which would result
in the greatest possible contribution to knowledge in as cost-efficient a manner as possible.
Development-led archaeology is sometimes criticised as being simply an exercise in

recording the remains on a site, with insufficient thought being given to what the value of

the results might be. The Terminal 5 research design lies at the heart of the archaeological
programme and its focus has been the history of human lives, rather than the recording of
material remains; it has been about people, not things. Our desire has been to make this
history available to the widest possible audience. A key objective of the archaeological
work was the production of a narrative of the human history of the site which would be
both accessible and updated as work progressed. This strategy proved very successful
during excavation and stimulated interest in and support for the archaeological
programme across the entire construction project and also within the local community.

Managing research - a process of asking questions about the past and seeking answers
from the archaeological evidence contained in the ground - on the scale demanded by the
Terminal 5 programme was a major challenge. BAA provided development funding to
enable the archaeological team to review established working practices and re-design the
archaeological process. Above all, what was sought was the active engagement of every
member of the archaeological team in writing the history of the site. By demanding that
each excavator move beyond the simple requirements of recording to the challenge of
understanding the historical conditions in which people had lived, the programme not
only required more of the excavation team but reaped the benefits in high levels of
motivation. The feedback from members of Framework Archaeology who worked

on the site has been extremely positive.

The style of this volume has tried to capture something of the immediacy and freshness of
the developing on-site narrative, an approach which has been made possible by the digital
presentation of detailed data on disc. The archaeological project is still very much “work
in progress”; in accordance with spirit of the Terminal 5 programme it is hoped that the
approach will be developed in the future and will stimulate discussion and debate

within the archaeological profession.

The successful implementation of the archaeological programme on a development

the size and complexity of Terminal 5 has been a considerable achievement and the
archaeological discoveries made have amply repaid the efforts expended by all concerned.
The excavations described in this and the forthcoming volume have recovered remarkable
detail about past lives and made a major contribution to our understanding of the past.

Gill Andrews
Archaeological Consultant to BAA plc



Summary

Between 1996 and 2000 Framework Archaeology undertook extensive excavations of

an important prehistoric and Roman landscape at Perry Oaks sludge works, Heathrow,
Middlesex. This volume presents the results of these excavations. Further archaeological
work in advance of a fifth passenger terminal (‘T5’) at Heathrow Airport took place from
2002 onwards, and the results of those excavations will be integrated with the data
contained in this volume, to be presented in Volume 2 of this series.

The earliest evidence of human habitation at Perry Oaks comprised a handful of pits which
were dug in the 7th millennium BC at a location on the edge of the Colne floodplain. In the
late 4th millennium BC, the landscape was transformed by the construction of the C1 Stanwell
Cursus, one of the great monuments of Neolithic Britain. This event was followed by the con-
struction of a second cursus (the C2 Cursus) and a small horseshoe shaped enclosure. In the
space of a few centuries or less, people had transformed the landscape from one defined by
memories of ancient locations to one defined by the architecture of earthen banks and ditches.
However, by 1700 BC further changes led to the replacement of a system that apportioned
land and resources through ceremony to one of physical demarcation: the first land tenure
and field divisions. Settlements became archaeologically visible and landholdings developed
into a landscape of small and large fields traversed by ditched trackways. This landscape
supported a mixed arable / pastoral agricultural economy, supplemented by resources from
the innumerable hedgerows which divided the fields. People maintained links with the past
through ceremonies resulting in particular artefacts being deposited in the base of waterholes.

From the late 2nd millennium BC the pattern of small settlements scattered across the
landscape changed to one of fewer and larger settlements. Little specific evidence was
recovered for early Iron Age activity, but major elements of the Bronze Age agricultural
landscape appear to have persisted well into this period. Waterholes appear to have
retained their status as places of offering for generations of farmers during the late Bronze
Age/early Iron Age whilst hedgerows were maintained and ancient trackways respected.
Over this period, the Perry Oaks landscape came under the control of new cultural and
economic influences and designs, culminating in a gradual transformation which saw the
emergence in the middle Iron Age of a nucleated settlement of roundhouses. This in turn
became a focal point for continuing occupation and ceremony through into the Roman
period. However, the Perry Oaks landscape of the later Roman period largely overwrote
the previous land divisions, focussing outwards and away from the ancient local commu-
nity. Some fossilisation of this late Roman landscape can be traced in the medieval ridge
and furrow and the alignment of a post-medieval trackway, although by this time the
site appears to have reverted to localised rural inhabitation and agricultural regime.
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