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1.        Project Background 

  The Project 

1.1 This report presents the results of an archaeological investigation conducted by PHF 

Archaeology Ltd with support from the Faringdon Folly Tower Trust.  The project 

comprised of a geophysical survey using magnetometry equipment at the site known as 

Folly Hill in Faringdon, Oxfordshire. 

 

 Location (see figures 1.1- 1.3) 

1.2 The site is located at Folly Hill, Faringdon, Oxfordshire.  The hill overlooks the 

surrounding area where Oxford can be seen to the far north, Didcot power station to 

the east and White Horse Hill in Uffington to the South (see figure 1.4).  To the south 

west lies the market town of Faringdon which is clearly visible from the hilltop.   

 

 Circumstances of the Survey 

1.3 The initial proposal and subsequent survey was initiated by PHF Archaeology Ltd.  With 

a wealth of activity at the site, both historic and prehistoric, and with a distinct lack of 

archaeological evidence to back up much of the long history at the site, the area 

provided a feasible opportunity for a geophysical survey and archaeological report. 

 

 Objectives 

1.4 The principal aim of this project was to survey the area at folly hill to record and analyse 

the nature and extent of any sub surface archaeology.  This was to be completed 

through a geophysical survey using magnetometry.   

 

 Dates 

1.5 The geophysical survey was carried out on the 25
th

 and 26
th

 June 2014 with this initial 

report being prepared in July 2014. 

 

 Personnel 

1.6 The project was initiated and completed by PHF Archaeology.  The project was 

coordinated by Jack Frowde.  Geophysical survey conducted by Jack Hill.  The report was 

prepared by David Parker. Data interpretation and analysis was completed by all three.  

Eddie Williams was supervising the complete project on behalf of the Folly Tower Trust. 

  

 Acknowledgments 

1.7 PHF Archaeology Ltd is grateful for the assistance of Eddie Williams and the Faringdon 

Folly Tower Trust for agreeing to the project and for making it possible. 
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2. Land use and geology 

 

 Land use 

2.1 The land at the site is home to the Faringdon Folly and subsequent surrounding 

woodland.  It is regularly maintained with various activities being held at the site.  The 

area is open for public access at all times. 

 

 Geology 

2.2 The hill itself has been formed through the gentle folding and deposition that have 

naturally occurred forming what is essentially a sand dune.  This sand sits on impervious 

clay also forming a natural aquifer.  The site sits at about 150m – 155m above sea level 

but, although the hill top itself is reasonably flat, the hill protrudes around 50m above 

the surrounding area.  The circular area of the hilltop is around 17,500m² 

 

3. Historical and Archaeological background 

  

 Iron Age Hillfort 

3.1 The earliest accounts for human activity at the hill point towards that of an Iron Age 

settlement.  Although there is a distinct lack of any physical and archaeological evidence 

for any Iron Age activity at the hill, the notion that the site was once a prehistoric 

settlement has its own justifications.  Firstly the size and topography of the hill top is 

typical of Iron Age settlements.  The large plateau at the hills peak gives it the natural 

shape for the formation of an Iron Age enclosure and the visibility of the surrounding 

landscape makes the site easily defended.  The other important point to consider whilst 

validating the hilltop as an Iron Age settlement is its proximity to the Uffington Castle 

and that of White Horse Hill.  The important Iron Age site in Uffington is clearly visible 

when looking southwards from the hill top where it lies around 5.5 miles away.  It is not 

unheard of to find a string of hillforts lying within a few miles of each other, for example 

Loughton Camp, Ambresbury Banks, Wallbury Camp, Little Hadham, Barkway and 

Littlebury in Epping Forest, Essex.   The location of the site coupled with the physical 

characteristics of the hill provides the best possible environment for a univallate hillfort. 

 

 Norman Castle                                                                                                                                

3.2 Evidence for an Adulterine (unauthorised by Royalty) Norman castle has undoubtedly 

the most written sources pertaining to it. During the “Anarchy” of 1135-1154, forces 

loyal to Empress Matilda built and fortified many defensible positions in defiance of 

King Stephan and to solidify their position. Whilst it still remains unclear the exact shape 

and form the defensive structure took, it was certainly present and thoroughly record-

ed. Much has been written of a “castle”, which can lead one to imagine strong stone 

walls encircling a large, well manned keep. In fact, the historical evidence, mostly arising 
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from the chronicle Gesta Stephani (Anon: mid-12
th

 Century) points to there being 

“acastle strongly fortified by a ram–part and stockade” (113-4).   

 The hasty construction of the site (built in haste to challenge King Stephan’s authority) 

reveals that it would actually have been a timber-built castle. The fact that the defen-

sive structure was surrounded by a simple ditch and wooden palisade is referenced sev-

eral times, including in the retelling of an assault against the walls “sometimes sturdy 

warriors, gallantly climbing the steep and lofty rampart, met … them in most bitter con-

flict with nothing but the palisade to keep the two sides apart.” (113-4). 

 After the Castle  

3.3 After the relatively short life of Queen Matilda’s castle, the site appears only to have 

been used for another 50 or so years before falling out of the history books. In 1202 

King John gave over the site to St. Mary of Citeaux with the instructions to found a Cis-

tercian Abbey. He is noted as having provided timber for the buildings. However, in 

1203 the monks who had only recently taken up residence moved location to Beaulieu, 

as one commentator reasons, this may have been down to an apparent unsuitability of 

the site. After this it wasn’t until the English Civil War when the hill resurfaces, with it 

being employed by parliamentarian forces as a base for a cannon battery used to bom-

bard the Royalist stronghold of Faringdon House. Finally, it is worth noting that during 

the Second World War the Faringdon Company of the Home Guard had a small role in 

the manning of the Folly tower, using its advantageous panoramic views as an Observa-

tion post.   

 Leeds and Archaeology 

3.4 The excavations by Leeds, 1935/6, (see figure 3.1) unearthed evidence of two parallel 

ditch-style defensive rings. This was concluded to be the protective layer surrounding a 

keep built upon a clay platform. The rings represent a wooden palisade flanked in front 

by a ditch, and behind by a deeper trench filled with stone allowing for a rampart to be 

built (allowing the defenders to repel assaults from within). The whole site mapped by 

Leeds is 30ft across, far too small to represent the only fortification on the hill. Earl 

Robert had been able to put “in a garrison that was the flower of his whole army” (113). 

Thus one could infer that the central structure was akin to the motte from the classic 

castle formation “motte-and-bailey”. There is likely to have been a larger ring of de-

fences surrounding the hill, possibly extending as far as the pathway. Stephen is noted 

as drawing up a large force from Oxford to counter the threat of Earl Robert and his son 

Philip of Gloucester. Further, he goes as far as to set up his own earthworks with a large 

camp surrounded by a ditch and palisade near the “castle” in order to besiege it in rela-

tive safety. Additionally the presence of siege engines rather than a simple battering 

ram again points to there being as yet unidentified defensive formations outside of 

those discovered in 1935. The fact that the Royalist forces established a base for the 
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siege would lend itself to the idea that the walls and earthworks noted by Leeds repre-

sent a central, inner circle of defences, with an outer layer presumably running close to 

the current lie of the pathway. The slope of the hill is broken up by the flat ground of 

the path, something that may have been present since the Iron Age origins of the site. 

One can imagine the timber and stone building encircled by updated pre-existing Iron 

Age defences, further protected by an outer shell wall. 

4. Geophysical Survey 

 

 Equipment Selection 

4.1 Considering the rich history of the hilltop and potential for archaeology, it was very 

important to spend some time in choosing the correct equipment in order to yield the 

best results.  Not only is it important to consider what potential archaeology might be 

there when contemplating types of equipment, one needs to consider the terrain.  It 

would be pointless in choosing equipment which is tailored to picking out certain 

features if there was no discussion or thought for the topography at the site.   

  

 The site is immersed in trees and overgrown undergrowth.  There are of course areas of 

clearing where only a few trees stand with no undergrowth but equally there are areas 

of dense foliage.  Considering the general conditions for surveying and the potential for 

archaeology it was decided that Magnetometry would be used.  The exact model was 

the Bartington Grad 601 Single Axis Magnetic Field Gradiometer System.  There were a 

few reasons why this was chosen, but one of the main ones was due to the fact that a 

similar survey had been carried out with the same magnetometry equipment in the 

previous year at a site in Epping Forest where conditions were almost identical.  The 

success at that site with dense woodland and thick undergrowth along with the 

possibility for pre historic settlements to be discovered meant that the magnetometry 

equipment had already proved its worth.   The magnetometry equipment doesn’t 

involve anything on wheels as it is all hand held, it is relatively small and easily 

transportable and there is nothing that needs to be attached.  Unlike other equipment 

such as resistivity, it is completely mobile which suites the conditions of the site.  

 

  

 Field Methods 

4.2 Before starting any survey it is important to establish a base point or starting point.   

Using GPS the exact coordinates of a chosen point can be determined.  Our staring 

point was the NE corner of the folly wall.  This was also chosen due to its clear visibility 

and ease of access.  Once the base point was fixed and coordinates recorded it is 

important to decide on the direction of survey.   

 The survey is carried out in 30m square grids at a time.  Each grid starts in the SW 

corner moving northwards, once a full traverse has been completed the survey then 

continues on the parallel traverse at 1m intervals but this time in a southward direction.  

This zigzag motion across the grid ensures all areas are covered in an orderly manner.  
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Each traverse is 1m apart resulting in 15 traverses per 30m grid (see figure 4.1).  The 

magnetometry equipment takes four readings every meter.   

 

 The aim was to cover as much of the site area as possible.  Due to restrictions, either 

those natural or unnatural, it is not possible to survey the area in its entirety.  Dummy 

logs would have to be placed where trees or other obstacles were in the way, and at 

times whole grids or at least large parts of grids had to be missed due to the 

inaccessibility of certain areas.  So the strategy is quite simple in that one keeps 

surveying until it is not physically possible to do so at which point either a dummy log is 

entered or a traverse/grid is skipped allowing one to continue surveying once the 

obstacle/inaccessible area has passed. 

 

 Data Processing 

4.3 Once all the data has been recorded, the raw data files are downloaded directly onto a 

laptop computer via a USB connection from the magnetometry equipment.  This is 

completed through a software package called GRAD601.  When the raw data has been 

downloaded and saved, it is then ready for processing.  Snuffler was used to import the 

raw data and convert it to image files.  Each grid appears as a single image which can 

then be pieced together to make a montage of the whole site.  At this point it is 

important to note that any magnetometry results shown will be on a greyscale palette 

with high/positive magnetometry readings being black whilst the low/negative 

magnetometry readings are shown in white. 

 

5. Results analysis and interpretation 

 

 Overview 

5.1 When looking at the results at a first glance, it is apparent that there is much going on 

at the site (see figure 5.1).  The somewhat messy results in their own right display 

anomalies and features in nearly all areas of the site.  Although there are some obvious 

features, there are many more which are, to a certain extent, hidden therefore needing 

a little bit more attention in order to identify.  It is also important to consider the 

possible fauna at the site when analysing results as features such as rabbit warrens and 

badger tunnels may show up.  It is also useful to note down any obvious 

structures/features that sit on the surface, such as benches or drain covers, as a 

reference for later analysis as these will more than likely tie in with some of the 

anomalies. 

 

 Anomaly Types  

5.2 The results of the magnetometry survey are presented as a greyscale image.  Areas of 

high/positive magnetometry will be seen as darker or black whilst areas of low/negative 

magnetometry will be seen as lighter and white.  Although not always correct but as a 

general rule of thumb, areas of high/positive magnetometry often depict soil filled 

features such as ditches, post holes and pits whereas areas of low/negative 

magnetometry are often associated with wall footings or other voids.  It is also common 
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to find areas producing what are known as dipolar or halo effects.  These are areas of 

intense concentrated black with an immediate white ring or halo surrounding it (or vice 

versa).  These areas may relate to surface material such as metal objects or quite often 

relate to areas of ferrous or fired material such as hearths or kilns.   

 

 Known Anomalies 

5.3 Before there is any discussion regarding possible archaeological features within the site 

it is a good idea to point out any features that are already known (due to their visibility 

as surface obstacles).  Figure 5.2 shows five of these known anomalies numbered 1-5.  

Number one and number four relate to the benches to the north and the south of the 

site.  Number two relates to the access cap at the base of the folly, (see figure 5.3).  

Number three relates to a metal rod protruding out of the ground, (see figure 5.4) and 

number five relates to the metal fixings on the wooden canon replica (see figure 5.5). 

 

 Features 

5.4 To follow will be an interpretation of each anomaly within the magnetometry results 

followed by discussions into certain areas of interest within the site.  Figure 5.6 

highlights all of the features within the site that have been detected from the 

magnetometry results.  Figure 5.7 shows the same as figure 5.6 but with each 

highlighted feature numbered from 1- 31 so to make analysis clearer.  It is now possible 

to analyse each feature from an archaeological point of view and to attempt to explain 

what each may be.  It is important to note at this point that any explanation for 

archaeological features are speculative and are to the best of ones knowledge.  Due to 

knowing the history of the site and from previous experience it is possible to give a 

realistic idea of what the features represent. Features may only be proven if 

excavations take place which will be discussed later in the report when considering 

scope for future work at the site.  To follow will be a description of each feature from 

figure 5.7.  Later a description of certain areas of interest containing complex and 

multiple features will be discussed which require a more in depth analysis 

  

 1.   There is an obvious ring which circles the site.  The north east section and the south 

western section of the ring can clearly be identified through the white curves in figure 

5.6.  Although this is where the current path runs around the site, the low magnetic 

reading depicting the path is likely to be something more substantial such as a filled 

ditch.  The high magnetic dots scattered at random points within the white ring are 

likely to be various other types of material used to fill the ditch.  Due to their high 

magnetic properties, these could be fired materials, or rubble such as stone.  The size 

and shape of the ring is typical of that found in Iron Age settlements and is possibly the 

remains of an Iron Age bank and ditch to mark the boundary of the enclosure.  It would 

have likely been fenced as well to safeguard the settlement. The raised earthwork 

circulating the site at roughly 1m above the surrounding topography still remains today.  

It is very likely that the boundary would have been determined even before the Iron 

Age and was subsequently reused throughout the history of the site to end up as the 

current outer path for the woodland area. 
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 2.  Feature two is an interesting area where there seems to be quite a bit of activity 

within the same feature.  The area is to the very north of the site and also lies very close 

to the now established outer ring or ditch.  If one assumes that the site is of Iron Age 

origin, or at least that it was heavily occupied throughout the Iron Age period, then it 

would be expected that many circular features will be found within the site.  

Considering feature two is a clear semi-circle it ties in nicely with the notion of an Iron 

Age settlement and thus a possible enclosure and quite likely a round house.  Since high 

magnetic readings or dipolar anomalies are very often the result of fired material, and 

given the fact that central hearths were a principal feature of Iron Age round houses, it 

can be concluded that this is what we are seeing within the circular enclosure where 

there is a clear central anomaly. 

 

 

 3.  The third feature depicts five black dots within close proximity to each other.  The 

regularity in their size and spacing certainly makes them unnatural and thus intentional.  

They probably depict post holes which have been filled in due to their high magnetic 

properties.  It can be concluded from this that they are the result of a small structure 

and given their vicinity to other possible Iron Age features, they may be the markings of 

a five post granary storage structure (a typical feature found within iron age sites). 

  

 4.  Here once again one can see another group of post holes located just south east of 

feature three.  Again due to the regularity in size and shape of the black anomalies and 

their high magnetic properties, it can be concluded that this is again a potential storage 

structure relating to the Iron Age.  It is not unusual for Iron Age sites to contain multiple 

storage structures depending on the function of the site as a whole 

. 

 5.  An ‘L-shaped’ rectilinear feature shown through the result of high magnetic readings.  

Due to the high magnetic properties, this is likely to be a feature consisting of backfilled 

topsoil.  It is very difficult to interpret what this feature could be or which period it is 

from.  One can’t rule out the possibility of this also being Iron Age, but it could equally 

be of a much later date.  Although it is not possible to say whether this is part of an 

enclosure or ground works, the regularity in shape of the feature and its linear presence 

shows that it is a genuine feature and not a natural anomaly.  It would only be possible 

to determine the type of feature if further investigations were taken out. 

 

 6.  Feature six comprises of a scattering of small black anomalies.  Although individual 

size of each black anomaly looks very similar to those of features three and four, the 

concentrated grouping of these anomalies and lack of obvious shape makes it difficult 

to interpret the exact feature.  It can be said though that the high magnetic readings 

from these black anomalies points towards the view of soil filled features such as post 

holes. 

 

 7.  Here it is possible to see four identical black circular anomalies equidistance from 

one another.  This is almost certainly a granary storage structure typical of that found 
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within Iron Age settlements. This also ties in with the idea that the site was once an Iron 

Age enclosure with multiple storage systems integrated within the boundary of the site. 

 

 8.  The feature here refers to the area of low magnetic readings starting just south of 

feature six sweeping in a westerly direction and then south towards the folly, ultimately 

surrounding the folly.  The feature then veers of south westerly and south easterly.  This 

is a large area of mixed readings, mainly that of low magnetism but also littered with 

many high magnetic readings.  This could be the result of an old pathway or boundary.  

The possible path may have provided links to different enclosures within the site.  The 

whiteness of the feature suggests it is of low magnetic value lending it to the idea that it 

could have been some sort of pathway.  It is filled with many high magnetic anomalies 

which could be the result of fired material or simply archaeological deposits throughout 

its use. 

 

 9.  Feature nine is one of the most interesting and definite features of the whole site.  It 

is possible to see quite clearly the two white parallel lines running east to west at 

roughly 15m apart.  Using these two lines, it is possible to see this feature as a square 

with the two faintly apparent white lines.  This feature is significant due to its square 

nature and its approximate area is 225m².  It is likely that this feature is the outline of a 

square structure.  Although it is not unheard of to find rectilinear structures during the 

Iron Age, the nature of this feature suggests it is more likely a much later feature.  The 

area within the woodland where feature nine sits is completely clear suggesting that 

any vegetation or trees have recently been cleared hinting towards the idea that this 

could be linked with the WWII activity at the site. 

 

 10.  The area at point ten relates to the black anomalies within feature nine that extend 

out towards the south of the feature.  The anomalies in question consist of black dots of 

high magnetic value forming a possible rectangle with the North West side easily visible.  

Again, as in previous features, what we are looking at seems to be the back filled post 

holes of the original structure which is consistent with the other Iron Age structures 

within the site (in as much that it is formed by similar sized post holes).  

 

 11.  Just south of feature ten lies feature eleven which comprises of medium sized black 

circular anomalies and two black parallel lines running east to west about 6m apart. The 

extremely high magnetic nature of these anomalies suggests that it is an area of activity 

which has since been backfilled with top soil.  The regularity in the linear features and 

consistency within the circular anomalies advocates foundations and postholes thus 

another enclosure of some sort.  Although it is possible to conclude with a great deal of 

accuracy what other features are based on their shape and size, this feature is 

somewhat more difficult to determine and there is thus a degree of uncertainty to the 

date and type of the feature. 

   

 12.  Within the circled area of feature twelve, two larger, solid circular structures are 

visible.  They lie approximately 10m apart and are individually around 4m in diameter.  

These are clearly large solid circular features and due to their dipolar colouring (half 
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white and half black) they suggest fired remains.  It is quite likely then that these two 

features are the remains of what are old fires or open kilns.  Kilns are historically 

common place, especially within the Iron Age. 

 

 13.  Here, directly South East of feature twelve, it is possible to see a black snaking line 

from north to south. Considering that the black line disappears off the visible survey 

results, it is apparent that only part of the feature has been detected.  The thickness 

and high magnetic properties of the feature suggests a possible brick or stone 

foundation.  Again, without further investigation, it is difficult to determine what the 

structure would be or from which period but nonetheless it is a linear feature with 

archaeological significance.  

 

 14.  South of feature thirteen lies what seems to be a typical rectilinear feature depicted 

by solid backfilled foundations.  The rectilinear structure is regular and around 10m x 

7m with an area of approximately 70m².  It is difficult to see whether there are two 

enclosures or just one as there is much going on in this area.  There is either a square 

enclosure and a circular enclosure or one large enclosure.  This again looks typical of 

Iron Age and could be another enclosure to the settlement.  Due to the lack of 

understanding of this feature, it would benefit greatly from future investigation to 

determine the type of structure that lies there. 

 

 15.  Feature fifteen is what looks to be a round house situated east of the known 

anomaly three in figure 5.2.  There are multiple post hole like features with a small 

dipolar feature to the south west end.  Although not as clearly defined as feature three, 

the post holes are there in the form of high magnetic readings.  The dipolar feature is 

more than likely related to a hearth which would have been situated within the 

roundhouse.  There is a noticeable wealth of activity within the southerly part of the 

site which is usual due to its south facing position.       

 

 16 – 18.  These features will be discussed below in ‘areas of interest’. 

  

 19.  Feature nineteen shows two rectilinear structures one inside the other depicted by 

the linear features in black.   This could be a stone or brick structure or wall with an 

outer wall in addition.  The walls are roughly 10m x 8m and in the centre of the two 

structures lies an anomaly with a high magnetic value possibly relating to a central 

feature such as a kiln. 

 

 20.  This is where the folly lies and is what is causing the large solid white halo 

surrounding it.  The black anomalies within the area are probably related to ground 

works and cables in relation to the folly itself.  As there are no overhead power lines it 

can be concluded that the electricity cables are buried and are what we are seeing 

within the white halo.   

 

 21 – 30.  The features here highlight multiple small black circular anomalies sporadically 

dotted around in small clusters.  These look like posthole features and would relate to 
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small enclosures, granary storage structures or drying racks.  Again it is worth pointing 

out that there is a wealth of activity towards the south of the site which is common for 

prehistoric settlements.  It is also likely that the area has had multiple occupants and 

has been reused throughout history.  This is one reason for the somewhat messy results 

and is why it is difficult to outline specific features.   

 

 31.  This area will be discussed later in ‘areas of interest’. 

 

 

 

 Areas of Interest 

5.5 As previously stated, although there are obvious individual features which have now 

been discussed, there are also a few areas of interest which make sense to analyse as 

areas rather than as individual features (see figure 5.8).  A zoomed in image of the three 

areas can be seen in figure 5.9. 

 

 Area 1  

 This area lies at the far left of the survey area around 30m west of the folly itself.  The 

area comprises of two rectangular features; one around 18m by 13m and another 

attached to the north west corner around 7m by 5m.  The regularity of the rectangles in 

this area shows that they are not natural and their size strongly suggests that they are 

the earthworks of a large enclosure.  It is unlikely that this would be related to the Iron 

Age settlement at the site and is more likely much more recent, potentially related to 

the Norman castle at the site or even later.  Figure 5.10 shows the area with its features 

outlined and it is clear to see the small circular features to the north side of the larger 

rectangle.  These seem to mark what appears to be a gap in the earthworks thus 

allowing space for an entrance.  There are four small circular features here indicating 

postholes which are likely to have been the fittings for the entrance.  Figure 5.10 also 

shows the semi-circular feature within the larger rectangle.  Again this is difficult to 

suggest what it could be, but, given that it lies within the enclosure, it is more than 

likely structural remains from internal groundwork or other internal features.   The 

outlines of the two enclosures are depicted by heavily dipolar magnetic lines.  This 

would be due to the material used to backfill the foundations and earthworks once the 

enclosure was vacated.  

 

 Area 2 

 Area two is situated directly east of the site and is highlighted in figure 5.11.  The main 

feature within this area is the square anomaly outlined by the white lines roughly 15m 

apart.  The square is possibly the clearest feature within the geophysics results as the 

white lines are uninterrupted and extremely regular.  The feature here is also of 

significance due to its position.  It doesn’t seem to lie near any other features, especially 

those of Iron Age origin, and thus suggests that area two is from a different period.  

Although it is impossible to say when the feature was made, it could be linked with 

more recent activity at the site, potentially during WWII when there was a brief 

American presence at the hill top.  Below the main square earthwork, there seems to be 
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a near complete circular feature of similar low magnetic properties.  This suggests that 

it is in keeping with the square feature and would be contemporary to it.  Again further 

investigations would need to be taken out to see what exactly this feature was and how 

it is linked with the site.   

 

 Area 3 

 Here one can see a large dark circular area about 45m across.  The area is littered with 

high magnetic anomalies, so many that it gives the impression of a dark circular filled 

feature.  It would be impossible to try and establish individual features and anomalies 

within this area due to its erratic composition.  What can be drawn from analysing this 

area though is that it had been inundated with activity.  The size and shape suggest Iron 

Age activity but the lack of any clear features earthworks or structural remains make it 

difficult to label a specific date.  The high amount of positive magnetic anomalies 

suggests that much fired material and activity has been carried out here.  Or it could 

simply be a large circular pit or ditch which has been backfilled with varying material.  

Possibly even material from the destroyed castle.  Whilst surveying at the site, there 

were sporadic concentrations of brick like material which had been deposited.  Figure 

5.12 shows some of the debris found on the surface.  This is the type of material which 

would show up as a high positive magnetic result and could be the sort of material 

found in area 3.  Further analysis would determine the origin of this material. 

 

 Summary 

5.6 This chapter has outlined the features and anomalies within the site that were 

produced by the magnetometry results.  Individual anomalies and areas have been 

analysed and explained in order to gain a greater understanding of the archaeology of 

the site.  The features seen point towards the notion of a heavily used Iron Age 

settlement.  There are also a few other areas of interest that have been looked at which 

seem to suggest more recent human activity at the site.  Figures 5.13-5.16 show 3d 

models of what the Iron Age settlement could have looked like based on the 

magnetometry results. 

  

 

6. Conclusion 

  

6.1 The initial aim of the project at Faringdon Folly was to complete a geophysical survey 

with the principal intention of finding any sub-surface archaeology.  Due to the fact that 

the site has an apparent wealth of history with a lack of any archaeological work having 

been carried out, this permitted a feasible reason to undertake the survey.  Through the 

use of magnetometry it is clear to see that much archaeology has been discovered.  

Although the results are somewhat difficult to interpret and possibly messy in places, 

one cannot dispute the fact that there is much archaeology at the site.   

  

 The main results support the idea that folly hill was once home to an Iron Age 

settlement which more than likely developed into a larger hillfort.  There is an 
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overwhelming amount of evidence in support of posthole earthworks throughout the 

site pertaining to the idea of Iron Age structures and enclosures.   

 

 It is also apparent that it is not solely Iron Age structures that have appeared from the 

geophysics results as there are a few other linear features throughout the site.  It is 

quite possible that these earthworks are potential enclosures from later dates, quite 

probably relating to the Norman castle at the site and even WWII activity. 

 

 The productive survey results have provided much thought and analysis surrounding 

the interpretation of the site thus creating opportunities for future archaeological work 

at the site. 

 

7. Future work 

 

7.1 The geophysical survey at folly hill has yielded great results with many features 

detected.  Although it is possible to draw many conclusions and ideas about the 

features within the site and what they could be, until any archaeological excavations 

have been undertaken, the current theories cannot be proven and must be left as 

speculative concepts.  There is however much scope for future work at the site.   

 

 Excavations 

7.2 Given the wealth of finds within the survey, it would be possible to establish areas of 

interest and to undertake small excavation trenches in order to investigate and validate 

any previous interpretations.  Figure 7.1 shows various possibilities for future trenches 

in areas of interest.  Test trenches are designed to cut through areas where there is high 

potential for archaeology; they can be as big or as small as needed and when chosen in 

the correct location will show the features produced from a geophysical survey.  Now 

that the site has been surveyed it is possible to locate specific features using 

coordinates and excavate where necessary.  Trenches of 1m width would be suitable 

with varying lengths from around 5m to 12m depending on the feature.  They would be 

picked in areas of low or no current activity i.e. away from paths and walk ways within 

the site.  Any excavations would be comparatively non-invasive with the initial digging 

and disturbance of soil the only disruption.  These small test trenches would then be 

back filled and the only trace of any excavation would be the new topsoil which would 

blend into the neighbouring earth within a month or so.  These small excavation 

trenches would be the best way to understand the archaeology first hand and they 

often produce many finds. 
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Figure 1.1 – Location of Faringdon 
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Figure 1.2 – Location of Faringdon 
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Figure 1.3 – Location of Faringdon Folly 
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 Figure 1.4 – Faringdon Folly in relation to Uffington Hillfort 
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Figure 3.1 – Leeds Excavation 
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Figure 4.1 – Direction and layout of a survey grid 
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 Figure 5.1 – Magnetometry Results 
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Figure 5.2 – Known anomalies 
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Figure 5.3 – Access cap found at the base of the folly. 
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Figure 5.4 – Metal Rod found at the surface. 
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Figure 5.5 – Metal base of replica wooden canon. 
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Figure 5.6 – Highlighted features from magnetometry results 
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Figure 5.7 – Numbered features from magnetometry results 
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Figure 5.8 – Areas of interest 
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Figure 5.9 – Individual areas of interest 
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Figure 5.10 – Area 1 

Figure 5.11 
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Figure 5.12 – Surface debris 



© PHF Archaeology Ltd 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5.13 – 3d model, ground view of Iron Age site. 

Figure 5.14 – 3d model of roundhouse. 
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Figure 5.15 – 3d model, overview of the whole Iron Age settlement 

Figure 5.16 – 3d model, overview from different angle of Iron Age site. 
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Figure 7.1 


