
STANN ICK, LL UN1(;, r:'IJ;NE710I~ETEH SURVEY 

Report no. G 5/81 

This fluXg'ate magnetometer ::;urvey 01' a ROtho.no~Dritish oite was carried out 
by the NOl'thamptonshire Archo.co; ')1':1 Unit on 9th J::.muary 1<Jl9, and the results 
sent to the AM It.t.boratory for C()!q)utbl' Flottin~ in September 1979. 

A plan showing three alternative presentationo of the data, each at 1:250 
scale, is enclosed. The 20 x jOm and 20 x 20m sections are numbered as for... 
the 	initial data sheets. 

1. 	 Plot of initial data; vertiCal scale 18.'r) efclmma/cm 

The data as displayed in th.i.;;; plot is untreated except for suppression 
of extreme va.lues (iron spikes), and interpolation to fill in missing 
readings. (Spatial filhlring to extract features of given width is 
sometimes of use in survey procedsing, but it is not necessarily so for 
the differential fluxga te magnetometer which has a limi ted range and is 
relatively Wlaffected by background variations. Filtered treatments of 
this survey were not found to offer any improvement and are not 
included here.) 

The plot shows a considerab Ie numuer 0 r 1OCi..\ 1 rno.gnetiG anomt..lies of 
probable archaeological si01ificance. :iome of t,hem, lly near 
the cen tre of the survey iHtd :1 t the S >:i 1dl; uf :;quare are of a strength 
typiCCi 1 of occupation ::;1 tes (?() ,,:amrna, ... ) ar,u CO,J ld repre:sent the sites of 
bui.ldings or 1:I.ccumrnulation:; (If d()rrJ{~:.;tiG debris. Other weaker anoTD1:I.lies 
are l.ikely to be Cl:l.ll::;Jeu by dItch,}:." ;uHi ["cpr'eLient ii l)erhaps incomplete 
responSt' t.o a sYi,;tem of enc 1(J~lIJl'e:J. 

l:'. 	 Contour ~]o\'; ranee mean + ~; t;wll<iru Jev j;, Li un to m:iX.LmUm; con tour 
in te I''Va J 1. 'S t;arIlmu 

The 1:I.C tw~l f Ii:Hl of fea tu I'el~ j:., [l;ure ea;:;] ly :..;een In a contour plot than it 
is when the reauintss lire diJpJayod iJ.S as In plot 1. For clarity 
only contours startlng Cit a value above the mean are shown. This tends 
to fra~ent some of the weaker 1 inear features, but the stronger anoma 
are clearly identifiable. 

3. Dot density plot; rang~ mean ... t to mean + 1~ standard deviations 

ThE' r:.lot saturates at a low Ievt;l and so the relative strengths of features 
are')')sGured, but in comparison 'A'it,h the contour plot the weaker anomalies 
are r' infor-ced and tbere i :,1 ;,ome improvement in the Cipparent continuity 
of th" d i tCLled. There a nco d i tC.hes formi ng rough ly rectangUlar enclosures 
to ,;.,. E, SE dnd SW of the d,rong cenLral imomalies. To the E and S 
the["£' '11'e also lengths of double l)arallel ditches which mtly dcflne 
tr,v:-1cr,ays between the enc lOSlu'es, 
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