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1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1.1.1 Sizewell C Ltd (SZC Ltd) has consent to build and operate a new nuclear 
power station, “Sizewell C” (SZC). at Sizewell in Suffolk on land 
immediately to the north of the operational station “Sizewell B”. 

1.1.2 An overarching Marine Archaeological Written Scheme of Investigation 
(WSI) has been produced pursuant to Condition 16 of the Deemed Marine 
Licence (DML) that sets out the aims of the marine investigation, and the 
methodologies and standards that will be employed to implement the 
mitigation strategy set out in the Environmental Statement (ES) (Volume 2 
Chapter 23 ). 

1.1.3 SZC Ltd is proposing to undertake dredging as part of the Temporary 
Marine Bulk Import Facility (TMBIF). The TMBIF dredge envelope was 
subject to a marine geophysical survey in 2024. A potential unexploded 
ordnance (pUXO) investigation was undertaken in 2025 on a selection of 
targets identified within the envelope and wider nearshore region of the 
Sizewell coast, where marine activities are planned to support the 
construction of SZC.  

1.1.4 This report provides an archaeological assessment of the available marine 
geophysical datasets from within the MBIF dredge envelope, presenting the 
findings of the pUXO investigations where these can inform the 
classification of archaeological potential (and significance) of geophysical 
anomalies 

2 INTRODUCTION 

2.1 Project and Planning Background 

2.1.1 SZC is a new nuclear power station on the Suffolk coast presently under 
construction to the north of the existing Sizewell A and B power station 
complex. SZC Ltd is responsible for the planning, construction, 
commissioning, operation and eventual decommissioning of SZC. 

2.1.2 The Sizewell C (Nuclear Generating Station) Order 2022 (S.I. 2022 No.853) 
(“the DCO”) came into force on 20 July 2022. The proposed dredging and 
construction works (“the marine works”) have been consented under the 
DML, which forms Schedule 21 to the DCO. Commencement of the marine 
works is planned for 2025. 

2.1.3 Coastal and Offshore Archaeological Research Services (COARS) has 
been commissioned to undertake an archaeological assessment of the 
marine geophysical datasets pertaining to the proposed MBIF dredge 
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envelope. This assessment is in line with the Marine Archaeological Written 
Scheme of Investigation (MAWSI). 

3 SCOPE OF DOCUMENT 

3.1.1 This document contains the results of an archaeological assessment of 
marine geophysical datasets that cover the proposed TMBIF dredge 
envelope. This assessment seeks to identify geophysical anomalies that 
may have archaeological potential, and to make recommendations as to 
their protection, investigation or mitigation strategies. 

4 AREA OF WORKS 

4.1.1 The area proposed for the TMBIF dredge envelope is defined by the 
coordinates provided in Table 4.1 and illustrated in Figure 1. 

Table 4.1: Coordinates for the SZC TMBIF dredge envelope 

Bounding Vertex 
ETRS89 (UTM30N) 

Easting 
ETRS89 (UTM30N) 

Northing 

NW 648105 264369 

NE 648150 264371 

SE 648105 264201 

SW 648150 264204 

5 ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND 

5.1.1 A full assessment of the Sizewell Bay archaeological baseline is presented 
and fully illustrated in the SZC Offshore and Intertidal Historic Environment 
Desk Based Assessment (DBA; AMEC 2014a), updated in July 2018 to 
ensure that the ES (Volume 2, Chapter 23) included up-to-date information. 

5.1.2 The current Sizewell–Minsmere coastline has a relatively small tidal range, 
leading to the formation of the narrow beach that is typical of this part of the 
Suffolk coast. The intertidal beach primarily comprises shingle, with the 
seaward limit of the beach typified by an abrupt beach-step meeting a sub-
tidal, low sloping, sandy bed. 

5.1.3 The subtidal beach features an inner longshore bar, 50 m to 150 m from 
the shore, of -1.0 m to -3.0 m OD elevation, and a larger outer bar, 150 m 
to 400 m from shore, of -2.5 m to -4.0 m OD elevation. These bars are 
approximately shore-parallel (Figure 1). Seaward of the bars, a 1,200 m-
wide channel (up to 9 m deep) separates the coast from the Sizewell–
Dunwich Bank. Whilst primarily sandy, muds are found in a narrow strip just 
landward of the bank.  
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5.1.4 There are no designated heritage assets within the study area. The closest 
designated site under the Protection of Wrecks Act (1973) is the Dunwich 
Bank wreck (NHLE 1000073) located 3.2km north of the site. 

5.1.5 Within the archaeological record, a series of wreck sites have been found 
in the wider area, the closest being a wreck (UKHO 82305) discovered 
during a previous SZC geophysical survey and located 400m north of the 
TMBIF dredge envelope.  

6 AIMS AND OBJECTIVES 

6.1 Aims 

6.1.1 The aim of the archaeological assessment of the marine geophysical 
datasets pertaining to the TMBIF dredge envelope is to establish whether 
any geophysical anomalies with archaeological potential exist within this 
proposed area, and to consider if any recommendations for further site 
investigations or Archaeological Exclusion Zones (AEZs) may be required. 

6.2 Objectives 

6.2.1 The objectives of the TMBIF dredge envelope Marine Archaeological 
Assessment are to: 

⚫ review currently held data to ascertain whether there is any conflict 
between both known heritage assets and potential archaeological 
anomalies and the proposed TMBIF dredge envelope. 

⚫ review and interpret all acquired marine geophysical datasets to 
identify possible features / anomalies of archaeological significance.  

⚫ propose AEZs to protect identified features / anomalies. 

• to make recommendations regarding the mitigation of archaeologically 
significant sites or finds that may be subject to impact as a result of the 
proposed marine works. 

• to fulfil requirements as set out in the SZC overarching MAWSI. 

7 METHODOLOGY 

7.1.1 Marine geophysical techniques are commonly used to determine the 
topography of the sea floor (multibeam echosounder; MBES), to obtain 
acoustic imaging of the seabed (sidescan sonar; SSS), to generate high-
resolution maps of sub-bottom geology (sub-bottom profiler; SBP) or to 
detect remotely the presence of ferrous material (magnetometer; MAG). 
These are defined in Table 5.2, with full details of each technique provided 
in Plets et al. (2013). 
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7.1.2 These surveys are conducted from a vessel using a combination of hull-
mounted and towed sensors. The location of the sensors in the water is 
determined by on-board geospatial sensors, such as global positioning 
system (GPS) receivers, capable of positioning the vessel with a high 
degree of accuracy.  

7.1.3 Geophysical survey data enable the location and spatial mapping of 
features on the seabed, commonly referred to as geophysical anomalies, 
that might represent archaeological sites on or below the seabed.  

7.1.4 Specialist computer software is used to evaluate the different types of data 
received, enabling items to be mapped spatially so the location of the 
geophysical anomalies can be recorded with a high degree of accuracy, 
along with descriptions of their size, shape, possible origin etc. Assessment 
of these data by a highly qualified marine archaeologist can help to identify, 
evaluate and categorise such anomalies, including an assessment of 
whether or not these could be of archaeological interest.  

7.1.5 Table 5.2 details the geophysical survey methods utilised to achieve the 
specified survey objectives. 

Table 5.2: Equipment types utilised during the geophysical survey 

Survey Type Description 

Multibeam echo 

sounder (MBES) 

A type of active sonar that is used to map the seabed elevation and 

detect objects along the seafloor 

Sidescan sonar (SSS) A type of active sonar system that is used for detecting and imaging 

objects on the seafloor 

Sub-bottom profiler 

(SBP) 

A geophysical survey tool that uses sound to map beneath the seafloor, 

which can be used to determine sediment and layer composition, 

thickness, and other characteristics. 

Marine magnetometer 

(MAG) 

A passive instrument that measures changes in the Earth’s magnetic 

field. It can be used to survey cultural heritage sites, such as ship and 

aircraft wrecks, and to characterize geological features on or just 

beneath the seafloor. 

 

7.1.6 A substantial body of geophysical survey data has been collected from the 
area of the proposed TMBIF dredge envelope since 2008. This permits a 
deeper time analysis of the available datasets, permitting any geophysical 
anomalies with archaeological potential to be considered within the context 
of potential in situ vs ex situ material.  
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7.1.7 The studies undertaken by Cefas (BEEMS, 2010 and subsequent surveys) 
relate to investigations of the Sizewell Bank and provide the earliest 
comprehensive bathymetric coverage of the current area of investigation 
from 2008/9. The Galloper offshore wind farm export cable route survey 
covers the south of the study area (Cullen et al., 2010). In 2017 the MCA 
Civil Hydrography Programme completed a full bathymetric survey of the 
inshore and offshore area off Sizewell as part of survey area HI1495 (Orford 
Ness to Southwold). Studies commissioned by SZC were conducted by 
Fugro (including Fugro, 2010; 2024a; b). In 2025 a pUXO survey was 
conducted within the nearshore zone, which included a number of targets 
within proximity to the TMBIF dredge envelope. The results of these 
investigations are also considered in this assessment. A full list of datasets 
consulted in this archaeological assessment is provided in Table 5.3. 

Full bathymetric surveys of the study area were conducted in 2008/9, 

2017 and 2024, with coverage of the southern half in both 2010 (Osiris 

survey for Galloper Offshore Wind Farm; Cullen et al. 2010) and 2019, 

with partial coverage (single lines associated with sub-surface engineering 

surveys) in 2010, 2012 and 2015. These datasets allow bed level change 

comparisons to be made between the different datasets. Where 

necessary, elevations were corrected to m ODN using VORF. However, 

different methods have been adopted for vertical transformation of the 

survey data to m ODN, resulting in an estimated vertical error of c. ±0.1m 

within the study area. 

Coverage of the area by SSS is best provided in the 2019 and 2024 

datasets, which is also the case with the MAG surveys (as well as a few 

intersecting lines from the 2012 and 2015 surveys). SBP coverage is best 

provided by the 2024 survey, with an average line spacing of c. 15m 

between north-south survey lines and c. 25m between the east-west 

survey lines (Figure 4). 

7.2 2024 geophysical survey 

7.2.1 The most recent geophysical survey was undertaken by Fugro aboard the 
Fugro Valkyrie between the 8th and 11th April 2024, with additional 
mobilisation between the 26th and 30th July 2024 (see Fugro 2024a; b). 

7.2.2 The MBES surveys was conducted using a dual head Teledyne RESON 
T50 multibeam echosounder, while the SSS survey was conducted using a 
Edgetech 4205 tri-frequency two fish (230/540/850 kHz), recording 850 
kHz. The MAG survey was conducted using a pair of digital G-882 marine 
magnetometers towed using a Miniwing frame. Underwater positioning 
provided by a Sonardyne Mini Ranger 2 ultra-short baseline (USBL) 
system. 
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7.2.3 The survey line spacing was 15m for SSS and MBES, ensuring >200% 
coverage for the SSS (including Nadir overlap). For the UXO survey, line 
spacing was reduced, with a 2.5m spacing. Full details are provided by 
Fugro 2024a; b). The survey plan was designed to achieve optimum data 
collection for the marine archaeological assessment.  

7.2.4 The geophysical survey datasets supplied to COARS were assessed to be 
of suitable quality to permit an assessment of the geophysical data for 
archaeological purposes. 

7.3 Archaeological Assessment Methodology 

7.3.1 Geophysical assessment was undertaken utilising the programs SonarWiz 
8 and ArcGIS Pro 3.5.2. SSS data were analysed within the former with the 
positions of surface anomalies exported as shapefiles and uploaded into 
ArcGIS alongside processed MAG and MBES data, following the guidelines 
of Plets et al. (2013). The 2024 MBES data were provided at a gridded 
resolution of 0.5m.  

7.3.2 The geophysical data were assessed for geophysical anomalies with 
archaeological potential, with selection based on the presence of multiple 
lines of evidence (confirming datasets such as historical data, geophysical 
datasets, etc) and identifiable features. Anomalies were defined by an 
experienced marine archaeologist based on their potential to be of 
archaeological interest and classified using the following criteria:  

• High potential – an anomaly of anthropogenic origin and of 
archaeological interest; 

• Medium potential – an anomaly of likely anthropogenic origin that 
requires further investigation to clarify its nature and to determine its 
archaeological interest; and  

• Low potential – an anomaly of possible anthropogenic origin with a low 
likelihood to be of archaeological interest, and therefore does not 
require further investigation; 

• No potential - features such as boulders or known (and often mapped) 
anthropogenic features such as cables, anchorages etc. These are not 
recorded separately in this archaeological evaluation of the data. 

7.3.3 This approach follows the protocols and standard practices widely adopted 
and accepted internationally (see Bengtsson 2008; The Crown Estate 
2021; Cadw 2020; United States Department of the Interior 2020). In 
summary, these guidance documents require that the archaeological 
potential shall be assessed in conjunction with geophysical and/ or desk-
based information where available, with categorising anomalies as low, 
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medium or high archaeological potential, permitting a means to evaluate 
the potential significance of any sites and if further archaeological 
investigation is required.  

Table 5.3: Datasets used in the TMBIF dredge envelope Archaeological 

Assessment  

Originator Data type File Type 
Coordinate system 

and datum 

Sizewell Survey Cefas 

(BEEMS 2008/9) 

Bathymetry  

Backscatter data 

.txt 

.tiff 

OSGB36 

Chart datum 

Galloper (Osiris 2010) Bathymetry  

Anomalies (SSS and Mag) 

.txt 

.txt 

UTM, Zone 31N 

Chart Datum 

Sizewell Survey 

(Fugro; 2015) 

Bathymetry  

Side Scan Sonar 

Magnetometer 

.txt 

.tiff 

.shp 

OSGB36  

m ODN 

Sizewell Survey 

(Fugro; 2015) 

Bathymetry  

Side Scan Sonar 

Magnetometer 

.txt 

.tiff 

.shp 

OSGB36  

m ODN 

UKHO HI1495 (2017) Bathymetry .gsf 

.bag 

UTM, Zone 31N 

Chart Datum 

Sizewell Survey 

(Fugro; 2019) 

Bathymetry  

Side Scan Sonar 

Magnetometer 

.txt 

.tiff 

.xtf 

.shp 

OSGB36  
m ODN 

Sizewell Survey 

(Fugro; 2022) 

Bathymetry  

Side Scan Sonar 

Magnetometer 

.txt 

.tiff 

.xtf 

.shp 

OSGB36  

m ODN 

Sizewell UXO Survey 

(Fugro; 2024) 

Bathymetry  

Sub-bottom Profiler (Innomar) 

Side Scan Sonar 

Magnetometer 

.txt 

.tiff 

.xtf 

.segy 

.shp 

OSGB36  
m ODN 

7.3.4 The SSS, MBES and MAG datasets were carefully studied by a trained 
marine geoarchaeologist to identify possible seabed anomalies with 
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archaeological potential within the MBIF dredge envelope and a 50m buffer 
surrounding it (Figure 1). 

7.3.5 For any geophysical anomalies assessed to have archaeological potential, 
each anomaly has been cross-referenced between the different datasets 
and the results of the pUXO Inspection survey, with those identified as 
having archaeological potential placed within an Archaeological Exclusion 
Zone (AEZ). 

8 RESULTS 

8.1 Bed Level Change within the TMBIF dredge envelope 

8.1.1 Comparison of the MBES datasets between 2008/9 and 2024 show minimal 
changes in the seabed elevation over this period (Figure 2). Between 
2008/9 and 2017, minor increases in seabed elevation (associated with 
east-west aligned bedforms) are visible east of the study area, with no 
change observed within the study area itself, and a slight reduction in the 
area to the west. Between 2017 and 2024, a similar trend continues, with a 
continued slight deepening of the seabed to the west of the study area, 
while within the study area itself, the changes are associated with 
southward migrating east-west aligned bedforms. Over the period from 
2008/9 to 2024, bed level reduction within the study area has been between 
0.2 (peak of bedforms) and 0.5m (trough of bedforms), while in the area to 
the west this has been up to 1m. 

8.2 Magnetometer surveys 

8.2.1 The two most extensive magnetometer surveys over the TMBIF dredge 
envelope were conducted in 2019 and 2024 (Figure 3). These show a 
series of well-defined linear features within the Residual Field for both 
surveys, which is also observed in the 2015 which crosses the north of the 
study area. 

8.2.2 The relationship between the Residual Field and sub-surface geology is 
consistent across most of the study area and can be seen extending across 
the wider area as a series of ENE-WSW parallel alignments. These 
represent the Crag surface that lies beneath a veneer of seabed sediments 
that have been truncated by a planar surface. Between these, shallow 
depressions and / or small channels exist within which Holocene peats and 
organic sediments may be found (Figure 4). One of these locations 
coincides with VC18 which has been subject to geoarchaeological 
investigations (AMEC 2014b) 

8.2.3 These parallel geological magnetic anomalies cease to the north of the 
TMBIF dredge envelope where the southern edge of the Main Development 
Area palaeochannel extends offshore. This association between the 
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Residual Field and sub-surface geology ends immediately south of the 
TMBIF dredge envelope, where the convoluted Crag geological formations 
are no longer present, instead showing the Crag forming a horizontal 
seismic reflector parallel to, and immediately below, the seabed. This 
means that there is a strong imprinting of the sub-surface geology on the 
magnetometer datasets.  

8.2.4 Magnetic anomalies must therefore be differentiated from this underlying 
geological signal. Fugro (2024b) undertook additional processing of the 
UXO MAG survey within areas containing geologically induced anomalies, 
using de-spiking, to produce a residual field from which the analytical signal 
could be calculated (Figure 5). Although not completely removing the 
underlying geological signal, the analytical signal improves MAG anomaly 
detection. This highlights a series of anomalies to the west and east of the 
TMBIF dredge envelope, though does still contain the geological anomalies 
crossing the area in an ENE-WSW direction, notably that along the northern 
edge of the TMBIF dredge envelope.  

8.2.5 Five magnetic anomalies with geoarchaeological potential have been 
identified, listed in Table 5.4 and shown in Figure 6.  

Table 5.4: MAG anomalies within the TMBIF dredge envelope and buffer zone 

MAG Anomaly 
ID 

Easting Northing Description 

TMBIF_Arch_001 648064 264206 Associated with 2024 MAG anomalies SZC_K_M021 
(5nT) and SZC_K_M672 (2.87nT) along with 2022 
MAG Anomalies SZC_VK_MAG_0069 (4.1nT) and 
SZC_VK_MAG_0071 (3.6nT) 

TMBIF_Arch_002 648165 264328 Associated with 2024 MAG anomalies SZC_K_M038 
(4.80nT) and SZC_K_M054 (5.80nT) along with 2015 
MAG anomalies G2770_MAG_Nearshore_306 
(5.95nT), G2770_MAG_Nearshore_308 (5.95nT), 
G2770_MAG_Nearshore_313 (6.13nT), 
G2770_MAG_PX7_019 (5.82nT), 
G2770_MAG_PX7_022 (6.44nT)) and 
G2770_MAG_PX7_031 (6.05nT) 

TMBIF_Arch_003 648145 264340 Associated with MAG anomaly SZC_K_M108 (3.1nT) 
along with 2015 MAG anomaly 
G2770_MAG_Nearshore_324 (30.28nT) and 
G2770_MAG_PX7_044 (29.11nT) 

TMBIF_Arch_004 648100 264338 Associated with 2024 MAG anomaly SZC_K_M059 
(8.02nT) along with 2022 MAG anomalies 
SZC_VK_MAG_0025 (4.6nT) and SZC_VK_MAG_0028 
(17.6nT), and 2015 MAG anomalies 
G2770_MAG_Nearshore_326 (5.34nT) and 
G2770_MAG_PX7_046 (5.55nT) 

TMBIF_Arch_005 648094 264351 Associated with 2024 MAG anomaly SZC_K_M051 
(7.94nT) along with 2022 MAG 
anomaliesSZC_VK_MAG_0079 (35.5nT) and 
SZC_VK_MAG_0082 (57.7nT) 
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8.3 Side Scan Sonar 

8.3.1 The SSS data covering the TMBIF dredge envelope (Figure 7) does not 
contain any geophysical anomalies with archaeological potential. Across 
the area, north-south aligned ripples are prevalent across much of the 
seabed, superimposed on larger underlying bedforms that are aligned east-
west and clearly visible in the bathymetry. This pattern is consistent 
between the 2019 and 2024 survey datasets. 

8.4 Anomalies with archaeological potential and the pUXO 
Inspection survey 

8.4.1 Anomalies MBIF_Arch_001-4 are associated with MAG anomalies typically 
less than 10nT (except for SZC_VK_MAG_0028, which was 17.6nT), 
whereas MBIF_Arch_005 is associated with a larger magnetic anomaly, up 
to 57.7nT (SZC_VK_MAG_0082). There are no corresponding anomalies 
in the MBES, SSS or SBP. The archaeological potential of these anomalies 
is expected to be low. 

8.4.2 The locations of these five geophysical anomalies were investigated during 
the 2025 pUXO Inspection survey (Figure 3). The results of these 
investigations, correlating the pUXO targets with the archaeological 
anomalies, are summarised in Table 5.5. 

Table 5.5: MAG anomalies within the TMBIF dredge envelope and buffer zone 

MAG Anomaly 
ID 

pUXO 
Inspection 
Site 

Description 

TMBIF_Arch_001 6A_083 
and 
6A_084 

A steel wire rope was visible on the seabed surface extending into 
the target box of target 6A_083. This was recovered using the 
deck crane and measured 15 x 0.02m. The As Left survey 
recorded a residual reading of 6 μV, indicating that the area was 
clear. 
 
During the investigations of 6A_83, drag marks were visible on 
the seabed from the removal of the steel wire rope from the 
adjacent box 6A-084, indicating that it had lain across this area. 
The As Left survey recorded a residual reading of 8 μV, indicating 
that the area was clear. 

TMBIF_Arch_002 6A_073 During the survey, an anomaly of 49 μV was identified by the 
TSS440. The target location was dredged and a metal bar 
approximately 0.8 m x 0.04 m was excavated. Due to difficulties 
with recovering the target, it was re-located outside of the search 
grid to 648172E 264332N.  The As Left survey recorded a 
residual reading of 7 μV, indicating that the area was clear. The 
metal bar is not considered to have any archaeological potential. 
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MAG Anomaly 
ID 

pUXO 
Inspection 
Site 

Description 

TMBIF_Arch_003 6A_070 Inspection found a partially buried object. The area was dredged 
to 0.50m and the object recovered, revealing itself to be a 
threaded bar, c. 0.38m long, with a hexagonal nut and thin 
washer attached.  A similar item was found 2m to the northeast 
(target B), associated with some small items of debris. 
Comparison of the pre- and post-dredge TSS440 pulse induction 
survey shows the formation of a larger area of anomaly to the 
north following the inspection, suggesting that fine debris within 
the excavated sand and clay has dispersed onto the seabed. The 
recovered bar has no distinguishing marks to suggest it is of any 
archaeological interest.  

TMBIF_Arch_004 6A_071 Inspection found a partially buried object. The area was dredged 
to 0.75m, revealing a metal bar. An attempt to recover the bar 
failed due to its small size. The bar was found to be associated 
with some small debris. Comparison of the pre- and post-dredge 
TSS440 pulse induction survey shows a distinct anomaly 
associated with the metal bar and only low coil values associated 
with the small debris. This anomaly is not considered to have any 
archaeological potential. 

TMBIF_Arch_005 6A_067 A sweep of the area with an Aris 3000 acoustic camera system 
revealed no surface target. The TSS440 identified two anomalies 
with a post processing value of 54 μV and 29 μV respectively, 
approximately 3 m apart. Both targets were extensively dredged 
to approximately 0.85 m deep with circular hole diameters of 
around 2.9 m. No significant targets were identified during the 
dredging process. The As Left survey recorded one anomaly with 
a value of 14 μV; this large decrease in target value indicates that 
the targets were multiple small items of ferrous debris which has 
been disturbed and passed through the Sea Auk's dredge. This 
anomaly is not considered to have any archaeological potential. 

 

8.4.3 The pUXO Inspection survey revealed no objects with archaeological 
potential corresponding to the five geophysical anomalies identified in this 
archaeological assessment. The recovered material appears to be debris, 
such as metal bars or steel wire rope, or areas with small ferrous debris 
within the sands and clays.  

9 RECOMMENDATIONS 

9.1.1 With the inspection of the five geophysical anomalies completed, no 
archaeological anomalies with medium to high archaeological potential are 
present within the TMBIF dredge envelope.  

9.1.2 No Archaeological Exclusion Zones (AEZs) are recommended for the 
TMBIF dredge envelope, or the 50m buffer zone around it. 

9.1.3 The presence of small ferrous objects and what appears to be modern 
debris within the study area should nonetheless be considered during the 
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planned dredging activities. The Protocol for Archaeological Discoveries 
(PAD), as stated in the MAWSI, should be implemented during these 
activities. 

9.1.4 A copy of this report will be deposited with the relevant repositories by 
submitting an OASIS (Online Access to the Index of Archaeological 
Investigations) form, in line with the recommendations laid out within the 
MAWSI. 
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