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United Kingdom 

Tel: +44 (0) 207 126 8164 

Legal Notice 
The content of this document is confidential and subject to copyright 
owned by Impartial Assessments of DoDo Works, 7 Ambrose Street, 
Cheltenham, GL50 3LH, UK (©Impartial Assessments Ltd. 2025). No 
part of this report may be amended, reproduced, published, or 
distributed to a third party without the prior written consent of Impartial 
Assessments. 

Impartial Assessments Ltd will not be held responsible for the accuracy 
of information supplied by the Client (as identified on this page). 

Impartial Assessments Ltd has obtained and relied upon third-party 
information. Where appropriate, the credibility of information sources 
has been addressed, however in no circumstances will Impartial 
Assessments Ltd be held responsible for the accuracy of third-party 
information. 

This report refers to the conditions present on Site at the time of writing. 
Impartial Assessments will not be held responsible for any subsequent 
changes to these conditions or any relevant information that may 
subsequently become available which could render part(s) of this report 
obsolete. 

Reliance must be based on the report as a whole and not on extracts 
which may lead to incorrect conclusions when taken out of context. 

This report has been produced in accordance with the relevant industry 
guidelines that existed at the time of writing. All conclusions and any 
recommendations represent our professional opinion determined in 
accordance with these guidelines. Subsequent revisions to these 
guidelines, new guidelines / legislation or improvements in techniques, 
may render part(s) of this report obsolete. Impartial Assessments Ltd 
cannot accept responsibility for future changes to the industry good 
practice which may affect the opinions expressed within this report. If 
this report is to be used at a time in excess of two years after its issue 
date, it is recommended that Impartial Assessments Ltd be contacted to 
carry out a review. 

All reasonable skill, care and diligence has been exercised by Impartial 
Assessments Ltd in producing this report. However, due to the 
uncertainty inherent in analysing all risk variables, we cannot/do not 
guarantee the correctness or accuracy of any interpretation and we shall 
not, except in the case of gross negligence on our part, be liable for any 
loss or damages incurred by anyone resulting from any interpretation 
made within this report. 

As detailed a search for pertinent information as possible within the 
stated timeframe and budget has been conducted. Although unlikely, 
additional significant information (e.g. local anecdotal accounts) may 
exist, however future emergence of such evidence would not constitute 
a failure of this risk assessment. 

This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of the Client. Any 
third party relying on any information, conclusion or recommendation 
contained within this report, does so at their own risk. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Conclusion 

Proposed works 

Explosive ordnance (EO) poses a varying risk. Three risk zones have been identified. 

Low Risk Low-to-Moderate Risk High Risk 

EO Safety & Awareness Briefing to all Site personnel prior to breaking ground anywhere 
on Site. 

EO Safety Instructions / Emergency Response Plan to be held on Site for the duration of 
the ground works within the Low Risk and Low-to-Moderate Risk zones. 

EOD Engineer Supervision: 'Watching brief' in support of any mechanical excavations 
within the High Risk Zone only. 

Intrusive Magnetometer Survey of all/ any pile positions within the High Risk Zone only. 

Note, if subsequent phases of archaeological excavations are required, the above recommendations 
are appropriate for any such ground works. 

Site address: London Road, Warrington, Milton Keynes Borough, Buckinghamshire, MK46 4JQ. 

The Site is centred on the approximate National Grid Ref: SP 90569 55329. 

The Site comprises several agricultural fields crossed by a footpath. 

A solar farm is planned for the Site. The solar arrays will be supported on either shallow pile 
foundations (to 1.5m - 2.0m bgl) or concrete pads placed on the surface or buried (very shallow 
mechanical excavations). Cable trenches will be excavated to depths of 0.6m - 1.0m bgl. 

Risk Assessment - Key Findings 

Historic Site 
occupancy 
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During WW1 and WW2, the Site was entirely occupied farmland. Although the central east section 
was temporarily requisitioned for military use (see below). 

British EO: 

In 1944, the Air Ministry requisitioned a few fields in the east of the Site and established a 
practice bombing range for exclusive use with the United States Army Air Force (USAAF). 
Only practice bombs (low hazard EO variant) were authorised for use at RAF Lavendon 
range, partly due to its close proximity to a village. Although official RAF records report 
occasions when inexperienced USAAF aircrew (newly arrived in England) accidentally 
released live HE bombs over the wrong bombing range, no evidence of such an incident at 
Lavendon was found, and as Lavendon was a practice range exclusively used by USAAF 
squadrons, such an incident is considered highly unlikely. 

Official RAF records relating to another WW2 practice bombing range (similar to RAF 
Lavendon) confirm 16No. incidents of wayward practice bombs falling in and around a village 
up to ~1.37km east of the range target marker. This highlights the inaccuracies of WW2-era 
bomb aiming in Britain during training sorties. It suggests that practice bombs could 
conceivably have landed anywhere on Site, well beyond the perimeter of the 600-yard radius 
danger area. Indeed, wayward practice bomb strikes were recorded in Lavendon village 
during WW2. Although it can be assumed that the likelihood of such EO contamination 
decreases as the distance from the bombing target marker increases. 
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► Immediately after WW2, the bombing range was largely derequisitioned however the 
government retained one field on Site as an explosives demolition ground. For approximately
two years, various types of ammunition / munitions were disposed of here, via burning or 
controlled explosions. However recent experience (EO finds) at similar sites in the UK 
confirms that some military personnel cut corners by simply burying EO (unauthorised
disposal), presumably to speed up the processing of huge quantities ammunition.

► Controlled explosions will have deposited large quantities of inert 'EO scrap' metal (much of
which would have been tiny fragments) over the demolition ground and adjacent fields.
However, the possibility that some EO was only partially destroyed (still potentially hazardous)
or was simply buried on land neighbouring Uust outside the official demolition ground area) 
cannot be discounted.

► The types of all EO disposed of on Site are not known. As a War Office site, one might assume 
that it was all of British Army origin. However, as numerous USAAF fuzes (from live bombs) 
have been found in this area as well as components of RAF incendiary bomb (IBs), it is likely
that a wide variety of EO (British and American) was processed at this explosives demolition
ground. 

► Although two heavy anti-aircraft (HAA) gun batteries were located within firing range of the 
Site during WW2, the likelihood that any unexploded AA shells fired from these batteries fell 
within the Site boudnary, is very low. 

German Unexploded Bombs (UXBs): 

► The Site experienced a low bombing density during WW2, with research identifying a single
aircraft sortie incident (one or more 1 kg/ 2kg 18 clusters) in the wider study area (500m radius 
from the Site boundary). However, the records do not contain the level of detail required to 
deduce whether this aircraft flew over the Site. Although unlikely, it is conceivable that this 
aircraft released a high explosive (HE) bomb over the Site which struck the ground as a UXB. 

► Had a German HE UXB been released over the Site, it could have occurred unwitnessed and 
the entry hole could have gone undetected. Note, the Site was isolated, infrequently accessed 
farmland potentially occupied by tall / dense crop growth which could obscure a UXB entry
hole from view. However, the likelihood of a HE UXB strike to the Site in the first instance is 
low. 

► If the reported 1 kg/ 2kg IBs fell in the south of the Site, any UXBs are unlikely to have passed 
unnoticed. As these bombs were dropped in clusters, those IBs that functioned as designed 
would have created clear evidence of this type of bombing incident (burnt vegetation / scared 
ground), with a subsequent investigation/ search by air raid precautions (ARP) wardens and 
farm workers almost certainly recovering all unexploded examples. That said, if dropped from 
a significant height, these lightweight UXBs were able to fully penetrate soft soil, leaving only 
a very small (easily obscured) entry hole. 

► It is of course conceivable that a second German aircraft flew over the local area and released 
a single bomb that stuck the Site unwitnessed and failed to detonate, thereby leaving no 
recordable evidence of the air raid. However, the probability of such a scenario occurring is 
extremely remote. 














































































































































