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Salvage recording at Leylandii House Farm, Norton 
and Lenchwick 

Robin Jackson, Derek Hurst and Elizabeth Pearson 

Part 1 Project summary 
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Reasons for the project 

A watching brief and salvage recording was undertaken on a site at Leylandii 
House Farm, Norton and Lenchwick in south-east Worcestershire (Fig 1) on 
behalf of Alfred McAlpine Construction Limited. The work was undertaken in 
response to a brief prepared by the County Archaeological Service and dated 
24th February 1994. This related to a planning application submitted to 
Hereford and Worcester County Council for use of the site for soil disposal 
(ref P/407342) and was undertaken as a condition of the application. 

The development site was for the disposal of approximately 500,000 cubic 
metres of surplus spoil excavated in the course of construction of the 
N orton-Lenchwick Bypass which forms part of the large scale works 
upgrading the A435 between Evesham and Alcester. The area was stripped of 
topsoil and the site was recontoured by depositing excavated materials up to a 
maximum depth of 6.60m. Topsoil was stored on the site in order to allow 
reinstatement of agricultural land when the work was completed. An 
archaeological watching brief was maintained to monitor the topsoil removal. 
A contingency was available to enable salvage recording to be undertaken of 
any deposits revealed. 

The site lies within an area in which aerial photography has identified a 
number of archaeological features to the south in the form of cropmarks on 
arable land (HWCM 2762, 2763, 21662- formerly 2848; Fig 2). It was felt 
that there was potential for these cropmarks to extend into the development 
area. To the east, further cropmarks (HWCM 2784, 2785, 2786, 2787, 2788 
and 2789; Fig 2 and 3) have been recorded. 

None of these cropmarks have been subject to any archaeological fieldwork, 
and the area around the site has not been subject to any archaeological survey 
of any kind, with the exception of the assessment undertaken of the road 
construction corridor for the new A435 (Dalwood and Woodiwiss 1992), to 
which the disposal site formed a later adjunct. This assessment was entirely 
desk-based and noted the cropmark sites listed above though the proposed 
development did not at that time directly affect the Leylandii House Farm site. 

Outline of results 

During the course of the topsoil stripping, well preserved and fairly extensive 
archaeological deposits relating to a previously unknown Romano-British 
settlement were revealed. Salvage recording was undertaken to establish the 
broad extent and character of the occupation within the development area. 
This was achieved by recording in plan all deposits within a core area 
identified during topsoil stripping. Beyond this, three trenches were excavated 
extending to the north and west to establish the extents of the site where 
topsoil stripping had not yet occurred, but apparently moving away from the 
core area. Within the core area and in the trenches a number of features were 
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excavated in section to test the survival and condition of deposits and to 
retrieve dating and environmental evidence. 

Deposits extended over a considerable area of the site, some distance from, 
and apparently unassociated with, the known cropmarks. No southern extent 
could be established as this lay beyond the development area, however the 
northern, eastern and western extents were identified. 

The settlement was apparently unenclosed and included at least three 
roundhouses, a further structure (possibly a small animal shelter or foodstore), 
two corndriers and numerous ditches and gullies. Pottery recovered from the 
site was consistent with domestic activity and was largely of local production, 
being predominantly Severn Valley wares. However, wares from other regions 
were also present, as was Samian from central Gaul. Such an assemblage, 
showing wide ranging trading links, is typical even for rural settlements in the 
region at this period. Apart from the pottery, a trumpet type copper alloy 
brooch, brick fragments, flue and roof tile, and two spindle whorls were 
recovered. Dating evidence suggested that occupation was in the range of 
early 2nd-mid 3rd century. Animal bone was poorly preserved but charred 
plant remains survived well and a large quantity of charred cereal grains were 
recovered from one of the corndriers. 

The site is believed to represent a farmstead or perhaps part of slightly larger 
rural settlement. It lies within an area which appears to have been extensively 
exploited in the past and in which a wide variety of Roman settlements have 
been identified. These range from isolated farmsteads to small villas and 
villages and occupy the fertile, well drained soils of the river terrace of the 
Avon and its tributaries. 

Following recording, the area where these deposits concentrated was carefully 
reburied in close cooperation with the developers and has now been effectively 
preserved within the development area. The site will eventually be returned to 
agricultural use. 

Conclusions 

The watching brief and subsequent salvage recording have recovered evidence 
relating to part of a Romano-British settlement, probably a farmstead or 
perhaps a slightly larger rural settlement. Roundhouses, other post-built 
structures, corndriers, ditches and gullies were associated with a pottery 
assemblage consistent with a settlement dating to within the 2nd-mid 3rd 
century. Well preserved charred cereal remains from one of the co 
rndriers and two spindle whorls, as well as the trading links suggested by the 
pottery, provided some evidence of the rural economy. 

The site forms part of a complex pattern of occupation, including a wide range 
of settlement types, which relate to extensive former exploitation of the gravel 
terraces of the River Avon and its tributaries in this part of south-east 
Worcestershire and extending into Warwickshire. 

The area of the site recorded has now been preserved beneath the spoil 
dumped on the site from the road construction corridor and will eventually be 
returned to agricultural use. 
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5 

Aims 

The aims of the salvage recording were to observe and record archaeological 
deposits revealed during topsoil stripping and to recover finds and 
environmental data where present. Due to the fact that the site was to be 
reburied, work focussed on establishing the extents and character of deposits 
by recording in plan as much of the site as possible and undertaking very 
limited sample excavation. Exposure of deposits was not determined 
archaeologically. 

Analysis and reporting aimed to use the results to develop a broad 
understanding of the chronology and character of the site and discuss it in the 
context of the surrounding area. 

Finally the results have been used to assess the significance of the site to 
facilitate future management (Appendix 1). 

Archaeological background 

The soil disposal site at Leylandii House Farm lies to the south of Harvington 
and east of Norton, in the south-east corner of the County of Hereford and 
Worcester (NGR SP 056 484; Fig 2). Soils at the site are mixed with soils of 
the Hall Association and Bishampton Association on the higher ground near 
the road, and soils of the Fladbury Association on the lower ground by the 
Harvington Brook (Soils of Worcester and the Malverns District, 1:50,000 
series, sheet 150, Soil Survey of England and Wales). The Hall Association 
and Bishampton Association soils are generally well drained, and are easily 
cultivated, supporting cereals and other crops (Beard et all986). In particular 
the Hall Association soils form good arable land, being workable in the spring 
as well as the autumn. The Fladbury Association soils in contrast tend to be 
seasonally waterlogged and are best suited to permanent pasture. The 
underlying geology and drift are also variable with gravel deposits of the 4th 
Terrace of the Avon, Lower Lias Clay and Mercian Mudstone (Keuper Marl) 
represented. Modern landuse reflects the soil regimes, with arable, on the 
higher ground and pasture on the lower lying wetter areas by the Harvington 
Brook, River Avon and other watercourses. 

The site lies within an area in which aerial photography has identified a 
number of archaeological features to the south in the form of cropmarks on 
arable land. Cropmarks are a form of archaeological evidence most easily 
viewed from the air. They consist of marks in growing crops resulting from 
differential patterns of growth and ripening in the plants positioned above 
buried ditches, pits or walls. These marks are usually most apparent when the 
crops are almost ripe and best recorded by means of aerial photography. 

The cropmarks to the south of Leylandii House Farm (Fig 2) comprise a 
rectangular enclosure with a ditch and pits (HWCM 2762), a ring ditch of 
possible Bronze Age date (HWCM 2763) and a former field boundary 
(HWCM 21662- formerly 2848). One of these (HWCM 2762) is scheduled as 
an ancient monument (County Monument no Here and Wore 295) and as such 
is recognised as being of national importance. To the east further cropmarks 
(HWCM 2784, 2785, 2786, 2787,2788 and 2789; Fig 2) have been recorded. 
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Figure 2: Location of trenches and crop marks in the vicinity 
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Here a number of enclosures and ring ditches probably represent prehistoric 
burial sites and enclosures though the enclosures could also be Roman in date. 

The area in general is rich in cropmarks and finds scatters which indicate a 
dense pattern of former settlement along the River Avon and its tributaries 
(Fig 8). This was first recognised in the 1960's when study of aerial 
photographs showed the Avon Valley to contain numerous cropmark sites 
suggesting that the area was covered with small homesteads and field systems, 
many of which were of Roman date (Webster and Robley 1964). Further work 
by Cox (1967) recorded extensive Romano-British occupation of the Vale of 
Evesham. 

Excavations and salvage recording have also been undertaken at a small 
number of sites in this area, such as at Abbots Salford (Fig 8: 1) and Bidford 
Grange (WA 4917; Hart et all991; Fig 8:2). These sites, along with the finds 
scatters and cropmarks, suggest that this pattern of settlement is richly varied 
and covers many periods with Iron Age and Roman occupation being 
particularly well represented. 

6 Methods 

6.1 Fieldwork 

6.1.1 Site strategy 

The site was visited during topsoil stripping in order to observe and record any 
deposits revealed. Provision was made through a contingency for up to two 
weeks for salvage recording of any significant deposits present. During the 
initial stages of topsoil stripping, it rapidly became clear that a fairly 
extensive, complex and potentially significant Romano-British rural settlement 
was present in the area of the site closest to Leylandii House Farm and the 
new A435 route (Fig 2). This formed the highest point on the development 
area, lying at the eastern end of a small promontory of land above the River 
Avon to the south and the Harvington Brook to the north and east. The 
contingency was implemented following agreement with Alfred McAlpine 
Construction Limited with the intention of establishing the extents of the 
settlement within the development area. This was with the aim of ensuring 
minimum damage to deposits when the area was subsequently used for soil 
disposal, and also with the aim of retrieving sufficient information regarding 
the deposits to allow effective future management of the site. 

Two approaches were adopted to achieve these aims. Initially a large area of 
the site (c 44x40m; Figs 2 and 3), where the topsoil had already been removed 
by grader, was mechanically cleaned under archaeological supervision using a 
360 degree mechanical excavator with a toothless bucket. This focussed upon 
the area where archaeological features were apparently most densely 
concentrated. To the south this was limited by the edge of the area being 
stripped. To the east topsoil stripping had revealed few deposits of 
archaeological potential and a small extension in this direction from the main 
cleaned area confirmed that deposits did not extend down the slope towards 
the Harvington Brook. 

To the north and west, topsoil stripping had not occurred at this stage and so 
three trenches were excavated to investigate the extents of deposits in these 
directions. The trench to the west (Trench A; Figs 2 and 3) aimed to cover the 
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site between the main excavated area and the construction corridor for the new 
road. This western area had previously had a corridor stripped along its 
southern edge for a bund along which an access road into the disposal site was 
constructed for plant. During stripping for this access and bund, a number of 
features had been observed extending to within 150-200m from the road 
corridor. The road corridor itself had been observed during groundworks by an 
archaeological team from Warwickshire County Council who recorded 
nothing of interest in this area (Doug Moir pers comm). To the north two 
trenches (Trenches B and C; Figs 2 and 3) were excavated, extending at 
maximum to 45m beyond the main area. In addition this area was scanned for 
surface finds since these also would help to define the limits of the site. 

A significant proportion of the main area was cleaned using hoes in order to 
define features. The entire site was planned with relationships between 
deposits marked on the plan wherever they could be established. Selected 
deposits in both the main area and the trenches were then excavated by hand to 
retrieve dating and environmental material and to establish the broad character 
and depth of deposits present. This was to enable an assessment to be made of 
their significance in order to facilitate future management of the site 
(Appendix 1). Since the site was effectively going to be preserved through 
reburial, under spoil from the roadline, excavation was kept to a minimum. 
Recording followed standard Service practice (County Archaeological Service 
Recording System 1993, as amended). 

To ensure maximum protection of the site during reburial within the disposal 
site, Alfred McAlpine kindly agreed that once the Service had identified the 
extent of significant remains, that working practice within the area would aim 
to ensure as best as possible that deposits were not disturbed. This meant that 
plant access was restricted and that, within this sector of the disposal site, 
dumping was undertaken only in dry conditions and from areas of already 
dumped material. 

6.1.2 Structural analysis 

Structural analysis was effected through a combination of structural, 
artefactual and environmental evidence. Due to the limited amount of 
excavation only a few more general stratigraphic relationships and 
chronological observations have been possible and no detailed phasing has 
been attempted. A number of structures and structural elements of the site 
have been identified and where excavated contexts are present these have been 
related to those along with their artefactual and environmental assemblages 
(Table 1). 

6.2 Artefacts 

6.2.1 Artefact recovery policy 

All finds from the excavated area were retained in accordance with the Service 
manual (1993 as amended). Palaeoenvironmental samples were taken, and 
artefacts from these were retained for study. 

6.2.2 Method of analysis 

Hand-retrieved artefacts were identified, quantified, and dated to period. 
Specialist identification of the samian was undertaken by B Dickinson, and of 
the mortaria by K Hartley. A terminus post quem date was produced for each 
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context. Contexts included some where finds were collected during cleaning 
and from the surface of fills in the vicinity of apparently associated groups of 
features (contexts 117-21). 

Artefacts from samples were also examined, and are included below in the 
event that they provide additional information. However, artefacts from 
samples were not quantified. All the information was recorded on pro forma 
sheets. 

Pottery fabrics are referenced to a fabric reference series maintained by the 
County Archaeological Service (Hurst and Rees 1992, 200-9). 

As there was no site phasing based on stratigraphy, the overall artefactual 
assemblage is discussed below by broad period, with select discussion of the 
better defined structures. 

6.3 Environment 

6.3.1 Sampling policy 

The environmental sampling policy was as defined in the Service recording 
manual (1993 as amended). Samples of 10 litres in size for 
flotation/wet-sieving were taken from all suitable contexts. Large mammal 
bone is normally also hand-collected during excavation. However, although 
some animal bone was present on the site, it was too friable to survive 
hand-collection. 

6.3.2 Method of analysis 

7 

The samples were processed by flotation followed by wet-sieving using a Siraf 
tank. The flot was collected on a 500j..Lm sieve and the residues retained on a 
1mm mesh. This allows the recovery of items such as small animal bones, 
molluscs and seeds. 

The residues were fully sorted by eye and the flots sorted using a low-power 
EMT light microscope. The approximate abundance of each class of 
biological remains was recorded from the residues. As some flots contained 
large numbers of cereal remains (mostly cereal chaff), the abundance of each 
taxonomic type of plant remains present was estimated from the sorted 
remains in order to record all the flots in the limited time available. As the flot 
from one sample (8; context 148) was too large to sort entirely, a quarter 
fraction was sorted, from which the abundance of the plant remains from the 
whole flot was estimated. 

Analysis 

The results of the structural analysis are summarised in Table 1 with Tables 2, 
3, 4 and 5 considering artefactual and environmental results. 

7.1 Natural deposits 
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Natural deposits across the spoil disposal site varied. Towards the east side of 
the site on the floodplain of the Harvington Brook, were fine silty clays, 
probably alluvial in origin. These extended as far as the rise towards the 
western part of the site where natural deposits comprised sand and mixed 
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gravels interspersed with patches of clay. It was this material, occupying the 
ridge of land above the Brook into which the subsequent occupation deposits 
were cut. 

7.2 Prehistoric 

No prehistoric deposits were identified, however two pieces of gravel derived 
worked flint were recovered. Both were residual in later contexts. 

7.3 Roman 

7.3.1 Structural analysis 

A focus of occupation has been defined by a broad spread of well defined 
deposits within the development area and this has allowed the northern, 
western and eastern extents of the settlement to be identified (Fig 3). The 
majority of deposits could be dated to the Roman period and can be divided 
into a number of categories, namely roundhouses, an indeterminate structure, 
hearths or ovens, ditches or gullies and other features. 

Roundhouses 
Two roundhouses were clearly identified in the main area, along with a 
possible third example in Trench C. These were defined by shallow 
penannular gullies. In the case of one (Roundhouse 1; Figs 3 and 4: 1 and 3) 
this was the only feature surviving. It was cut by several elements of 
Roundhouse 2 and clearly must pre-date it. The gully here was particularly 
shallow and may represent an eavesdrip gully which has been truncated. If this 
was the case then that may explain the absence of further associated structural 
features, such as postholes, though the possibility that the gully represents a 
shallow slot for a hurdle wall of the roundhouse should not be excluded. 

The second roundhouse (Roundhouse 2; Figs 3 and 4: 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 
postholes and curvilinear gullies to east) was the most complex, clearly having 
several stages of construction with a series of overlapping penannular 
eavesdrip gullies defining it. Possible entrances are defined by breaks in the 
gullies on both the north-west and south-east sides. A series of postholes 
within this appear to form a part circle approximately central to the structure 
and presumably must represent roof supports, while a number of other, 
generally smaller, postholes may represent the wall lines. Further postholes 
around the outside of the gullies may represent other structural elements such 
as external wall or roof supports. One of the oven/hearths (Fig 4:10) was 
located inside this building. 

The third roundhouse (Roundhouse 3; Fig 3) was only partially observed and 
is somewhat conjectural. In Trench C a length of curvilinear gully appeared to 
end with a posthole at its termination. It is possible that this forms part of the 
east side of a roundhouse with the post marking one side of a south-east facing 
entrance. All three roundhouses were of similar size being around 12-14m in 
diameter with Roundhouse 2 being the largest. 

Indeterminate structure 
Within the central part of the excavated area was a distinctive structure 
comprising a penannular gully (Fig 4:14) and a series of postholes beyond it. 
Within the area defined was a larger feature possibly a posthole supporting 
the roof, or small pit. The fills were generally dark and charcoal rich. This 
structure poses some problems of interpretation since the gully lies within the 
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area defined by the posts, rather than the other way around, as would more 
normally be the case. It may be that the gully held a hurdle wall and that the 
outer posts represent roof supports, or that the gully held a series of posts 
supporting the roof and that the other posts represent the outer wall. 
Alternatively two separate phases of construction may be represented, with a 
gully structure replacing or being replaced by a posthole one. Whatever the 
case the structure was a small one measuring at most 6m in diameter. 

Hearths or ovens 
Two hearths or ovens were identified. The first of these (Fig 4: 1 0) was located 
within one of the roundhouses (Roundhouse 2) and was only recorded in plan. 
The north end of this had a dark, charcoal rich fill and may represent a 
stokehole while the south end had a fill including much stone rubble which 
may represent the remains of the main hearth or oven structure. This fill was 
also charcoal flecked. In plan this was similar to the other oven or hearth (Fig 
4: 18). This had a rubble rich fill at its east end and was similarly heavily 
flecked with charcoal. A section across this (Fig 7) suggested that there was a 
stone lined element to the structure running east to west along its long axis. 
This may represent a flue or part of the main chamber of a stone built oven. 
The fills of this feature (146 and 148) were very rich in charcoal particularly 
the lower of these (148). The base of the cut was onto natural sandy gravel 
which appeared compact and crusted possibly as a result of burning, although 
none of the stones themselves were heavily burnt. However, if the excavated 
section represents an oven, or flue near an oven, then burning would not be 
expected since heat rather than direct fire is required where drying or baking 
are being undertaken. 

Gullies or ditches 
There were a number of gullies or ditches at the site, largely running on 
broadly east to west and north to south alignments. No complete enclosures 
could be identified and no major site boundary was evident, however, the 
gullies or ditches appear to separate the site into a number of areas. Those that 
were partially excavated were generally shallow (0.10-0.40m), with sloping to 
steeply sloping sides and rounded bases. The fills were generally similar with 
slight charcoal flecking and occasional gravel and stone, though those in the 
central area of the site around the Indeterminate Structure and by the 
oven/hearth to its east were richly flecked with charcoal. Their relatively 
shallow nature and U-shaped profiles suggests that they are more likely to 
represent gullies than ditches and were intended to provide drainage and mark 
boundaries rather than anything more substantial such as barriers to control 
stock or defend areas of the site. 

To the south of the first of the east to west aligned ditches or gullies (Fig 4: 11) 
lies the main roundhouse identified (Roundhouse 2), as well as one of the 
other two roundhouses, (Roundhouse 1) and a collection of post and 
stakeholes. Approximately 4m to the north of this, a second similar feature 
(Fig 4: 12) runs parallel to it. Between the two there were no distinctive 
features and it is felt that they may define a trackway. 

To the north of this trackway, lie the Indeterminate Structure and one of the 
oven/hearths. These occupy an area which appears to be defined to the north 
by a pair of east to west aligned ditches or gullies with an entrance separating 
them, and to the east by a further gully (Fig 4: 26 and 27). The western extent 
of this is obscured by a large north to south aligned feature (Fig 4:9) which 
may comprise a number of recuts of a ditch or gully. This feature appears to be 
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earlier and differently aligned than many of the deposits recorded and is 
clearly overlaid by the main roundhouse (Roundhouse 2). Thus it is unclear 
how this relates to other elements of the site. 

Other gullies or ditches at the site cannot be associated with any particular 
structures but presumably similarly enclose specific areas of the site. 

Other features 
Apart from those features already described there were a number of features 
which could not readily be assigned to any structure. These largely comprise 
postholes but also include a pit (Fig 4:23) and an area of metalling (Fig 4:25). 
The postholes mainly concentrated in an area east of the main roundhouse 
(Roundhouse 2) and south of the trackway (Fig 4:11). There were no 
discernible alignments but clearly they must relate to timber structures of 
some form. The only pit identified on the site lay near the northern extent of 
the main area. The north-west quadrant of this was partially excavated, 
revealing a rubble dump of large sandstone blocks. These appeared to be 
tipping into the feature but no further excavation was undertaken of this since 
the relationship to other features in the vicinity had not been established and 
the material was left in situ. To the west of this, a section excavated across a 
gully (Fig 4:24) revealed a compact pebble surface (Fig 4:25) beneath the 
gully fill and extending down the gullies' northern side and to the north. The 
full extents of this surface were not defined. 

7.3.2 Artefactual analysis 
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The pottery was nearly all (97 .5%) of Roman date. The total assemblage 
comprised 571 sherds weighing 9.274kg. Discussion of this assemblage is 
limited by its small size, and the absence of a stratified sequence. Therefore, 
any general conclusions about the site should be treated as provisional. 

f--------------
-·-- -----
--- -·-

II 

Figure 5: Roman pottery: grey ware (fabric 14; no 1) 
Malvernian handmade ware (fabric 3; no 2): scale 1:4 
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Most of the Roman pottery was Severn Valley ware (fabric 12), a local type 
that typically predominates in collections of Roman pottery in the area (Timby 
1990, 243). It was generally datable to the mid 1st to 4th century AD. Other 
ceramic types that were present were local coarse wares. These included tubby 
cooking pots (fabric 3; Fig 5, no 2) and bowls from the Malvern area, and grey 
wares (fabric 14; Fig 5, no 1), including rusticated jars. Regional coarse wares 
comprised Black Burnished ware (BB 1; fabric 22). There was also mortaria 
from the Verulamium (St Albans) region (fabric 35), Mancetter/Hartshill near 
Nuneaton (fabric 32), Oxfordshire (fabric 33), and Roman Gaul (fabric 36; 
Darlington and Evans 1992, 55). The only fine ware was samian (fabric 43), 
which was mainly Central Gaulish (B Dickinson pers comm), and dated to the 
Antonine period (mid to late 2nd century). 

Function 
The fabrics and forms were consistent with domestic activity on the site. For 
instance there were Severn Valley ware jars and tankards, and a range of 
kitchen wares including cooking wares and mortaria. A BB 1 jar which from 
Roundhouse 3, which was well sooted on the outside, had a perforated base, 
and this vessel may have had some specialised use. 

Trade 
Local and regional wares predominated, but there were also some imports 
from Gaul. The main local type was Severn Valley ware probably produced in 
the Malvern area. Grey wares were well represented but their provenance was 
unknown, though a source in Warwickshire may be possible, as at least one 
kiln producing grey wares is known a Wappenbury, about 30km to the 
north-east of the site (Stanley and Stanley 1960-1). Major regional industries 
to the north, and south were also represented (Mancetter/Hartshill, and the 
Verulamium region, Oxfordshire, and Dorset respectively). These wide 
ranging trade links were typical of the trade in Roman pottery as evidenced at 
rural sites in the region. For instance, at Ashton-under-Hill (Jackson 1991), 
IOkm to the south-west, there was a similar range of pottery at a site occupied 
throughout the Roman period. 

Dating 
Most of the datable pottery belonged within the 1st to 3rd century date range. 
However, there were some indications that the date range might have been 
narrower than this. For instance, the absence of 1st century samian suggested 
that it was unlikely that the site was occupied much before the 2nd century. 
None of the mortaria was necessarily dated later than cAD 200, and the 
shortage of Oxfordshire colour coated wares also suggested that if the site 
went into the 3rd century then it did not go much beyond the middle of this 
century. A range of about early 2nd-mid 3rd century would account for the 
pottery from the site, though the small size of the assemblage makes any such 
conclusions highly provisional. 

Though there is no full phasing of structures because of the limited character 
of the fieldwork, some structures (or at least elements of structures) could be 
provisionally more closely dated as follows: 

Roundhouse 2. Several gullies (Fig 4:2, 7, and 8; contexts 102, 138 and 
143)) were associated with mid 1st-2nd, and 2nd century dates. 

Roundhouse 3. Pottery associated with this had 1st-2nd and 2nd-mid 3rd 
century dates, with none of it necessarily later than the 2nd century. 
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Other Roman finds were mainly unstratified. There was a small amount of 
Roman roofing tile (unstratified), flue tile (unstratified) and brick (from 
context 134; Fig 4:24), two spindle whorls (unstratified) made from sherds of 
Severn Valley ware, a sandstone slab (from context 141; Fig 4:9), and a 
copper alloy fibula (Fig 6). The latter was from a feature fill (context 107; Fig 
4:6) associated with roundhouse 2. It was of trumpet type, though no precise 
parallel could be found (cf Hattat 1985, no 439 which has a similar pin 
arrangement, and general form). This brooch type was common in AD 50-150 
(Hattat 1985, 32). 

Figure 6: Copper alloy brooch: scale I: I 

7.3.3 Environmental analysis 
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Only occasional finds of fragmented large mammal, small mammal and fish 
bone were recovered from the soil samples. However, charred plant remains 
including cereal grains, cereal chaff and weed seeds were recovered in 
moderate to abundant quantities from all but one sample processed. 

Some flots contained uncharred rootlets, stem fragments and seeds, and in one 
case (context 151), cereal straw and chaff. As much of this material appeared 
to be relatively modern, it was not included in the results, particularly as at 
present the land is used as a field and the method of topsoil stripping may have 
potentially introduced modern organic debris into some of the features. 

Oven or hearth (Fig 4:18; contexts 146 and 148) 
The richest assemblage of charred plant remains was recovered from the 
lowest fill (context 148) recorded in a section excavated through this feature. 

The assemblage was dominated by chaff (mostly glume bases, with a small 
number of rachis nodes) of spelt wheat (Triticum spelta ). Cereal grains which 
were also common were poorly preserved, and therefore only a small fraction 
were identifiable. Of the identifiable grains, the majority appeared to be wheat 
(Triticum sp) with a smaller number of barley (Hordeum vulgare) grains. The 
majority of the wheat is likely to be spelt wheat as not only are the better 
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preserved wheat grains identified as such, but also the wheat chaff is 
exclusively from spelt wheat. Weed species were dominated by large grass 
grains, mostly brome grass (Bromus sp) and smaller fescue/rye-grass 
(Lolium!Festuca sp). Some small weed seeds of sheep's sorrel (Rumex 
acetosella agg), a weed common on acid soils and scentless mayweed 
(Tripleurospermum inodorum) were also present. 

The upper fill (context 146) contained a much smaller assemblage of charred 
plant remains than the base fill (context 148), although similar in that it 
included mostly spelt wheat glume bases with spelt wheat, barley, weed 
grasses and other weed seeds. 

Samples from gully/ditch features 
Assemblages of charred plant remains of similar size and composition to those 
from the oven were also recovered from the fills of a number of ditches or 
gullies. 

7.4 Post-Roman 

Medieval 
There was a single, unstratified sherd possibly of Cotswolds ware (fabric 57) 
dating to the mid 11th-12th century. There was also a small amount of other 
pottery of medieval date (unstratified; fabric unidentified). These may 
represent stray finds or result from manuring of arable fields with domestic 
refuse. 

Post-medieval and modern 
The only post-Roman deposits at the site were modern and comprised a 
number of land drains on broadly north to south and east to west alignments. 
A modern ploughsoil sealed the entire site. 

Post-medieval pottery was only represented by a few unstratified sherds of 
post-medieval red ware (fabric 78). There was a small amount of ceramic roof 
tile, brick, and field drain. 

7.5 Undated 

8 

Undated objects included a small amount of blue lias, and a fragment of a 
glass object. 

Discussion 

Structural 
The structures and activities at the site can largely be identified as elements of 
a rural settlement with roundhouses, other post-built structures, hearths or 
ovens and a range of associated ditches and gullies. 

The two ovens or hearths can be interpreted as T-shaped corndriers which are 
highly characteristic of Romano-British rural settlements and were of 
sufficient importance to the rural economy to appear on sites where other signs 
of Romanised structures are barely apparent (Morris 1979). Locally such 
structures have been recorded at Tiddington (Palmer 1983), where four such 
structures were found, Bidford Grange (Hart et al 1991; Fig 8 :2) and at Abbots 
Salford (Fig 8: 1; Doug Moir pers comm). These were all dated to between the 
2nd and 4th centuries. 
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Figure 7: Photograph showing section across corndrier 
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The roundhouses may be domestic but are equally likely to have had an 
agricultural function. Interpretation is problematic due to the lack of horizontal 
stratigraphy resulting from truncation through ploughing, thus no occupation 
surfaces or associated debris were present. The larger and more complex of the 
three roundhouses had one of the corndriers in it, however the corndrier is not 
necessarily contemporary with the roundhouse. Insufficient elements of the 
other two were examined or survived to enable further interpretation. 

Roundhouses are common to many rural sites of the period and have been 
identified at Tiddington (Palmer 1983), Bidford Grange (Hart et al1991) and 
at Abbots Salford (Doug Moir pers comm). These were circular, post-built 
structures, usually having a rectangular entrance, internal roof supports, and 
pennanular gullies around them to drain water from the roof which would 
usually have been thatched. They represent a continuation of the native Iron 
Age tradition common to most of the country (Cunliffe 1991) and represented 
locally at Beckford (James Dinn pers comm). On some sites, for instance at 
Tiddington and possibly at Bidford Grange this building tradition is replaced 
in the mid to later 2nd century by a more "romanised" rectilinear tradition. 
Such structures were not recorded within the area investigated at Leylandii 
House Farm, however dating evidence (see below) suggests that occupation 
may not have extended into the 3rd century. 
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The indeterminate structure is felt to be too small for human habitation or even 
for a workshop. A more likely function for the latter lies as a shelter or pen for 
livestock, perhaps chickens or sheep/pigs. Alternatively it may represent a 
grain store since it lies in close proximity to both of the putative corn driers. 

The site appears from the large number of other gullies and small ditches 
present to have been divided into a number of units or compounds with 
various activities contained in them but no real impression of the overall 
layout of the settlement could be gained from the recorded area. However it 
was evident that the site was unenclosed since no boundary ditch was present. 

Artefacts 
The artefact assemblage was consistent with a domestic site dating to within 
the 2nd-mid 3rd century, with the likelihood that occupation did not continue 
much beyond c AD 200. 

Few other sites of Roman date have been both excavated and published in the 
this area. A recent evaluation at Ashton-under-Hill (Jackson 1991) has 
revealed a site associated with a large quantity of Roman pottery, though this 
assemblage has not been fully studied and so only a limited comparison could 
be made. In Warwickshire a rural site at Stretton-on-Fosse (20 km to the 
south-east of the Leylandii House Farm site) also produced good evidence for 
considerable 2nd century activity (Gardner, Haldon and Malam 1980, 7), 
while at Bidford-on-Avon 5km to the north-east another rural settlement has 
produced evidence of commencing in the late 1st century and peaking in the 
2nd century (Evans 1991, 27; Fig 8:2). 

Alcester is the nearest Roman town to the site, and so a brief comparison of 
the pottery from both of these was undertaken. However, pottery groups from 
Alcester are largely of 3rd-4th century date, or, if earlier, then they are very 
small. Less common wares were present at both Alcester and Norton. For 
instance, identical styles of grey ware were noted (Evans 1991, fig 4:1, and 
Cracknell 1985-6, fig 31, no 2), and so it is clear that the general pattern of 
pottery use was broadly similar. 

Environmental 
The majority of the environmental remains recovered were charred plant 
remains. Poor preservation of animal bone is probably a result of the slightly 
acid soil conditions as the local soils are brown earths of the Hall Association 
and Bishampton Association (Beard et al 1986). However, little domestic 
rubbish, from which animal bone is commonly recovered, was present. 

The assemblage found in one of the oven/hearth features was rich enough to 
estimate the relative composition of the different cereal components. 
Although the assemblage was dominated by the more heavy elements of chaff 
remains (glume bases), cereal grains and large grasses were also abundant. 
Detailed analysis using exact counts would enable a more precise 
interpretation of the assemblage. 

From the present assessment of the remains, the composition does not 
resemble either a fully processed cereal product or a waste by-product. Two 
interpretations are suggested. 

That the assemblage represents the remains of parching spelt wheat 
grains in their hulls (ie as spikelets) in order to make the glumes brittle 
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enough to remove by pounding, some of which may have become 
accidentally charred in the process. 

That clean grain has become mixed with chaff used as fuel, and during 
the drying process has become accidentally burnt. 

Spikelet forks of glume wheats such as spelt wheat were traditionally parched. 
The ratio between glume bases and grains should be approximately 1:1 if a 
glume wheat is burnt in the spikelet form (VanderVeen 1992). In practice, 
the waste resulting from such a process may not survive charring exactly with 
a 1:1 chaff:grain ratio. Assuming such inconsistencies could occur, this 
assemblage may be interpreted as waste from such a process and would 
complement the archaeological interpretation that the feature was an oven or 
kiln. Further hand-sorting would have been necessary to remove the 
remaining weed seeds, particularly the large weed grasses. 

Assemblages with high proportions of glume bases are often interpreted as the 
waste from fine-sieving, which was commonly used as fuel for corn-driers 
(Hillman 1982). However, as many large weed seeds and cereal grains are 
present which not normally be removed with the glume bases by sieving, this 
would not provide an entirely adequate alternative interpretation. A more 
likely alternative is that mixing of crop waste used as fuel and clean crop 
products from the drying chamber occurred, forming this assemblage. 

There has been much discussion on the exact function of oven/kiln structures. 
The normal interpretation of such structures is that they were used as 
corn-driers. However, experiments by Reynolds and Langley (1979) using a 
reconstructed oven based on a "corndrier" excavated at Foxhole Farm, 
Hertford, showed this form to be inefficient at drying large quantities of 
threshed grain. Moreover, other traditional methods of storing sheaves of 
harvested corn in stacks under cover or simply spreading ears of corn or 
spikelets over a barn floor to dry are reputedly as efficient. Reynolds 
questioned the need to use such ovens to dry grain at all. However, the 
efficiency of the oven for parching glume wheat spikelets (as proposed above) 
to aid threshing rather than drying clean grain was not tested. Instead, he 
conducted a further trial to test the efficiency of the oven as a malting kiln and 
found the trial to be successful. 

The use of ovens as malting kilns would seem a viable interpretation, 
particularly as malting waste has been found within several other 
Romano-British oven structures (Hillman 1982; Robinson and Jones 1986; 
Pearson and Robinson 1994). There was no direct evidence of malting waste 
in the form of uniformly sprouted grain or abundant unattached coleoptiles 
(grain sprouts) at Norton Lenchwick. However, at Bancroft Villa, Milton 
Keynes (Pearson and Robinson 1994), large quantities of spelt wheat chaff 
were also found in a corndrier, although in a association with abundant loose 
coleoptile shoots. The assemblage was interpreted as the waste from rubbing 
parched, malted spelt wheat in order to remove the husks and sprouts prior to 
grinding. Spelt wheat would have been malted in the hulled state and the 
resultant chaff from the cleaning of the malt probably added to the fire of the 
corn drier. 

Although the charred remains from the oven at this site appear to be the 
remains of corn drying, the possibility remains that it may also have been used 
at some time for malting spelt wheat. 



Hereford and Worcester Connty Conncil Connty Archaeological Service 

Charred plant remains were also scattered in ditches/gullies on the site. As 
they were present in lower concentrations than the above context, it is difficult 
to interpret precisely from which activity they are derived. However, the 
remains indicate that crop processing was undertaken on the site, some of the 
debris possibly originating from the oven/kiln. 

Overview 
The site clearly represents part of a larger Romano-British rural settlement 
although its extents could not be established. Occupation was dated within the 
2nd-mid 3rd century, with the likelihood that it did not continue much beyond 
cAD 200. Other sites in the area such as Bidford Grange (Fig 8:2) have 
produced complicated patterns of enclosure ditches with evidence of frequent 
recutting which is felt to result from the ditches silting up rapidly (Hart et al 
1991). The ditches and gullies at Norton Lenchwick do not seem to have the 
same complexity, except perhaps those around Roundhouse 2, suggesting that 
occupation may have been relatively short-lived, thus supporting the ceramic 
dating evidence. 

The site would appear to have been a fairly small agricultural settlement, 
similar to that just over 2km distant at Abbots Salford (Fig 8: 1). It probably 
represents a farmstead, though the extents of the site to the west were not 
established since they lay beyond the development area. It is thus possible that 
the settlement may be larger than a single farmstead. There was no evidence to 
suggest that the site was enclosed although rural sites of this period were 
commonly enclosed, usually with a ditch (Ringley 1989). 

Since it is likely that each local region had its own unique type of settlement 
pattern (Ringley 1989), it is important to consider the site in relation to others 
in the area in order to contribute to the development of an understanding of the 
overall pattern of settlement and landuse in this locality. The site lies within an 
area with evidence of fairly extensive occupation during the Roman period. 
Although dating is poor and the settlements need not be contemporaneous, as 
a group they provide an impression of the Roman settlement pattern and 
settlement types of the area. Apart from the farmstead nearby at Abbots 
Salford (Fig 8: 1), rectangular ditched enclosures at Offenham (HWCM 2808; 
Fig 8:3) and Harvington (HWCM 2786; Fig 8:4) probably represent further 
farmsteads in the area. To the east the settlement excavated at Bidford Grange 
(WA 4923; Fig 8:2) is also felt to be a farmstead (Hart et al1991). Where 
investigated such farmsteads usually appear to be "low-status" sites showing 
little signs of wealth, local items dominate the artefactual assemblages and 
non-local items are typically scarce while buildings tend to be post-built and 
predominantly in the Iron Age roundhouse tradition (Ringley 1989). The 
Leylandii House Farm site may be particularly useful in developping an 
understanding of this type of settlement since occupation appears to have been 
fairly short-lived and thus the commonly encountered problems of residuality 
and disturbance by later Roman activity and site development were not 
present. 

Apparently wealthier farmsteads and a number of probable villa sites are also 
known in the area. To the south of Cleeve Prior, at Middle Hill, cropmarks and 
surface finds, including much metalwork and numerous coins, indicate the 
presence of a fairly wealthy settlement (HWCM 7333/3916; Fig 8:5). Limited 
excavation has revealed walls and a flagstone floor at the site (Watson 1985). 
Less than 2km east of this, near Middle Littleton, unpublished excavations 
revealed walls and a floor, and tegulae and imbrex have also been recovered 
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(Cox 1967; HWCM 2803; Fig 8:6). A wide range of finds including building 
material and a range of metalwork suggest a similar site at Wickhamford 
(HWCM 2736; Cox 1967; Fig 8:7). Villas and associated settlements are 
known from cropmarks and associated artefacts at both Welford Pastures (WA 
4708, 4986, 6015 and 6523; Fig 8:8) and at Charlton (HWCM 2755 and 2756; 
Fig 8:9). Slightly further afield larger settlements are known in the general 
area such as the possible village at Tiddington, to the east, and the large 
village, or small town at Hinton on the Green (HWCM 2704/2706; Fig 8: 10). 

KEY 

I Abbot's Salford (WA 4923) 
2 Bidford Grange 
3 Offenham (HWCM 2808) 
4 Harvington (HWCM 2786) 
5 Middle Hill (HWCM 7333/3916) 
6 Middle Littleton (HWCM 2803) 
7 Wickhamford (HWCM 2736) 
8 Welford (WA 4708/6015/6523/ 4986) 
9 Charlton (HWCM 2755/ 2756) 
10 Hinton on Green (HWCM 2704/ 2706) 

Figure 8: Sites in the region 
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Finally, only about 5km to the north is the Roman town of Alcester lying on 
the major north to south Roman Ryknild Street. This has been identified as a 
small town of some importance with a number of buildings of higher quality 
than many other similar sized small towns (Burnham and Wacher 1990). This 
may partly reflect its location which is equidistant from the major cities of 
Wroxeter, Leicester, Gloucester and Cirencester and in a favourable location 
close to the fertile land of the Vale of Evesham. 

The area thus has a mixed pattern of occupation with a wide range of 
settlement types spread along the Avon valley, focussing on the gravel 
terraces. Such a pattern has already been identified to the east, in 
Warwickshire around the Bidford Grange site (Hart et al1991) and appears to 
continue west into Worcestershire. This settlement focus may however not 

Figure 9: Photograph showing east side of main area during recording 
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reflect the actual former occupation pattern but result from a bias towards the 
terrace deposits in the river valley where conditions are ideal for identification 
of former settlement through cropmarks and artefact scatters. Additionally the 
results of intensive surveys have indicated that only fragments of the true 
picture of rural settlement in Roman Britain are available or survive and that 
these limitations may lead to incorrect interpretations (Ringley 1989). 

Despite these limitations some conclusions may be tentatively drawn about the 
settlement pattern in this area. In the model for three broad zones of Roman 
rural settlement proposed by Ringley (1989, fig 68, 131-48) Leylandii House 
Farm lies in an area immediately to the north of the south and east settlement 
zone (characterised by mixed settlement types including areas where villas and 
local market centres are most common although many non-villa settlements 
are also present) and falls within the "intermediate zone" where villas are far 
less common and non-villa settlements predominate. However, in this area the 
settlement pattern would appear to be of a range and density similar to that to 
the south and east, in Warwickshire and Gloucestershire, rather than more 
scattered settlement patterns identified elsewhere in the County, such as the 
area around Stourport and the Severn Valley to the north (Dinn and 
Hemingway 1992; Jackson et al 1994 ). While the fertility of the Vale of 
Evesham must have considerably influenced settlement density, this pattern 
may in part reflect the proximity to the areas to the south and east and links to 
those areas, especially to the wealthy band of settlements on the Cotswolds. 

Academic summary 

The Service has a professional obligation to publish the results of 
archaeological projects within a reasonable period of time. To this end, the 
Service intend to use this summary as the basis for publication through local 
or regional journals. The Client is requested to consider the content of this 
section as being acceptable for such publication. 

A watching brief and salvage recording was undertaken on a site at Leylandii 
House Farm, Norton and Lenchwick in south-east Worcestershire on behalf of 
Alfred McAlpine Construction Limited during topsoil stripping of a 
development site. This was in preparation for the disposal of approximately 
500,000 cubic metres of surplus spoil excavated in the course of construction 
of the Norton and Lenchwick Bypass which forms part of the large-scale 
works upgrading the A435 between Evesham and Alcester. 

The site lies within an area in which aerial photography has identified a 
number of archaeological features to the south in the form of cropmarks and it 
was felt that there was potential for these crop marks to extend into the 
development area. To the east further crop marks have been recorded. 
During the course of the topsoil stripping extensive archaeological deposits 
relating to a previously unknown Romano-British settlement were revealed. 
Salvage recording was undertaken to establish the broad extent and character 
of the occupation within the development area. The deposits extended over a 
considerable area of the site, some distance from, and apparently 
unassociated with, the known cropmarks. No southern extent could be 
established as this lay beyond the development area, however the northern, 
eastern and western extents were identified. 
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The settlement was apparently unenclosed and included at least three 
roundhouses, a further structure (possibly a small animal shelter or 
foodstore), two corndriers and numerous ditches and gullies. Pottery 
recovered from the site was consistent with domestic activity and was largely 
of local production, being predominantly Severn Valley wares. However, 
wares from other regions were also present, as was Samianfrom central Gaul. 
Such an assemblage, showing wide ranging trading links, is typical even for 
rural settlements in the region at this period. Apart from the pottery, a trumpet 
type copper alloy brooch, brick fragments, roof tile, and two spindle whorls 
were recovered. Dating evidence suggested that occupation was in the range 
of early 2nd-mid 3rd century. Animal bone was poorly preserved but well 
preserved charred cereal remains from one of the corndriers and two spindle 
whorls, as well as the trading links suggested by the pottery, provided some 
evidence of the rural economy. 

The site is believed to represent a farmstead or perhaps part of slightly larger 
rural settlement. It lies within an area which appears to have been extensively 
exploited in the past and in which a wide variety of Roman settlements have 
been identified. These range from isolated farmsteads to small villas and 
villages and occupy the fertile, well-drained soils of the river terrace of the 
Avon and its tributaries in the south-east of Worcestershire and extending into 
Warwickshire. 

Following recording, the area where these deposits concentrated was 
carefully reburied in close cooperation with the developers and has now been 
effectively preserved within the development area. The site will eventually be 
returned to agricultural use. 

The archive 

The archive consists of: 

52 Context records AS 1 
18 Fieldwork progress records AS2 
11 Photographic records AS3 
1 Drawing number catalogue AS4 
2 Context number catalogue sheets ASS 
1 Sample catalogue 
6 Colour transparency films 
5 Black and white photographic films 
27 Pottery record sheets AS 10 
6 Non-pottery record sheets AS12 
10 Sample records AS 17 
4 Levels records AS 19 
6 Environmental assessment forms 
9 Scale drawings 
2 Boxes of finds 
1 Computer disc 

The project archive will be placed at: 

Hereford and Worcester County Museum 
Hartlebury Castle 
Hartle bury 
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Near Kidderminster 
Worcestershire DY11 7XZ 

Tel Hartlebury (0299) 250416 
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WA- Warwickshire 

page 27 



Leylandii House Farm, Norton and Lenchwick 

Appendix 1 Assessment of significance 

In considering significance, the Secretary of State's criteria for the scheduling 
of ancient monuments (DoE 1990, annex 4), have been used as a guide. 

These nationally accepted criteria are used for assessing the importance of an 
ancient monument and considering whether scheduling is appropriate. Though 
scheduling is not being considered in this case they form an appropriate 
framework for the assessment of any archaeological site. The criteria should 
not, however, be regarded as definitive; rather they are indicators which 
contribute to a wider judgment based on the individual circumstances of a 
case. 

Rarity 

A wide variety of Roman rural settlement types have been identified in this 
area, however in the absence of a representative sample having been excavated 
and published, the character of many of these has not been established. In the 
absence of such data it is difficult to assess the rarity of this particular 
settlement since it is not possible to determine whether locally it is typical or 
atypical within the settlement pattern. Nationally similar rural occupation sites 
on gravel terraces are not rare, especially to the south and east, however, few 
such sites have been identified to the north and west within the County. 

Environmental remains have been studied from very few Roman rural sites in 
this county. Animal bone from Aston Mill Farm, Kemerton (Lovett 1990) and 
at Beckford (Oswald 1972) included small amounts dated to the Roman 
period. Although charred plant remains have been recovered from 
Ashton-under-Hill (HWCM 5503; de Rouffignac 1991a), Beckford (College 
and Moffett 1990), Madresfield (HWCM 4072; de Rouffignac 199lb) and 
Norton (HWCM 15350; Pearson 1993), they were present in most samples in 
low concentrations. The presence of charred plant remains, therefore, from 
several Roman features on this site is of significant value. An assemblage of 
charred plant remains from an oven/kiln feature has contributed to the 
archaeological interpretation, suggesting that the oven was used for 
corn-drying. As few assemblages are associated with the use of a feature, 
rather than backfill after use, such assemblages have a valuable contribution to 
interpretation of human activities. 

Similarly few rural artefactual assemblages have been excavated and 
published in this area, though indications are that this assemblage may be of 
typical composition for the area. The apparently short-lived nature of the 
occupation enhances the value of the assemblage from the site since there are 
not the usual complications caused by residuality and disturbance. 

Documentation 

The site is documented through this report. 

Group value 

The group value of the site is high. A large number of other Romano-British 
rural settlements are present in the area (including several sites apparently 
similar in character to this one), and situated within 5km of it. Although few of 
these have been investigated they appear to be diverse in character with a wide 
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range of Roman settlement types of varying dates. There is potential within 
the group for detailed study of Roman rural settlement, land use and economy. 
This potential extends beyond the Roman period with similar evidence for the 
prehistoric and post-Roman period appearing to be present locally, thus the 
potential for developing an understanding of former landuse and settlement 
over a long period of time. 

Survival/condition 

Survival and condition was generally good. Deposits were moderately well 
preserved across the site. Although only a few intercutting features were 
investigated and much of the site could only be recorded in plan, there was 
clearly the potential for site phasing through stratigraphic analysis. No 
horizontal stratigraphy survived and this clearly must relate to ploughing of 
the site, however cut features were present and typically survived to a depth of 
between 0.15 and 0.30m beneath the modern ploughsoil. Pottery and other 
artefacts were well preserved. 

Animal bone was poorly preserved, probably as a result of acidic soil 
conditions. However, charred plant remains were widely scattered on the site 
and in the oven/kiln feature were well preserved and found in concentrations 
high enough to enable detailed interpretation of the assemblage relating to 
crop-processing activities. 

Fragility/vulnerability 

Deposits were preserved beneath a modern ploughsoil, 0.25-0.35m in depth. 
The subsequent use of the site as a spoil disposal area has resulted in the 
recontouring of the area of the site and the archaeological deposits now lie 
beneath between 2m and 4m of dumped spoil, reducing in thickness to the 
south side of the site. Thus within the disposal site only extensive disturbance 
to depths of more than 2m is likely to affect significant archaeological 
deposits. The area of the occupation to the south was not investigated during 
this project however deposits clearly extended beyond the southern limits of 
the disposal site and in that area vulnerability is likely to be greater with only 
a ploughsoil covering potentially significant deposits. 

Summary of significance 

The site therefore achieves significance under these nationally accepted 
criteria on the basis of high group value and good survival and condition of 
artefacts and charred plant remains associated with moderately well preserved 
deposits. The area of deposits affected by the spoil disposal site is only 
vulnerable should substantial disturbance occur, however the occupation 
clearly extended to the south beyond this area. Although deposits were not 
investigated in that area they are likely to be vulnerable to disturbance below 
the level of the modern ploughsoil. 



Table 1 Context summary 

Note: Dimensions where known are given in length x width x depth. 

Only features and fills assigned contexts are included here. These were briefly described on site from small excavated sections. 

Many features were only recorded on plan (Figures 3 and 4). 

Context Type Description Dimensions Fig 

Roundhouse 1 

110 Fill Sandy clay loam fill of 111. Cut by 109 ?x0.40x0.20 

111 Cut Curvilinear gully with U-shaped profile. Probably same as 137 ?x0.40x0.20 4:3 

120 Arb Arbitrary number allocated to surface finds from general 

area of Roundhouse 

136 Fill Fill of 137. No further record ?x0.45x0.1 0 

137 Cut Curvilinear gully. Probably same as 111 ?x0.45x.l0 4:1 

Roundhouse 2 

102 Fill Fair! y compact, silty loam, fill of 103 ?x0.75x0.30 

103 Cut Curvilinear gully, U-shaped where sectioned. Has butt end to north. ?x0.75x0.30 4:7 

Possibly continues to east, curving around to enclose an irregular 

oval area, with a further terminal. Truncates I 04 and 106. 

104 Fill Silty loam fill of 105. Included large stones and pebbles, probably packing ?xl.OOx0.30 

for a post. Cut by 103. 

105 Cut Substantial, subcircular posthole with steeply sloping sides and flattish base ?x 1.00x0.30 4:5 

106 Fill Silty loam fill of 107. Cut by 103 ?xO. 50x0.15 

107 Cut Shallow, U-shaped, linear cut, truncated to south ?x0.50x0.15 4:6 

108 Fill Very fine sandy loam fill of 109 ?x0.60x0.25 

109 Cut Curvilinear gully. U-shaped in profile and butt ending to north. Cuts 110. ?x0.60x0.25 4:4 

Similar gully with southern butt end to north may represent continuation. 

118 Arb Arbitrary number allocated to surface finds from general 

area of Roundhouse 

138 Fill Fine sandy loam fill of 139 ?x0.36x0.15 

139 Cut Curvilinear gully, buttending to nmth. Truncates 141 ?x0.36x0.15 4:8 

143 Fill Fill of curvilinear feature observed in plan. Possibly cut 110, 136 and 141 ?x0.80x? 4:2 

Roundhouse 3 

116 Fill Partially excavated, finds rich fill of probable posthole at southern 3 

butt end of a curvilinear ditch. Not much of this was visible within 

excavated area. 

Indeterminate structure 

117 Arb Arbitrary number allocated to surface finds from general 

area of structure 

132 Fill Charcoal flecked fill of 154 ?x0.75x0.25 

154 Cut Penannular gully enclosing an area approximately 3.80m across ?x0.75x0.25 4:14 

Hearths/ovens 

140 Fill Fill of oven or hearth only seen in plan. Comprised to north end an 4x2x? 4:10 

inegular area of heavily charcoal flecked fill. To the south a sub-rectangular 

area had a fill containing much stone rubble. This was also charcoal flecked. 

146 Fill Upper fill of 147. Heavily charcoal flecked with large limestone slabs 4.lx1.8x0.20 

147 Cut Broadly rectangular feature with fills 146 and 148, both rich in charcoal 4.lx1.8x0.20 

and including charred grain. A section revealed a stone structure comprising 

two parallel limestone walls running approx east to west along its longer 

axis. These probably represent part of the structure of a corn drying oven 

-?flue. Loose stone throughout fills indicated that this was much disturbed. 

148 Fill Very charcoal rich lower fill of 147 including much charred grain ?x0.75x0.10 4:18 



Context Type Description Dimensions Figure 

Gullies/ditches 

112 Fill Fill of 113, possibly equivalent to 114 ?xl.OOx0.35 

113 Cut Curvilinear ditch, with shallow U-shaped profile. Possibly continuation ?x 1.00x0.35 4:17 

of 115 to south. to east merges into north end of ditch 142, however 

relationship not established. 

114 Fill Fill of 115, possibly equivalent to 112 ?x1.50x0.40 

115 Cut North to south aligned ditch, with shallow U-shaped profile. Possibly ?x1.50x0.40 4:15 

same as 113 to north. To south curved to run eastwards possibly as far as 

145. Appeared to cut 141, but be cut by elements of Roundhouse 2 

119 Arb Number allocated to surface finds collected from area demarcated by 

gullies around hearth/oven 147 

121 Arb Number allocated to surface finds collected from area around gullies on 

the north side of the main recorded area 

122 Fill Fill of 123. Coarse sandy silty loam, with charcoal fleck and pebble ?x 1.00x0.30 

123 Cut North to south aligned ditch or gully, with U-shaped profile ?xl.OOx0.30 4:19 

124 Fill Fill of 125. Coarse sandy silty clay with pebbles slight charcoal flecking ?x0.69x0.15 

125 Cut North to south aligned gully or ditch, with shallow U-shaped profile ?x0.69x0.15 4:20 

126 Fill Sandy silty loam fill of 127. Cobble and pebble and slight charcoal flecking ?x0.68x0.13 

127 Cut East to west aligned ditch, with shallow U-shaped profile. Uncertain ?x0.68x0.13 4:23 

relationship to other features in area 

128 Fill Sandy loam fill of 129 with occasional pebble and charcoal fleck ?x 1.1 Ox0.20 

129 Cut East to west aligned ditch or gully, with a slightly irregular stepped profile ?x 1.1 Ox0.20 4:12 

Appears not to extend east beyond central area where it may turn north 

130 Fill Sandy silty loam fill of 131. Cut to north by land drain and to east by 152 ?xO. 85 x0.40 

131 Cut East to west aligned ditch/gully, truncated on north by land drain and to ?x0.85x0.40 4:21 

east by pit 152, beyond which it appeared to continue 

133 Fill Pale, rather compact fill of 155 with slight charcoal fleck ?x0.80x0.10 

155 Cut North to south aligned gully/ditch with squarish north butt end ?x0.80x0.10 4:13 

May be a northerly continuation of 129 

134 Fill Silty sandy loam fill of 135 with some pebble and slight charcoal fleck. ?x2.50x0.12 

Removal revealed a metalled surface ( 144) at the base of the cut and 

extending up its north side and to the north of the feature 

135 Cut Broad shallow and rather amorphous feature. Limits unclear to west and ?x2.50x0.12 4:24 

east. To west uncertain relationship to 127. Appeared somewhat linear and 

may have served to drain metalled surface 144 

141 Fill Sandy, loose fill of 142. Contained burnt stone, pebble and few finds ?x2.20x0.30 

142 Cut North to south aligned ditch. Broad, with steeply sloping west side. East ?x2.20x0.30 4:9 

side shallow sloping initially then steep. Base fairly flat. In plan 

appeared to be earlier than Roundhouse 2 and east to west ditch/gully 145 

To north it butt ends but relationship here with 113 was not established. It 

narrowed to south but this may be a result of greater horizontal truncation 

145 Fill Fill of east to west aligned feature only observed in plan, though a number ?x1.40x? 4:11 

of finds were collected from its surface. In plan, to the east, there was a 

suggestion of two fills perhaps reflecting a recut. To the west this appeared 

to cut 141 and possibly be cut by elements of Roundhouse 2. Beyond this it 

curved around to the north as ditch/gully 115 

149 Fill Compact clay sand loam fill of 150. Occasional pebbles and clay lenses ?x3.25x0. 35 

150 Cut Section across area where 115 and 157 come together with possible other ?x3.25x0.35 

feature. Failed to resolve the relationships 

153 Fill Unexcavated fill of linear feature aligned north-east to south-west. ?x2.00x? 3 

Finds revealed in upper pmi of fill were recovered 

156 Fill Fine sandy loam fill of 157 ?xl.05x0.13 

157 Cut Curvilinear ditch or gully apparently butt ending to north but end obscured ?x1.05x0.13 4:16 

where it merges with ditch 115 and possible further feature 



Context Type Description Dimensions Figure 

Other features 

144 Layer Compact layer of soil with abundant pebble content forming a metalled 4:25 

smface at the base and on the north side of cut 135 and extending to the 

north of it. The limits of this were not established to west or east where 

a thin skim of soil covered it. This was only partially removed to reveal the 

area shown on plan. 135 may have served to drain water from this 

151 Fill Silty loam fill of 152. At surface sandstone showing through. Removal of 

the soil matrix in a quandrant of this suboval feature revealed a substantial 

dump of large uncut sandstone blocks. These were left in situ 

152 Cut Subcircular cut, apparently truncating 130/131. Relationship with 126/127 6.00x4.00x? 4:22 

to south not established. Only upper part of fill151 removed. Probably a pit 



Table 2 Quantification of the finds (hand retrieved artefacts only) 

Pottery (sherd count) 
Roman 
Medieval 
Post-medieval 

Building materials 
Tile/brick 
Stone 

Metalwork 
Iron 
Copper alloy 

Glass 

Flint 

565 
1 
5 

16 
2 

1 

2 



Table 3 Summary of results from samples 

Sample Context Type Large Small fish charred 
no. no. mammal mammal bone plant 

bone bone 

1 102 fill gully occ abt 
3 122 fill gully occ mod 
5 126 fill gully occ 
6 130 fill gully occ occ 
7 146 fill oven occ occ mod 
8 148 fill oven occ occ abt 
9 151 mod 
10 132 fill gully mod 

key: 

Abt = abundant 
mod = moderate 
occ = occasional 



Table4 The plant remains 

botanical name common name habitat 102 122 126 130 146 148 151 132 

Charred plant remains 

Triticum spelta spelt wheat F 
glume bases +++ ++ + ++ ++++ ++ ++ 
rachis segments ++ + 

Triticum cf. spelta grain speltwheat F + + ++ + + 
Triticum sp. grain wheat F + + + +++ + 
Triticum sp. 

hexaploid rachis seg. wheat F + 
Hordeum vulgare grain barley F + + + + ++ + 

rachis segment + 
Cereal sp. indet. grain cereal F + + + + + ++++ ++ ++ 

coleoptile + 
Lolium/Festuca sp. fescue/rye-grass ABCD + + 
Bromus sp. brome grass ABCD + + + +++ 
Avenasp. oat AF + + + 
Graminae sp. indet. grain grasses AF + + +++ + + 
Caryophyllaceae sp. indet. ++ 
Vicia sativa type common vetch ABCD + + 
Vicia/Lathyrus sp. vetch!vetchling/pea ABCD + 
Leguminosae sp. legume ABCDEF + 
Rumex acetosella agg. sheep's sorrel ABCD ++ + 
cf. Urtica dioica common nettle ABCD + 
Corylus avellana hazelnut shell frag. c 
Tripleurospennum cf. inodorum scentless mayweed AB ++ 
Compositae sp. indet. + 
Carex sp. sedge AE + 
unidentified + 

Habitat key: 

A = cultivated ground D = grasslands, meadows, and heathland 
B = disturbed ground E =aquatic/wet habitats: ditches, streambanks etc. 
C = woodlands, hedgerows and scrub etc. F = cultivar 



Table 5 Hand-collected animal bone 

parts represented 

horn core 
teeth 
jaw 
scapula 
humerus 
radius/ulna 
metacarpal 
metatarsal 
metatarsal/carpal 
phalange 
pelvis 

small ungulate size long bone 
large ungulate size long bone 
bird long bone 

small ungulate size rib 
large ungulate size rib 

TOTAL 

numbers = number of fragments 

cattle 

2 
1 

1 
1 
3 
5 

1 
5 

19 

sheep/goat 

1 
3 
6 
2 
2 
2 
5 
5 
1 

2 

16 
9 
10 

9 
5 

29 

pig dog 

2 
2 

1 

3 2 



Summary reports for national and regional journals and 
annual reports 

Name of site- Leylandii House Farm 
HWCM no - 2848 
NGR - SP 056 484 
Parish- Norton and Lenchwick 
Type of project- Watching brief/salvage recording 
Sponsors - Alfred McAlpine Construction Limited 

Period- Romano-British 

Summary of results - A watching brief and salvage recording was undertaken 
on a site at Leylandii House Farm, Norton and Lenchwick in south-east 
Worcestershire on behalf of Alfred McAlpine Construction Limited during 
topsoil stripping of a development site. This was in preparation for the 
disposal of approximately 500,000 cubic metres of surplus spoil excavated in 
the course of construction of the Norton and Lenchwick Bypass which forms 
part of the large-scale works upgrading the A435 between Evesham and 
Alcester. 

The site lies within an area in which aerial photography has identified a 
number of archaeological features to the south in the form of cropmarks and it 
was felt that there was potential for these cropmarks to extend into the 
development area. To the east further cropmarks have been recorded. 

During the course of the topsoil stripping extensive archaeological deposits 
relating to a previously unknown Romano-British settlement were revealed. 
Salvage recording was undertaken to establish the broad extent and character 
of the occupation within the development area. The deposits extended over a 
considerable area of the site, some distance from, and apparently unassociated 
with, the known cropmarks. No southern extent could be established as this 
lay beyond the development area, however the northern, eastern and western 
extents were identified. 

The settlement was apparently unenclosed and included at least three 
roundhouses, a further structure (possibly a small animal shelter or foodstore), 
two corndriers and numerous ditches and gullies. Pottery recovered from the 
site was consistent with domestic activity and was largely of local production, 
being predominantly Severn Valley wares. However, wares from other regions 
were also present, as was Samian from central Gaul. Such an assemblage, 
showing wide ranging trading links, is typical even for rural settlements in the 
region at this period. Apart from the pottery, a trumpet type copper alloy 
brooch, brick fragments, roof tile, and two spindle whorls were recovered. 
Dating evidence suggested that occupation was in the range of early 2nd-mid 
3rd century. Animal bone was poorly preserved but well preserved charred 
cereal remains from one of the corndriers and two spindle whorls, as well as 
the trading links suggested by the pottery, provided some evidence of the rural 
economy. 

The site is believed to represent a farmstead or perhaps part of slightly larger 
rural settlement. It lies within an area which appears to have been extensively 
exploited in the past and in which a wide variety of Roman settlements have 
been identified. These range from isolated farmsteads to small villas and 
villages and occupy the fertile, well-drained soils of the river terrace of the 



Avon and its tributaries in the south-east of Worcestershire and extending into 
Warwickshire. 

Following recording, the area where these deposits concentrated was carefully 
reburied in close cooperation with the developers and has now been effectively 
preserved within the development area. The site will eventually be returned to 
agricultural use. 

Reference- Jackson, R, Hurst, D, and Pearson, E, 1994 Salvage recording at 
Leylandii House Farm, Norton and Lenchwick, HWCC County 
Archaeological Service internal report 271 



Proposals for further publication 

Name of site- Leylandii House Farm 
HWCM no - 2848 
Report no - 271 
Period- Romano-British 
Type of project- Watching brief/salvage recording 

Description- A watching brief and salvage recording was undertaken on a site 
at Leylandii House Farm, Norton and Lenchwick in south-east Worcestershire 
on behalf of Alfred McAlpine Construction Limited during topsoil stripping of 
a development site. This was in preparation for the disposal of approximately 
500,000 cubic metres of surplus spoil excavated in the course of construction 
of the Norton and Lenchwick Bypass which forms part of the large-scale 
works upgrading the A435 between Evesham and Alcester. 

The site lies within an area in which aerial photography has identified a 
number of archaeological features to the south in the form of cropmarks and it 
was felt that there was potential for these cropmarks to extend into the 
development area. To the east further cropmarks have been recorded. 

During the course of the topsoil stripping extensive archaeological deposits 
relating to a previously unknown Romano-British settlement were revealed. 
Salvage recording was undertaken to establish the broad extent and character 
of the occupation within the development area. The deposits extended over a 
considerable area of the site, some distance from, and apparently unassociated 
with, the known cropmarks. No southern extent could be established as this 
lay beyond the development area, however the northern, eastern and western 
extents were identified. 

The settlement was apparently unenclosed and included at least three 
roundhouses, a further structure (possibly a small animal shelter or foodstore), 
two corndriers and numerous ditches and gullies. Pottery recovered from the 
site was consistent with domestic activity and was largely of local production, 
being predominantly Severn Valley wares. However, wares from other regions 
were also present, as was Samian from central Gaul. Such an assemblage, 
showing wide ranging trading links, is typical even for rural settlements in the 
region at this period. Apart from the pottery, a trumpet type copper alloy 
brooch, brick fragments, roof tile, and two spindle whorls were recovered. 
Dating evidence suggested that occupation was in the range of early 2nd-mid 
3rd century. Animal bone was poorly preserved but well preserved charred 
cereal remains from one of the corndriers and two spindle whorls, as well as 
the trading links suggested by the pottery, provided some evidence of the rural 
economy. 

The site is believed to represent a farmstead or perhaps part of slightly larger 
rural settlement. It lies within an area which appears to have been extensively 
exploited in the past and in which a wide variety of Roman settlements have 
been identified. These range from isolated farmsteads to small villas and 
villages and occupy the fertile, well-drained soils of the river terrace of the 
Avon and its tributaries in the south-east of Worcestershire and extending into 
Warwickshire. 

Following recording, the area where these deposits concentrated was carefully 
reburied in close cooperation with the developers and has now been effectively 



preserved within the development area. The site will eventually be returned to 
agricultural use. 

Level of further publication -

1 Regional summary, West Midlands Archaeology 

2 National summary, Britannia 

3 Transactions paper, Trans Worcestershire Archaeol Soc 

For 1 and 2 the summary above will suffice. 

For 3: 
Will the publication require further writing/editing? 
Yes: Possibly a slightly longer article (up to 5 pages incl illustration) may be 
in order. About 1 -1.5 days work for Robin. 
b 
Will the publication require further specialist work? 
bNo. 

Will the publication require further illustration? 
No: the illustrations already produced should be OK bar perhaps different title 
or caption depending on text edit. 

Justification- Good site. Interesting archaeology. Good management. 
Important area of County archaeologically. The greater glory of the CAS and 
all who sail in her. 




