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Unlocking the past: Collections and HER enhancement
Assessment and Updated Project Design
Summary
Local  group  and  museum  collections  from  the  aggregate  production  areas  of  south  
Worcestershire have been assessed as the second stage of a project designed to realise their  
potential. Assessment of the archive from Cruso Hencken’s excavations at Bredon Camp has  
been separately presented and assessment of the remainder of the collections is presented 
here.  This  identifies  several  regionally  important  assemblages  and  numerous  lesser  
assemblages of local interest. 

The collections consist of a series of excavation, fieldwalking and localised surface find spot  
assemblages  and  limited  associated  paper  archives  from a  total  of  58  sites  investigated  
between  1911  and  2005.  These  derive  from areas  of  the  county  affected  by  aggregate 
extraction and include previously  unstudied collections  as well  as those warranting further  
study  or  re-evaluation.  The  collections  include  material  derived  from  areas  affected  by  
aggregate extraction prior to the implementation of current planning legislation and which have  
received  little  or no previous  consideration.  Elements  of  the  collections  determined  to lie  
beyond the scope of the project are excluded from proposals for further work.

A  total  of  47,863  artefacts  weighing  466,810kg  form the  basis  of  the  assessment.  The  
majority  have been washed,  marked and packaged to modern standards for the first  time.  
Most of the processing and sorting required has been undertaken by a group of volunteers  
including students from  the local Blind College and a group of adults with learning difficulties.  
Taken together, volunteers have contributed an estimated 200 person days to the project to 
date.  For many,  this  has  represented their  first  experience  of working with  archaeological  
material, while for others it has provided an opportunity to extend their knowledge and skills  
base. 

The collections as a group and in some instances in their own right have been demonstrated  
to have a high potential for analysis and dissemination. Due to the paucity of paper archives,  
the principal value of the majority of the assemblages lies in limited analysis to support site  
dating,  characterisation  and  distribution  across  aggregate  production  areas  rather  than  in  
detailed  analysis  of individual  sites.  However,  six  assemblages from Birmingham Museum 
have considerable potential in their own right and are identified for more detailed analysis. 

The analysis proposed would considerably enhance the Worcestershire Historic Environment  
Record (HER) and support more effective and better targeted management and evaluation of 
aggregate production landscapes within the county. The proposed Stage 3 work will  provide  
considerable long-term benefit  to the aggregates industry thereby  addressing the key ALSF  
aim of ‘developing the capacity  to manage aggregate extraction landscapes  in  the future’.  
The proposed work would also continue to engage local communities and further raise public  
awareness  of the  role that  the  aggregates  industry  has  played  in  the  development  of an  
understanding of the archaeology and history of the County. It would also make an important  
contribution  to  several  regional  and  national  research  objectives  (mainly  for  the  Roman 
period). 

The assessment is accompanied by an Updated Project Design for a programme of analysis  
(Stage 3) for which further funding is requested from the English Heritage Aggregates Levy  
Sustainability  Fund  (ALSF)  programme.  The  assessment  and  UPD  complements  other 
English Heritage ALSF-funded projects, in particular the Worcestershire Aggregates Resource 



Assessment  (PNUM 3966),  Unlocking the Past:  Outreach (PNUM 4747) and the Beckford  
Post-excavation project. 

1.  General Introduction

1.1 Background
Unlocking the Past is a project designed to ‘unlock’ the potential of local group and museum 
collections which  derive from areas of the county which  have been and will  continue to be 
affected by aggregate extraction. It addresses a number of the shortfalls in the understanding of 
the archaeology of aggregate producing areas in the county which are currently being identified 
through another ALSF project, Archaeology and Aggregates in Worcestershire (PNUM 3966). 

A  Project  Outline was  submitted  by  Worcestershire Historic  Environment  and Archaeology 
Service (WHEAS)  to English  Heritage and a Project  Design (Stage 1)  was  produced and 
approved (21 December  2005;  ref  4776PD).  A  Stage 2  (Assessment)  Project  Design was 
finalised and approved in March 2005 (Agreement dated 15 March 2006). 

Assessment (Stage 2) has now been completed. This was originally envisaged to lead to the 
production of a single assessment report and an Updated Project Design (UPD), however, the 
results  of  Stage  2  have necessitated  the  division  of  the  project  output  into  two  separate 
assessment reports and updated project designs.

The Assessment  and  Updated  Project  Design  presented  within  this  document  covers the 
majority of the local group and museum collections deriving from areas of the county which 
have  been  and  will  continue  to  be  affected  by  aggregate  extraction.  The  UPD  presents 
proposals,  methods,  costings  and a timetable for the completion  of such  a programme of 
analysis. The work proposed would form Stage 3 of the project for which funding is requested 
from English  Heritage though the Aggregates Levy Sustainability  Fund.  The programme of 
analysis has been designed and resourced in  order to enable it  to be completed within  the 
current round of the ALSF.

A separate document presents an Assessment and Updated Project Design for the collection 
from the 1930’s excavations at the Iron Age hillfort on Bredon Hill (Hurst 2006). 

The project also complements an associated and ongoing ALSF project, Unlocking the Past: 
Outreach (PNUM 4747) which has been designed to communicate and make available these 
collections  and  results  of  former  aggregates  extraction  projects  to  community  groups, 
educational  organisations,  private  researchers  and  other  interested  parties.  This  Outreach 
Project has enhanced, and has the potential to continue enhance any further approved stage of 
the Collections and HER enhancement project, through building links with community groups 
and others and providing sessions for handling and processing collections. This will  continue 
draw  people  into  any  further  work  approved  for  funding  within  the  Collections  and  HER 
Enhancement  Project.  Thus strong links exist  between the projects  in  terms of community 
liaison.

The Assessment and Updated Project Design presented has been produced by the WHEAS 
Field Section in consultation with the County Archaeology Officer, HER Manager, local groups, 
the Worcestershire Museums Service, Birmingham City Museum and Art Gallery, the Almonry 
Museum,  members of the Beckford Project  Team (Jan Wills  and Jane Evans) and staff of 
English Heritage (Peter Busby, Helen Keeley and Kath Buxton). Following initial submission in 
October 2006 the Assessment and UPD have been revised in the light of comment received 



following  circulation  within  EH  (collated  comment  received  from  Helen  Keeley,  dated  24 
February 2007). 

1.2 Aggregates and archaeology in Worcestershire
Worcestershire has been subject to both soft and hard aggregate extraction over a long period 
of time with the two principal river valleys, the Severn and the Avon, and the limestone outcrops 
in the south-east of the county and at Bredon Hill forming the focus of these activities.

The  importance  of  these  areas  and  the  impact  of  extraction  upon  them  has  been  long 
recognised. This has recently resulted in the design and ongoing implementation of an ALSF 
project,  Archaeology and Aggregates in Worcestershire (PNUM 3966;  due for completion in 
January/February 2006). This project is aimed at assessing the past and potential future impact 
of aggregate extraction in Worcestershire and strengthening the data and research frameworks 
that  inform future management  decisions relating to aggregates extraction.  This  is  seen as 
being  of  particular  importance  in  the  absence  of  a  current  Minerals  Local  Plan  (the 
implementation period of the last one issued having expired in 2003).

A number of matters are immediately evident from the work being undertaken within this project 
and from other initiatives within the County:

1. Both the Severn and Avon Valleys (and their tributaries) in Worcestershire have been 
and continue to be affected by the aggregates industry. This includes ongoing working of 
extant permissions (some with pre-PPG16 permissions and no archaeological provision 
as at Ripple in  the Severn Valley);  formal applications for both extension of existing 
quarries and establishment of new quarries (as at Strensham in the Avon Valley and 
Ryall North in the Severn Valley); and preliminary enquiries about potential future areas 
of extraction in both the Severn and Avon Valleys. These impact  (or will  continue to 
impact)  on  already affected landscapes as well  as potentially  previously  unaffected 
areas. Although prediction of the location of the likely areas to be affected by future 
extraction  proposals  within  the  county  is  difficult  due  to  the  absence  of  a  current 
Minerals  Local  Plan,  discussions  with  planners  and  minerals  operators  with  whom 
WHEAS regularly work suggest that there is no reason to believe that this pattern will 
radically alter in the near future.

2. Extensive programmes of archaeological fieldwork undertaken in association with former 
and  ongoing  aggregate  extraction  underpin  much  of  our  understanding  of  the 
archaeology of the County, especially for the prehistoric period;

3. It has not been possible within the funding constraints placed upon the projects giving 
rise to this material and upon local museums to make the results of these programmes 
of work  available to anyone but  professional archaeological  audiences.  Even for the 
latter,  although most  major  excavations have been formally published (or are in  the 
process of publication),  a considerable body of important  information remains solely 
available  through  grey  literature  or  within  regional  journals  which  have  limited 
circulation. For community groups, educational organisations, private researchers and 
other interested parties these results and material remain largely inaccessible and their 
educative value remains largely unfulfilled.

4. Lastly, partially through the importance of these sites, but more particularly through the 
nature of archaeology within  landscapes affected by aggregate extraction (visibility  of 
cropmarks, arable land use, etc), these areas have formed a focus for the work of early 
20th century archaeologists, local groups and individuals. This work has resulted in the 



accumulation  of  considerable  collections  of  material  which  have  great  potential  to 
enhance our understanding of the archaeology of these areas. However, assessment, 
analysis  and integration  of  results  into  the  HER,  modern  research  frameworks  and 
museum collections has largely not been possible to date. Furthermore, some elements 
of  these  collections  derive  from  areas  which  have  since  been  quarried.  As  a 
consequence these represent (in conjunction with cropmark and cartographic evidence) 
the sole archaeological record for these old aggregate extraction sites.

1.3 Scope
The current  project  was  designed in  the light  of the observations made above.  It  aims  to 
address the issue of those collections derived from the two principal aggregate production areas 
in Worcestershire (the Avon Valley/Vale of Evesham and the Severn Valley) which have not 
previously been studied and/or those warranting re-assessment (1.2.4 above; 2.2 below). 

Processing,  assessment,  re-evaluation  and  collation  has  been undertaken (Section  2)  and 
where  appropriate subsequent  analysis  of  these collections  is  now  proposed (Stage 3).  If 
approved, Stage 3 work will lead to further HER enhancement and increased accessibility and 
quality  of information  thereby strengthening  research and managements  frameworks within 
aggregate extraction areas of Worcestershire(Section 3).

1.4 Project aims
The original project aims were defined as follows:

A1. to improve understanding of the range and character of the archaeological  resource 
within  aggregate  extraction  landscapes  in  Worcestershire  (for  instance  through 
assessing  and  analysing  previously  unstudied  surface  assemblages  and  other 
unpublished material it will be possible to support understanding of the range and nature 
of material assemblages in use or distributions of settlement and other activities within 
the landscape); 

A2. to  identify  sites  which  have  previously  not  been  accessioned  onto  the  HER  (the 
collections include some sites which are either unknown or partly/inadequately known to 
the HER);

A3. to refine information relating to known sites (for example dating of known cropmarks by 
linking them to surface assemblages or through examination of collections which have 
either not previously been studied in detail or which warrant re-assessment in the light of 
knowledge gain since their original examination);

A4. to enhance the Worcestershire HER,  archaeological  frameworks (aggregate specific, 
local, regional and national) and museum collections (by ensuring that those collections 
of unstudied material or those warranting re-assessment are examined, made accessible 
and analysed to allow information from them to be accessioned onto the HER and used 
in the development of archaeological frameworks);

A5. to improve (through assessment) the understanding of the character and interpretation 
of fieldwalking assemblages and thereby targeting and use of this commonly applied 
prospection/assessment methodology;

A6. to strengthen the baseline information and frameworks against  which  archaeological 
management  decisions  are  made  in  relation  to  aggregate  extraction  planning 
applications in Worcestershire (by enhancing the HER – see also below); and



A7. to improve the accuracy, output and efficiency of assessment/evaluation and mitigation 
strategies  commissioned  by  the  aggregates  industry  in  response  to  planning 
requirements (though the enhancement of the HER and the development of a better 
overall understanding of the nature of the resource in aggregate production areas).

A8. to contribute to other ALSF initiatives such as the Beckford Project and address areas 
identified for future research within  the recently produced regional framework for the 
West  Midlands (with  which  Service staff are familiar  as WHEAS  has been a major 
contributor).

Of  these,  the HER enhancement  is  considered particularly important  as this  underpins the 
development of management frameworks for aggregate extraction areas (Minerals local plans, 
other ALSF projects, etc). In conjunction with local and regional archaeological frameworks, it 
provides the basis for decision making on individual planning applications for new areas of 
aggregate extraction (planning briefs, desk-based assessments, evaluations, etc). The project 
will  therefore benefit the aggregates industry through supporting the development of improved 
management  framework within  which  archaeological  curatorial decisions are made in  areas 
affected by future extraction proposals.

The HER and local research frameworks also provide the baseline information against which 
the  results  of  assessments,  evaluations  and  mitigation  strategies  are  considered.  By 
strengthening  these,  the project  will  therefore facilitate better  understanding and more cost 
effective delivery of responses to the aggregate industry  by archaeological  consultants  and 
contractors operating in Worcestershire on behalf of the industry.

1.5 Objectives
Through assessment, re-evaluation, collation and (where appropriate) subsequent analysis and 
HER accessioning of these collections, the project will  achieve a number of objectives which 
will allow it to address the aims described above (Section 2.3).

OB1. Enhance the baseline information held within the Historic Environment Record for 
aggregate production areas. This will  be achieved primarily through the accessioning 
onto the HER of previously unknown sites (to the HER) and refining information on 
others;

OB2. Strengthen research frameworks.  This will  be achieved by improving the overall 
understanding  of  the  range  and  character  of  the  archaeological  resource  within 
aggregate production areas;

OB3. Improve understanding and interpretation of fieldwalking assemblages within these 
areas. This will  primarily be achieved through linking assemblages to cropmark sites 
(where possible)  and also assessing variations in  the composition and character  of 
selected surface assemblages, thereby supporting development and implementation of 
this  commonly  used prospection technique.  Other previously analysed assemblages 
will  be taken into account especially where subsequent evaluation or excavation has 
been undertaken thus allowing the link between the predicted resource and the actual 
buried remains to be considered if possible ;

OB4. Make available through the HER the information  from these collections  to both 
public and professional audiences;

OB5. Enable collections to be curated and managed more effectively by local museums 
and  thus  be  more  accessible  for  archaeological  research  and  non-professional 



audiences.  This  will  result  from  the  proper  assessment,  quantification,  marking, 
bagging, and boxing of material and also from linking them to paper and other relevant 
records.

These  address  ALSF  Objective  2  and  specifically  the  theme  of  ‘research  to  enhance 
understanding of the scale and character of the historic environment in aggregate producing 
areas in order to provide the baseline information necessary for effective future management’.

Further, through liaison with local groups, research into the results of their previous fieldwork 
and feedback,  the project  will  engage the local community  (ALSF  Objective 3,  specifically 
‘local education, interpretation, outreach and community involvement and capacity building’).

The project outcome will thereby address two of the core objectives of the ALSF:

 ‘developing the capacity to manage aggregate extraction landscapes in the future’;

 ‘delivering to public  and professional audiences the full  benefits of knowledge gained 
through past work in aggregates extraction areas’.

Lastly, liaison with local groups and museums during the project, assessment and analysis of 
these collections and the resultant improved understanding of the archaeological resource has 
the potential to contribute to two other ALSF projects:

 The Beckford Project;

 Unlocking the Past: Outreach.



2. Assessment report

2.1 Background and distribution of collections

The investigations covered by this assessment have been undertaken over a large number of 
years by a variety of excavators, local groups and individual collectors over a wide area of the 
county affected by gravel extraction. Significant  artefacts from the prehistoric to the modern 
periods have been shown to be included in these collections, although Romano-British material 
dominates. 

The earliest investigations assessed were of a site excavated near to the King and Queens 
stones on Bredon in 1911 while the most recent material assessed derived from a fieldwalk 
completed at Pirton in 2005. The potential value of most of these to archaeological research in 
the areas covered has not been realised since few of the sites have been accurately dated, 
characterised or published to any significant degree. These sites therefore provide a potentially 
highly important body of evidence derived from nearly 100 years of archaeological endeavour 
across areas of the county affected by aggregate production.

The principal area affected lies in South Worcestershire around Bredon Hill and within the Vale 
of Evesham, an area which contains many of the main gravel extraction sites exploited in the 
past in the county and one continues to be affected by quarrying. In this area, the visible and 
known resource is dominated by a complicated network of cropmarks, however, only a very 
limited  proportion of these have been investigated or dated and the area remains relatively 
poorly understood.

The only major excavation in modern times within the main area under consideration, remains 
that at Beckford (Wills et al forthcoming), although important programmes of salvage recording 
and limited excavation have also taken place at Huntsmans Quarry and Aston Mill Quarry both 
in Kemerton (Dinn and Evans 1998; Jackson forthcoming).

The sites assessed focus upon the gravel terraces of the Avon and Carrant Valleys, and as such 
the assessed material has much potential for developing our understanding of settlement in the 
aggregate extraction areas (Figure 1). Despite this potential, little synthetic analysis has been 
carried out beyond very basic  dating from existing published data (Miller forthcoming).  This 
appears to indicate a distinct  change in the nature and longevity of settlement in the Roman 
period with later sites clustering around the edge of the Cotswolds. In the eastern part of the 
aggregates area the recent excavation at Childswickham (Hurst forthcoming) demonstrates the 
variability of settlement type and the possibility of higher status buildings being located along 
the southernmost fringe of Worcestershire. 

The existing distribution of known settlement clusters on the gravel terraces is largely restricted 
to poorly or undated cropmark enclosures/complexes because of the greater visibility of such 
sites (Whimster 1989). However, settlement types that are not suited to detection through aerial 
photography are poorly represented (eg unenclosed Iron Age and Roman settlements). Further, 
the overall pattern of discovery, recording and publication allied to limited analysis and therefore 
dating  and  understanding  of  material  collections  considerably  skews  our  understanding  of 
settlement patterns in the region. Taken together these considerably affect our understanding of 
the real nature and extent of the resource and thereby hinder effective management of areas 
under consideration for aggregate extraction or other development.



2.2 Aims of the assessment
The assessment looks to define the potential for further investigation and synthesis of the large 
body  of  data  provided  by  the  collections  to  improve our  understanding  of  the  range and 
character of sites within one of the two main aggregate production areas of the county. It also 
considers the potential of such analysis to contribute to wider regional and national research 
frameworks. 

2.3 Research Frameworks
This assessment  aims at contributing  to research frameworks at both regional and national 
levels  particularly  where  aggregate  areas  have a  significant  potential  to  forward  research 
agendas. 

This project has the potential to fulfil several objectives in the West Midlands Research Agenda 
framework for the Roman period in Worcestershire (Locket 2002):

“i    To summarise the known archaeological resource in the region…..

 iv   To evaluate the quality and character of the material evidence…..

vi  To  go  some  way  towards  identifying  research  priorities  for  future  topic 
areas……”

In his paper Locket further indicates the need to develop our understanding of sites in the Vale 
of Evesham where the ceramic groups are significantly different from the rest of Worcestershire. 
He hypothesizes that sites in the south of the county have a wider range of extra-regional wares 
possibly indicating the presence of high status sites or villas.

The need to characterise sites lacking good excavation records through the analysis of whole 
assemblages, especially functional analysis, has been presented by Jeremy Evans at a national 
level (2001). Whilst  this approach works in areas of the South East, the uniqueness and the 
lower levels of material culture in Worcestershire strongly indicate the need to differentiate local 
sites  using  this  methodology,  rather  than  through  direct  comparison with  sites  from  other 
regions. 

The need for synthetic analysis of ceramic assemblages within Worcestershire has also been 
put forward by the Study Group for Roman Pottery, in their research agendas for rural sites:

“In some parts of the region post-PPG 16 evaluations are adding significantly to the 
database of material from rural sites (eg. for Herefordshire and Worcestershire), and it is 
suggested that syntheses of this material would go some way towards providing insights 
into the rural pattern of pottery use.” (Booth and Willis 2006). 

Little or no synthetic work has been undertaken in Worcestershire in the 30 years since Peter 
Webster brought out his definitive work on Severn Valley Wares in 1976, based on excavation 
data from  the 1950-60s.  Two successive generations  have failed to  take the opportunities 
offered by the major Worcester and Droitwich excavations to further develop understanding of 
the chronology and distribution of the Roman pottery industries in Worcestershire. This project 
has high potential  using  these assemblages, with  their  wide range of fabrics and forms to 
correlate existing evidence for the dating of Romano-British ceramics in the aggregates area. 
This research will incorporate datasets from modern excavations in the area, in particular from 
Wyre Piddle (Griffin forthcoming), and Childswickham (Timby 2004).



Aside from the large body of Roman material present, assessment has been undertaken of the 
limited quantities of lithics  contained within  the collections and of three larger surface lithic 
assemblages. Lithic assemblages derived from other work within aggregate extraction areas of 
the county  has also been briefly considered.  Such  collections have received little  previous 
attention yet have considerable local and regional research potential in an area where lithics are 
generally limited in quantity, have generally received little or no attention and where there is no 
strong tradition of avocational collection (Barfield 2004). The assessment and recommendations 
made have been designed to begin to address these issues by improving access to collections, 
raising  awareness of the character  and distribution  of flint  assemblages in  the county  and 
making recommendations for enhancing the potential of avocational collection to address what 
remains an area of considerable weakness in the known resource.

2.4 Assessment methodology

2.4.1 Artefacts
All  material  within  the collections  addressed by the project  has been identified,  recovered, 
processed and assessed and has considerably exceeded the quantities originally envisioned in 
the Project Design (Jackson et al 2006).

The great majority of artefacts examined were unprocessed. These have been washed, marked 
and boxed using the guidelines in First Aid for Finds (Watkinson 1987), using in excess of 200 
days of volunteer time. 

Subsequently  these have been quantified,  dated  broadly  to  period  and  assessed for  their 
potential to contribute to the project aims and objectives. The resultant information has been 
recorded on a Finds Database which  includes site reference (HER),  material  type,  quantity 
(count  and weight),  spot  dating,  date range of assemblage (or where relevant  of individual 
context) and description (of assemblage/context not individual artefact).

The assemblage from each site which  could be individually identified and located has been 
assessed for its potential for either analysis or re-analysis in conjunction with any limited archive 
material and for its potential to support wider project aims (see below). 

Unstratified material  has been assessed for its  potential  use within  teaching  boxes and for 
establishing fabric sets for use by local societies. 

Within the scope of the project, it has not been possible to check whether museums beyond the 
county boundaries hold collections from within Worcestershire. Where sites from beyond the 
county  have  been  identified  the  relevant  HERs  will  be  informed  (namely  those  for 
Gloucestershire and Warwickshire) and it is hoped that any future work on collections held in 
these counties will take into account the need to integrate information with the output from this 
project and further enhance the Worcestershire HER.

2.4.2 Archives
Archive material relating to most of the sites included has been revealed to be very limited with 
only site notebooks relating to Broadway and the Overbury Park being recovered. Most of the 
rest  of  the  material  accompanying  the  collections  is  restricted  to  letters  and  notes,  or 
photographs relating to individual finds. Some of the sites from the Almonry have been written 
up and published to a limited degree, but  little information survives beyond short articles in 
regional journals. The SWAG  fieldwalks have more complete data in the form of maps and 
distribution grids. 



All identified archive material has been scanned (using a portable scanner purchased for the 
project) and have been bound as PDF files for ease of use and access through the HER. 

2.4.3 Preliminary HER enhancement
Sites examined have been located where possible and distributions plotted on the HER allowing 
correlation with existing entries and identification and accessioning of any sites found to have 
not previously been recorded (Figure 1). 

Sites found to lie outside of broadly defined aggregate extraction areas have been excluded from 
detailed assessment and are not included within any analysis proposed in the UPD.

Preliminary information has been added to the HER including site name, location, activity type, 
date of activity, source and provisional dating based on spot dates assigned during assessment. 

The distribution  of the sites has been examined against  known  and plotted cropmark data 
allowing identification of collections recovered from cropmarks or within 100m of one. 

2.5 Dissemination
Information resulting  from the assessment  has been made available as widely  as possible 
though:

1. Preliminary HER enhancement (see 2.4.3);
2. Presentation of a short paper on the project at an ALSF conference held in Worcester in 

November 2006;
3. Involvement of the Project Manager (Robin Jackson) and other team members in further 

ALSF  initiatives in  the county (Worcestershire Aggregates Resource Assessment   - 
PNUM 3966, and Unlocking the Past Outreach – PNUM 4747);

4. Continued involvement and updating of volunteers and local interest groups with project 
progress and new fieldwork and finds work initiatives in the county. 

2.6 Collections from the Almonry Museum, Evesham

2.6.1 Summary quantification
The material available for assessment from the Almonry Museum, Evesham consisted of 25 
boxes of assorted finds (as opposed to the original estimate of 12 boxes). Some potentially 
useful material was not fully available for assessment being on display at the museum. 

Both  stratified  and  unstratified  material  was  present,  the  latter  being  in  the  majority  and 
comprising both surface finds and finds for which contextual information was probably present 
when collected but was either not been recorded or more probably has been lost in the interim.

 The assemblages provide a wide range of pottery fabrics, predominantly of Romano-British 
date but also including medieval, post-medieval and modern pottery as well as some prehistoric 
material. Some other find types were also present including limited quantities of worked flint. 

Unfortunately only about half of the assessed material could be identified to specific,  located 
sites.  Limited  information was available written  on envelopes and boxes accompanying the 
collections but most recoverable documentation derives from articles in the Vale of Evesham 
Historical Society Journal, and from other regional journals. Further information may potentially 
be available within local press archives or still  be held by individuals involved in the original 
investigations which  gave rise to the collections.  Artefacts from a total of 30 sites could be 



identified as being potentially useful from the collections, Cox’s (1967) article and the records at 
the Almonry.  These comprised 3 boxes of material from clearly definable sites and 7 boxes 
unidentifiable to specific  sites but  most  likely deriving  from sites known  to be held  by the 
museum such as Broadway (WSM 10944 – some finds although unmarked were tied back to 
this site), and therefore potentially traceable. 

A number of the sites assessed were found to be located out of the county or were not possible 
to locate at all. Since these either lay beyond the parameters of this research project or were of 
no value due to not being locatable, these were only processed and re-boxed and do not form 
part of any further analysis proposed within the UPD. It  is noted that these range from small 
collections  of  finds  recovered  by  individuals  to  much  larger  sites  from  which  substantial 
numbers of coins have been recovered. 

2.6.2 Summary of potential
The defined and relevant sites assessed displayed considerable variation of quantity and quality. 
Many of the sites have been written up in a very limited fashion or have not previously been 
disseminated. Since they have not been investigated to modern standards and have at best 
minimal contextual data, there is only limited potential for structural analysis of individual sites, 
though many of the artefact assemblages have potential for analysis to refine dating of activity 
within  individual  fields,  cropmark  sites  or  parishes.  Others  have  the  potential  to  broadly 
characterise site activity. As a group they have a high potential for evaluation of variations in site 
typology  and  distribution.  The  overall  assemblage  has  the  potential  to  contribute  to  the 
characterisation of Roman period site assemblages in the region and for comparison to field 
walking surveys. 

It  is also suggested that for each site a brief summary report should be produced and made 
available though the HER. This would provide:

 access to and dissemination of those sites/assemblages not previously published; 

 for those previously published solely as notes or interims - wider dissemination integrating 
revised dating (and in some cases revised characterisation);

 concise site information and details of archive material and location. 

Such analysis and HER enhancement has considerable potential to:

 improve the quality  and accessibility  of information on a large number  of small-scale 
interventions across an important aggregate extraction area within the county;

 provide greater understanding of the date, character and distribution of Roman settlement 
across this area; and 

 go  some  way  to  addressing  the  relatively  poor  level  of  understanding  of  the  whole 
archaeological resource in this area and thereby support effective management decisions 
and assessments of significance of individual sites which  are to be affected by future 
aggregate extraction. 

2.6.3 Individual Almonry site assessments

Sites within project parameters



1. Broadway (WSM 10944) 
These finds  were  excavated from  a gravel  pit  worked during  the  1930’s  and 1940’s.  The 
presence of some sherds identifiable from drawings in the interim report published by C N S 
Smith (1946, 57-77) and mixed and stored with finds from an Evesham Excavation undertaken 
in 1976 is a matter of concern and has considerably affected the integrity of the collection. 

Within the scope of the assessment resources some material has been re-sorted from the later 
material.  Further  elements  are liable to  prove possible  to  tie  back  to material  recorded in 
notebooks or published (Smith ibid) and should be similarly extracted if resources allow.

Of potentially greatest importance was the identification within  this amalgamated material of 
three sherds of Grooved Ware. These formed part of a corpus of Late Neolithic pottery identified 
and published in  1936 for which  the name Grooved Ware was proposed (Hazzeldine et al 
1936), a term which survives in use to this day. The rarity of Grooved Ware within the West  
Midlands makes these sherds important  in  their  own right,  however, the rediscovery of this 
material associated with the first formal adoption of the term adds to their interest. The sherds 
are of a potentially  different fabric  to other Grooved Ware recorded in  the county and thus 
warrant thin sectioning. If determined to be of a new fabric for the county this would require 
accessioning onto the county fabric series (http://www.worcestershireceramics.org) .  Further, 
unpublished drawings of later material and an excavation notebook are in the archive file at the 
Almonry,  and could  usefully  be integrated into a brief  archive report  to upgrade the HER. 
Further information on the provenance of the Grooved Ware may be identified to improve on the 
currently published context for these finds, namely from ‘an occupation hole’.

Other fragments from this site may still be identifiable, but the single sherd of decorated Saxon 
pottery  was  not  located.  Most  of  the  Roman  assemblage has  been  lost  into  the  general 
unstratified assemblage. The interim report for this site was written in 1946 and as such the 
assemblage could do with being re-evaluated, where it survives and the fabrics identified. 

2. Childswickham (WSM 34738)
Romano-British pottery including samian ware, and fragments of flue tiles, roofing tiles,  and 
coins of 3rd to 4th century date were recovered and are listed in the records at the Almonry. The 
pottery assemblage also included a single sherd of late 4th to 5th century shell tempered ware, 
an  important  indicator  of  occupation/activity  of  this  period  which  is  only  rarely  present  in 
Worcestershire as a whole. One possible prehistoric sherd was present and a piece of gravel. 

While a small  assemblage, the pottery does correlate with  the coin date range. Although to 
what extent the surviving material represents the initial assemblage is not clearly definable, a 
limited amount of data was recoverable and this has the potential to characterising and date site 
activity, most importantly included some at the end of the Roman period. It is also possible from 
the records for this  site  that  the block  of tesserae on display in  the Almonry  is  from this 
assemblage. This also strengthens the possibility of this being a high status site as indicated by 
the presence of flue tiles and roofing tiles. This would be a valuable opportunity to enhance the 
context of the recently excavated Childswickham villa (Patrick and Hurst 2004).

3. Wickhamford (WSM 35817)
This site was defined by Cox (1967; Cox Sites 4 and 5) and contains a description of a single 
pottery counter of Romano-British date. The artefacts available for assessment consisted of a 
small Roman assemblage of 2nd to 4th century date, with some unusual forms. The small size of 
the ceramic assemblage restricts its potential to dating of the site. Five flint waste flakes were 
also recovered and probably represent casual discard.

http://www.worcestershireceramics.org/


4. Badsey Fields (WSM 34731)
Records indicate the presence of a single skeleton, an Iron Age pit dwelling with bone, marked 
pottery and broken lower mandibles of sheep or goats. A collection of coins has a date range 
mid1st century to mid  4th century.  Fibulae (trumpet,  snake pattern and others), buckles, pot-
boilers, whetstones, quern fragments, flute tiles and an oculists stamp are listed but few can be 
readily identified within  the Almonry collections.  The surviving  pottery examined during  the 
assessment is Romano-British of varying date: bases, body sherds and rims of jars and bowls 
are present and have the potential for refining dating of activity at the site. However the site is 
only currently locatable to parish.

5. Badsey  Fields Fox Hill (WSM 32203)
Eleven skeletons were recorded as being recovered in this excavation but could not be identified 
within the collections recovered from the Almonry.  Fibulae were also recorded as having been 
recovered as well as a bone pin, quern fragments, flue tiles and roofing tiles. These also were 
not  readily  identifiable  within  the  material  at  the  Almonry  and  have most  probably  been 
incorporated into the general display or unstratified material. In addition 8 Roman coins were 
noted as having been recovered - a list of these is present in the very limited archive, with a 
date range of the 1st-4th century.  Some pottery and other finds remained located to the site 
within the collections and was assessed. The material has a broad Roman date and pottery 
displays some abrasion. 

Several late 4th century to possible Anglo-Saxon sherds were also recovered. This is significant 
as early Anglo-Saxon pottery is rare within Worcestershire, although the bulk of that recovered 
outside of Droitwich has been in the south of the county. An early Iron Age pot is recorded as 
being stored in Worcester Museum but was not accessible during the assessment.

The date range of the ceramic  assemblage correlates well  with  the Roman coins listed as 
having been recovered. The limited archive data makes this assemblage of limited potential 
beyond dating site activity.  These finds had been listed as unlocated material but have now 
been broadly located (to Fox Hill). 

6. North Littleton, Blakes Hill (WSM 2803/30619/34734) 
A single shell tempered ware sherd was recovered, an important indicator of occupation/activity 
of this period which is only rarely present in Worcestershire as a whole. This is too little material 
for meaningful analysis, although the HER records the presence of tegulae, imbrex and a stone 
building  indicative  of  relatively  high  status  activity.  It  may  be  possible  to  recover  more 
information about this site but the bulk of the finds remain undiscovered in the Almonry store 
room  or have been mixed in  with  the unstratified material.  The site  has only  very limited 
potential unless more material can be found or relocated. 

7. Offenham, Debden Cottage (WSM 35820)
A number of fragments of Romano-British pottery were present, including Samian ware as well 
as a quern stone, flue tiles and human bone. The assemblage has a wide date range and 
includes prehistoric pottery though in low quantity. The majority of the assemblage is abraded, 
and dates from 2nd-4th century,  with  some sherds dating from the 1st-2nd century or slightly 
earlier. Medieval sherds are also present as are fragments of flint debitage. Other finds include a 
iron/steel knife blade, one pig bone and a few pieces of slag. The date range is broad but the 
assemblage has some potential for dating and characterising site activity.

8. Bricklehampton (behind Church/Blackbutts; WSM 35818)
The assemblage is small and dominated by 2nd-4th century Roman forms, including abraded rim 
sherds, plus coarse fabric wares. The used distal end of a flint blade of Neolithic/Bronze Age 



date was also recovered. This is a small assemblage with little potential beyond a broad dating 
of site activity.

9. Ashton-under-Hill (Gratens Field; WSM 7578)
The pottery assemblage has a good date range, with a clear 1st century to 2nd century sherds. 
The remaining sherds are of a more general 1st-4th century. The sherds are in good condition, 
with little abrasion. Many coins were recovered and are listed in the limited archive report. The 
Roman coins range from the 1st-4th century with majority of coins dated to the 3rd century. Iron 
Age coins were also recovered, dated to the early 1st century while post-Roman coins range 
from medieval, to the 17th century. 

This  assemblage has a high  potential  for dating  and broadly characterising  site  activity,  a 
potential which is enhanced by its association with a recorded cropmark site in an adjacent field 
which has been evaluated (fieldwalking and trenching) in connection with a mineral extraction 
proposal  (Jackson  1991).  The finds  from  this  evaluation  included  a possible  Late  Bronze 
Age/Early Iron Age vessel,  Iron Age material and a substantial  Roman assemblage. Taken 
together the data has considerable potential to broaden our understanding of the site through 
providing dating and broad site characterisation. 

10. Sedgeberrow (WSM 7517; Malkin Site 29)
This assemblage is dominated by coins of mostly Roman date and Roman pottery. The pottery 
assemblage is quite abraded but provides a range of pot forms, the majority of which are of 2-3rd 

century  date.  There are no specific  early  sherds,  although  two  shell  tempered sherds  are 
indicative of late Roman occupation/activity which is only rarely present in Worcestershire as a 
whole.  The coins  are predominantly  3-4th century  in  age,  although  the  overall  date  range 
extends from early 2nd century to late 4th century. One Anglo-Saxon coin was also recovered 
(dated c 700 AD) along with 7 medieval coins (dated 13-16th century), and three 17th century 
coins. Four chunky and abraded flint flakes were also recovered.

The assemblage has good potential for dating the site and some limited potential for broadly 
characterising site activity.

11. Sedgeberrow (Blakes Hill; WSM 5502)
The assemblage consists of Romano-British pottery, jars and tankards which are quite abraded. 
The majority of sherds are 2-3rd century. The date range extends to 3-4th century with a white-
slipped rim sherd. Shell tempered ware was recovered and provides an important indicator of 
late  Roman  or  early  post-Roman  occupation/activity  which  is  only  rarely  present  in 
Worcestershire as a whole. The assemblage thus has good potential for dating site activity but 
has only limited potential beyond this.

12. Cleeve Prior (WSM 35819)
Cleeve Hill terrace and Cleeve House skeleton. A human skeleton was recovered from Cleeve 
House, with a pot to either  side and a stone cist. Both pots were of a coarse pink-ware, one a 
narrow concave-sided handled mug, the other a dish with a pedestal. It is possible that the pots 
are  present  in  the  display  at  the  almonry.  These finds  were  not  present  in  the  artefact 
assemblage  identified  as  belonging  to  this  site  recovered  from  the  Almonry,  The  pottery 
assemblage is abraded, with  a variety of pot types. Predominantly Romano-British 2nd to 3rd 

century, the sherds derived from jars and bowls, and some 3rd to 4th century. The assemblage 
gives a good date range for the site but lacks the key recorded finds. As such the site has 
limited potential beyond dating activity on this site. 

13. Bretforton (Cuckoo; WSM 35827)



The only artefacts recorded were three rim sherds of shell tempered ware. This is an important 
indicator of late Roman/early post-Roman occupation/activity in this area and is rarely present in 
Worcestershire as a whole. The site therefore has a limited potential in determining distributions 
of activity of this date.

14. Blakes Hill, North Littleton (WSM 34734/30619)
Roman flue tile,  flint  and burnt  stone and early medieval cooking pot provide an interesting 
findspot but the collection has little potential beyond dating site activity.

15. ‘H’ Found at Hinton-on-the-Green between Downrip Farm and The Harrow (WSM 35831)
A small collection of pottery, mostly Romano-British of 1st-4th century date, with one medieval 
sherd. This find spot has very limited potential beyond dating site activity.

16. Elmont Coppice, Beckford, Bredon Hill 1951 (WSM 35853)
One rim of a Severn Valley Ware jar was recovered, dating to the 2nd to 3rd century. This find 
spot has very limited potential beyond dating due to the lack of finds but can be included in the 
larger collections from this area (see below).

17. Reservoir Site (WSM 21048)
This assemblage consisted was one of the larger located ones identified from the Almonry and 
included 147 sherds of Romano-British pottery weighing 1.810 kg. 

A limited range of fabrics was present and typically the assemblage was dominated by Severn 
Valley ware in both 2nd-3rd century and 3rd-4th century forms. The sherds display relatively little 
abrasion and are clearly from stratified or protected contexts. Smaller amounts of Samian, white 
wares, grey ware and one abraded Malvernian lid sherd were also present. Medieval and post-
medieval sherds were also recovered as well as other showing higher levels of abrasion. 

Unfortunately, although the material is in good condition and can be located, no paper archive 
has been identified during assessment. As a result, although the assemblage has considerable 
potential value for dating and broadly characterising site activity, the lack of any contextual data 
limits the potential for higher level interpretation.

18. New Barn, Cow Honeybourne (WSM 2826)
A small and abraded assemblage dominated by body sherds, rim sherds and a single base, 
dated to 1-4th centuries. In the absence of specific  forms,  the pottery only provides a broad 
Roman date for the site. One burnt flint chunk was also recovered. Two pieces of animal bone, 
two pieces of unidentifiable iron, and one small piece of furnace slag represent the upper date 
range of the site (medieval to modern). This has little potential beyond very basic site dating. 

19. Murcot, Childswickham (WSM 35738)
Romano-British pottery from poorly located excavation - recorded to include Samian, flue tile 
and a ceramic spindle whorl. However, only four sherds survived in the Almonry collection as 
recovered for assessment. This provides too small an assemblage to have any potential beyond 
very basic site dating.

20. Murcot Infant Burial (WSM 35828)
Artefacts recovered consisted of small fragments of human bone and some animal bone. The 
pottery is early 1st BC-1st AD,  and one 2nd-4th century sherd. Little evidence survives and as 
such the site has limited potential with the small finds assemblage providing little information 
beyond dating of site activity.



Both nos 19-20 would considerably enhance the background context of the recently excavated 
Childswickham villa site (Patrick and Hurst 2004).

2.6.4 Out of county and unlocated sites 
1. Willersley Hill 
This is a small fieldwalked assemblage from the two fields immediately to the left of the road 
running  east  out  of  Willersley  and up  the  hill.  This  is  an interesting  if  small  assemblage 
consisting of 30 sherds of Romano-British pottery weighing 632 grams. The group dates from 
the 1st - 4th centuries and consists of Samian, grey wares and Severn valley ware forms mainly 
of 2nd-3rd century date, but also shell tempered ware dating to the 4th century. Tesserae were 
also recovered from these fields. Although these provide a potential for site dating and broad 
characterisation,  the  site  proved  to  lie  outside  of  Worcestershire  and  thus  no  further 
consideration is included in this survey.

2. Willersey Barn
Coins and fragments of pottery are recorded as having been recovered from this site. The coins 
are all  in  Worcester  Museum  and  were  not  available  for  assessment.  The site  has  been 
excluded from the assessment  as it  was located outside of Worcestershire, to the north of 
Broadway and thus lies beyond the scope of this project (Aerial photograph Cox Site 10).

3. Blackminster (WSM 2862)
This assemblage consisted of only a single Iron Age sherd, and a single 1st-4th century Roman 
sherd along with 2 flint flakes. Several Roman coins were also recovered, and are listed in the 
very limited  archive,  these include  a gold-plated coin  of  Canute housed at  the  Worcester 
Museum. This site lies outside of Worcestershire and thus lies beyond the scope of this project 
(Aerial photograph Cox Site 13).

4. Saintbury Grounds (Lower Fields)
Romano-British pottery and some coins.  The assemblage is very small, including two abraded 
rim sherds (2-3rd century),  briquetage from the 1st to early 2nd century and oyster shells.  No 
archive data is available and as such the assemblage is of little use beyond dating a situation. 
Although  specific  location  information  is  absent  the  site  was  identified  as lying  outside of 
Worcestershire and thus lies beyond the scope of this project (Aerial photograph Cox site 16).

5. Weston sub Edge (Colonel Thornhill’s)
Mostly abraded 2nd-4th century pottery with  one burnished sherd of 1st-2nd century date. The 
pottery has a broad date range through to the end of the Roman period and a variety of vessel 
forms are represented including jars, mortaria, and tankards. The assemblage has a good date 
range.  Two  small  flint  fragments  and  an  unidentifiable  piece  of  bone and  iron  were  also 
recovered. In addition, a ring or bracelet of Kimmeridge shale, a small square whetstone, flue 
tiles, a bone implement and a stone axe were recovered. This site lies outside of Worcestershire 
and  as  such  is  beyond  the  remit  of  any  further  consideration  within  this  project (Aerial 
photograph Cox’s site 17).

6. Weston sub Edge (Opposite Seagrave Arms)
A broad date range was represented within the assemblage which displayed little abrasion. The 
earliest material was of Iron Age date and included a briquetage fragment of 1st-2nd century 
date. A Nene Valley beaker base of the 2nd-4th century was identified and the majority of sherds 
could be dated from the 3rd to 4th century.  A small flint flake was noted. This site lies outside of 



Worcestershire and as such is beyond the remit of any further consideration within this project 
(Aerial photograph Cox site 18).

7. Wormington (College Farm) 
This  provides a small  assemblage of Romano British  pottery primarily  dating  to the 1st-2nd 

century. A single handmade body sherd of Iron Age date was also present. Although limited in 
size the assemblage has potential use as a site dating tool, however, since this proved to be 
located just over the border into Gloucestershire it falls beyond the parameters of this project.

8. Unlocated site (Cox 32)
The pottery assemblage has a broad date range, although it is predominantly medieval in age. 
A small number of sherds are Roman 2nd-4th century, and there are two Late Saxon sherds 10th-
12th century. The medieval pot sherds range from 12th-14th century and the 14th-16th century. 
There is one possible prehistoric sherd. In addition there are four pieces of flint debitage, and a 
fragment of possible daub. This site has no potential due to the small size of the assemblage 
but predominantly due to the absence of location information (Aerial photograph Cox site 32).

9. Unlocated site (Cox 34)
This  is  a small  assemblage of Romano British  pottery  dating  to the  1st-4th century.  Small 
amounts of other materials were associated and included glass and bone. The site is currently 
unlocated and therefore has no potential  for further consideration within  this  project  (Aerial 
photograph Cox site 34).

10. Cropmark site between Bourton Hill Farm, Small Houses Farm, and Howesleason Farm
This site was initially identified through aerial photography. Pottery recovered from the site is 
dated to the 2nd-3rd century. Some flint was recovered, although the pieces are quite degraded 
and it is difficult to discern whether any are worked. This site cannot currently be firmly located 
and may lie outside Worcestershire. The site has no potential value for the current project.

2.7 South  Worcestershire  Archaeological  Group  (SWAG)  and  other  fieldwalking 
collections

2.7.1 Summary quantification

The  SWAG  and  other  fieldwalked  sites  comprise  material  from  a  total  of  15  separate 
fieldwalking  projects  some  of  which  have  been  subject  to  more  than  one  phase/area of 
fieldwalking. These mostly derive from south Worcestershire and in particular the area around 
Bredon Hill and within the Vale of Evesham. This is one of the main aggregate production areas 
of Worcestershire. 

Six of the sites examined for the assessment can be tied to distinct cropmarks and most have 
been subject to systematic grid walking for which archives and distribution maps survive. These 
fieldwalking projects have mostly not been subject to anything more than very basic analysis 
and in one case interim publication. 

2.7.2 Summary of potential

Assessment has indicated that these assemblages have considerable potential for defining and 
understanding  settlement  chronology  and  nature.  Through  fabric  analysis,  dating  and 
production of distribution plots, analysis (particularly of those recovered from cropmarks) will 
allow development of an improved understanding of dating and extents of individual sites as 



well as supporting the development of a wider understanding of the character of fieldwalking 
assemblages in aggregate production areas.

Secondly,  by supporting dating of cropmark complexes and through comparative study with 
small  excavations  and other investigations in  this  area they have considerable potential  to 
contribute to the project aims and objectives regarding the wider understanding and prediction 
of the nature/date of the archaeological resource in aggregate production areas.

2.7.3 Individual fieldwalking site assessments

1. Pensham (WSM 34238)
Members of SWAG undertook this fieldwalk in 2005, over a site with a very distinct and unusual 
set of cropmarks. The fieldwalk was undertaken in good weather but very little material was 
recovered.  Only  12 sherds of Roman pottery were recovered, with  only two  very abraded 
forms. These were 2nd-3rd century wide mouthed jars. Two flint flakes were also recorded.

This  is  an intriguing  site,  the lack  of Roman material  could  indicate a prehistoric  or early 
medieval site or that although cropmarks are showing that ploughing is not currently disturbing 
deposits  and bringing  material  to  the surface.  Since  the site  was  walked in  transects  the 
potential for dating any specific element of the cropmarks through recovered material is limited.

The site clearly needs further investigation to see if it can be more closely dated and in terms of 
any future programmes of investigation this would provide a useful negative result to compare 
with other fieldwalked sites with more positive results. 

The site has limited potential in its own right for the current project as it is not evident whether 
the material collected can be used to date the cropmarks (or even which part of the cropmarks 
they may relate to if at all). Its main use lies as a contrast to other sites and as an example of a 
fieldwalking exercise over a cropmark which has produced only minimal results.

2. White Ladies Aston (WSM 32299)
This fieldwalk was undertaken in November 2002 by SWAG.  Most of the material recovered 
comprised of fragments of 19th century culvert and fragments of biscuit fired porcelain wasters 
and ring spacers (kiln furniture) re-used as building hardcore, fragments of land drain. 

Only a single fragment of Roman pottery was identified in this assemblage. A possible hammer 
stone was also recorded. Very little post-medieval material was present. The large amount of 
porcelain waste and fragments of kiln furniture is distinctive. However there is little reason to 
write up this site, except as a negative for comparison to over sites.

3. Kemerton (WSM 28780)
This fieldwalk was undertaken in 2002 by SWAG, and consists of two boxes of finds. Only a 
few  sherds  of  Roman  pottery  were  recorded in  this  assemblage,  the  few definable  forms 
indicating  a  2nd-3rd century  date.  Larger  amounts  of  post-medieval  material  were  present, 
including medieval to post-medieval tile. A few sherds of medieval pottery were present. 

This  site is located adjacent  to an area of Time Team excavation at Kemerton which  was 
focussed  on  several  cropmark  enclosures  and  produced  evidence  for  Late  Iron  Age  and 
Romano-British occupation.  It  also lies adjacent to the extensive spread of unenclosed Late 
Bronze Age activity  salvage recorded in  advance of gravel extraction at Huntman’s  Quarry, 
Kemerton.



For the later prehistoric and Romano-British periods the site therefore provides a useful negative 
for comparison to investigated sites and the general spread of later prehistoric and Romano-
British material known to exist in the area.

For the earlier prehistoric period, 11 worked lithics were recovered but provided no diagnostic 
dating material. However, caution should be exercised in concluding that such small quantities 
of undiagnostic  flint  are insignificant.  Evaluative fieldwalking of an 8ha area at the adjacent 
Huntsman’s Quarry only produced 30 worked flints from an area on which subsequent salvage 
recording identified Mesolithic,  Neolithic,  Beaker and extensive Late Bronze Age activity. This 
salvage  recording  recovered  a  flint  assemblage  of  397  items,  representing  a  substantial 
assemblage in  terms of the county.  A  possibility  exists therefore that  this  limited  additional 
fieldwalking material may reflect a further area of early prehistoric activity within an area which 
has seen extensive quarrying.

Plotting of the distribution of these finds and comparison with distributions of other fieldwalked 
material from the immediate area and with areas of investigated and dated buried remains and 
cropmark complexes in  the area would  be a useful  exercise in  terms  of examining  former 
landscape use and site visibility  in a relatively extensively investigated part  of an aggregate 
extraction area.

4. The Ponderosa, Evesham (WSM 35834)
This fieldwalk was undertaken in 1996 by SWAG.  Most of the material recovered comprised 
medieval/ post-medieval tile and brick as well as fragments of modern slag. Around 300 sherds 
of Roman pottery were present in this assemblage, and some medieval,  post-medieval and 
modern pottery was also recovered. 

This  fieldwalking  was located over an unusual  cropmark,  possibly  representing  a Romano-
British temple site. The Roman pottery shows good variation and is predominantly of 1st-2nd 

century date. No definable prehistoric pottery was present in this assemblage.  

A relatively large assemblage of flint (16 worked items) was recovered in comparison with some 
of the other fieldwalking assemblages. Few diagnostic  fragments were present although the 
presence of several tools and cores as well as a core rejuvenation flake may be indicative of 
settlement or other activities. Unfortunately diagnostic dating material was not present and more 
precise dating than Neolithic/Bronze Age cannot be achieved.

Analysis and plotting of distributions of this material against the cropmarks would prove a useful 
exercise in characterising and dating activity represented by a cropmark of unusual form. 

5. Great Comberton 1991 (WSM 30360)
Roman material is present in the form of both tegula and a pottery assemblage of around 200 
sherds dating primarily to the 2nd to 3rd century. Maps and plans of the fieldwalk are present. 

This site lacks a large Roman assemblage but has the potential for dating site activity. This site 
can be associated with the Lower End Farm Comberton as a single fieldwalking assemblage.

6. Lower End Farm, Great Comberton (WSM 31634) 
This  fieldwalk  was  a continuation  of WSM  30360  described  above.  The plan of field  and 
distribution grid and variety of finds from the fieldwalk are of similar date range and again has 
the potential to date activity on this site. Two flint flakes were recovered but appear to represent 
little more than casual losses.

7. Westwood Park (WSM 34315)



This was a linear walk along the line of the Roman Road running to the west of Droitwich. A 
substantial archive survives locating the finds but unfortunately early material is very limited in 
quantity  and the assemblage consists mostly of post-medieval to modern pottery.  This has 
limited value beyond broad dating of activity in the area.

8. Brookfield Farm, Bredons Norton (WSM 23029) 
This  was  a small  fieldwalking  exercise that  recovered only  a small  assemblage of Roman 
material. Plans and records are available, however, due to the nature and restricted size of the 
assemblage the potential of this material is limited to dating of site activity.

9. Eckington Survey (including WSM 5900 to 5907, and WSM 7582)
This project was undertaken over three years and consisted of a series of eight fieldwalks and a 
number of smaller find spots across a number of sites including cropmarks. The project also 
included a survey of ridge and furrow across the whole of the parish. 

The Roman assemblages vary in  size but  are of predominantly 2nd to 3rd century date with 
smaller amounts of earlier and later material. The variations in fabric and lack of greywares may 
be a feature of individual fieldwalked assemblages but are more likely to reflect real variation in 
site types. 

This assemblage has high potential for analysis although it has been somewhat compromised 
by  having  elements  removed  for  use in  a teaching  collection.  However,  analysis  has  the 
potential to support the dating of individual cropmark features and the characterisation of the 
overall indications of settlement within this parish.

A relatively large assemblage of flint (25 worked items) for a fieldwalking exercise in the county 
was recovered, but contained few diagnostic tools or items useful for more precise dating. As 
with the Roman material plotting of distributions would be a useful exercise with some potential 
for examining the distribution of earlier prehistoric activity and the levels of flint present across a 
wider survey area than some of the other fieldwalking assemblages provide.

Other finds include a small medieval assemblage and post-medieval to modern artefacts. 

10. Pirton (WSM 29550)
Fieldwalking on this site recovered a limited amount of Roman material, though these provide a 
good date range. Two worked flints were also recorded. This site has limited potential for further 
research.

11. Defford (WSM 30370)
The plans and distribution grid of a fieldwalk undertaken across this cropmark site by SWAG 
are available. The Romano-British assemblage consists of a number of definable forms dating 
from 1st – 3/4th century.  There is clear spatial variation across the fieldwalked area and many of 
the sherds are well preserved. 

The lack of variation in fabrics with little in the way of non Severn Valley wares is distinct  in 
comparison with  the small  sites to the south  and east  providing  the potential  for inter-site 
comparisons.  

A small number of medieval sherds and 5 worked lithics were also recovered but are felt to 
represent stray finds, casual loss or manuring scatters.



A geophysical  survey has also been undertaken at this site and provides an opportunity for 
comparison of the Roman material with the cropmark evidence. Thus the Roman material from 
the site has good potential for further analysis to date and characterise activity across the site.

12. Baughton (WSM 30567)
Plans of field and distribution grids are located on the gravel terraces to the south of Worcester 
and on the eastern bank of the river Severn. This fieldwalk was undertaken by SWAG along the 
line of the Roman Road from Worcester to Gloucester, and a basic report has been produced 
(Lloyd and Hebden 1998). A small Roman assemblage was recovered giving a 2nd to 3rd century 
date range. This has potential for site dating and characterisation.

13. Hawford (WSM 28767)
Plans of field and distribution grids locate this fieldwalk to the gravel terraces to the north of 
Worcester,  on  the  eastern  bank  of  the  river  Severn.  The  site  produced  a  small  Roman 
assemblage  with  a  very  limited  range  of  fabrics  and  forms.  What  little  dating  evidence 
recovered would indicate a 2nd to 3rd century date. Despite displaying an interesting palimpsest 
of crop marks, the finds were dominated by modern brick and potentially this would be used as 
a useful comparison with Roman dominated assemblages from other cropmark sites.  

A small  assemblage of lithics  (12 chert  and flint  items) recovered did not contain sufficient 
diagnostic or dating material to warrant further analysis. In an area where flint and other lithics 
are rarely recovered they may indicate earlier prehistoric activity (of probable Neolithic or Bronze 
Age date) at or near the site. 

14. “5 acre field” at Wick (WSM 35845)
The fieldwalk at Wick  recovered only a very limited amount of Roman material giving a date 
range for artefacts from this site. This site has limited potential for further research.

15. Smallbrook Farm, Broadway (WSM 34322)
This was a field walking exercise undertaken by the extra mural class of Warwick University 
supervised by Dr Della Hook. The site was sampled by grid walking, each field being divided 
into 16 sampling squares. The distribution of Romano-British pottery allowed some inferences 
to be made regarding the chronology and extent of the settlement which had been identified 
through cropmarks. This has seen a general pattern of expansion in the 2nd-3rd century followed 
by retraction in the later 3rd-4th century. Chronological change across the site, with  a gradual 
shift northwards, is clearly displayed. The settlement pattern would seem to indicate that the 
earliest Roman settlement was in the later half of the 1st century or that earlier features are not 
facing degradation by agricultural activity. The distribution of the medieval pottery would appear 
to indicate the use of midden material for manuring representing the destruction of medieval 
features through ploughing. This site has good potential for comparison to the aggregates sites 
in  particular  through further interpretation and fabric  analysis  that  would  readily  tie  in  with 
cropmark form dating.

2.8 Birmingham Museum collections

2.8.1 Summary quantification
Assessment indicates that the Birmingham Museum collections have considerable potential for 
detailed analysis. Several large and important collections of fabrics and forms were present and 
all of the assemblages examined were located to an extent with several being well located. 



Artefacts from 10 sites/collections have been included in  the assessment  and include both 
stratified and unstratified material.  Material apparently derived from stratified deposits formed 
the greater proportion of the assessed material, although unfortunately once again their potential 
value for more detailed analysis has been compromised by the limited survival of associated 
documentary evidence and amalgamation  of assemblages from  several closely spaced but 
separate  sites.  However,  the  assemblages  provide  a  wide  range  of  pottery  fabrics, 
predominantly of Romano-British date but also including medieval, post-medieval and modern 
pottery as well as some prehistoric material. Some other find types were also present including 
limited quantities of worked flint. 

2.8.2 Summary of potential
The main potential of these assemblages lies in dating, characterising and defining sites and 
site distributions across this area. Sites of substantial interest are included such as those from 
Overbury Park, Nettlebeds and Elmont  Field (or Coppice) and form part of a group of sites 
located in this immediate vicinity. These have a high potential for dating and characterising site 
activity and supporting analysis of overall patterns of settlement distribution and material culture 
in  use in  this  area during  the  Roman period.  Particular  interest  surround  the presence of 
unusual (and some possibly unique) forms or fabrics within the county. 

As a group, the most important of these sites cluster in the western part of the vale of Evesham 
and on or just off the terraces within the Carrant Valley, thus contrasting with the more eastern 
focus of the sites from the Almonry  collection.  They also differ in  distribution  to the more 
northerly/central focus of the SWAG fieldwalk collection and have the potential for comparison 
with excavated site assemblages defined by other programmes of fieldwork on the aggregates 
area.

These sites have at best been published as brief notes. Although they have not been excavated 
or investigated to modern standards and have limited contextual data, there is considerable 
potential for detailed analysis of the individual site assemblages. This would provide relatively 
detailed information on site dating and character (especially of material culture in use and trade 
links)  and  contribute  strongly  to  understanding  of  patterns  of  site  activity,  distribution  and 
material assemblages in this aggregate production area. 

It  is suggested that these sites also warrant production of brief summary reports to be made 
available though the HER.  These would provide:

 access and dissemination of those sites/assemblages not previously published; 

 for those previously published solely as notes or interims - wider dissemination integrating 
revised dating and characterisation;

 concise site information and details of archive material and location. 

Such analysis and HER enhancement has considerable potential to:

 improve the quality  and accessibility  of information on a large number  of small-scale 
interventions across an important aggregate extraction area within the county

 provide greater understanding of the date, character and distribution of Roman settlement 
across this area; and 



 go some way to addressing the relatively poor level of understanding of the archaeological 
resource in  this  area and thereby support  effective  management  and assessment  of 
individual sites which are to be affected by future aggregate extraction.

2.8.3 Individual Birmingham site assessments

1. Bredons Norton 1912 (WSM 35836)
This is a small but interesting collection, predominantly of Roman material of 2nd to 3rd century 
date. Some unusual forms and decorated sherds are represented including a wide range of jars, 
beakers and bowls and an unusually large proportion of grey ware for the county.

This collection has a high potential for dating site activity and developing form characterisation 
in this area of Worcestershire but lacks records or clear location information.

2. King and Queens Stones 1911 (WSM 35837)
This is a small but interesting collection, which may also have come from the old quarry just to 
the north of the Kings and Queens stones. The Romano-British pottery assemblage has good 
potential to closely date the site but there is limited potential for further detailed analysis due to 
its small size and the lack of records.

3. Bredon excavations 1912-1944 (WSM 35838)
This is a substantial group with both early and late grey wares and a mixture of Severn valley 
ware forms. It lacks any shell tempered ware and appears to be a conglomeration of sites from 
which the best pottery has been retained for the Holland Martin Museum

There is a very wide range of fabrics and a substantial collection of both Samian Ware and 
Oxford Colour coat with occasionally more unusual fabrics and forms including a rare face pot. 
This form is rare regionally with the only previously recorded local parallels deriving from the 
Blackfriars excavation in Worcester, and from Ariconium in Herefordshire (Jackson et al 2000). 

Due to the absence of any location information beyond broad area of collection, this material 
has no potential for dating specific sites or enclosures but has a high potential for characterising 
pottery  forms  and understanding  the  overall  context  of  pottery  distribution  and  use in  the 
aggregate production area along the Carrant Brook.

4 & 5. Overbury Park (WSM 35841) and Overbury Park Wood (WSM 35842)
This material derives from several closely spaced sites that were excavated over a number of 
years by schoolchildren in the early 1950s’. Unfortunately, although the location of the individual 
sites can be relatively well established, the material appears to have been amalgamated and 
thus cannot be specifically located to excavation or context reducing its potential. 

However, this is a very substantial group with both early and late grey wares and a mixture of 
Severn Valley ware forms.  It lacks the later dated shell tempered ware but includes a very wide 
range of fabrics and a substantial collection of both Samian Ware and Oxford Colour coats. 
Occasional more unusual fabrics and forms are also present including a second example of a 
face pot with evidence of burning and of different form to that recovered from the 1912-1944 
general  Bredon  collection.  This  assemblage  has  unusual  characteristics  that  could  be 
interpreted as indicating the location of a temple or shrine nearby.

As  a result  of the amalgamation  and lack  of contextual  information,  the  collection  has no 
potential for dating specific sites or enclosures. However, the large quantities allied to the quality 
and  range  of  pottery  present  means  the  collection  has  a  high  potential  for  dating  and 



characterising Roman activity in one locality and contributing to understanding of the overall 
nature of pottery distribution and utilisation in this area.

6,  7 & 8.  Elmont Field (WSM 35839),  Elmont  Coppice (WSM 34855) & Nettlebeds (WSM  
35840)
The collection results from a further amalgamation of material from three closely spaced sites 
that were excavated over a number of years in the late 1930s to the 1950s.

These provide a comparable large group of material to the similarly amalgamated material in 
the Bredon general and Overbury collections discussed above. Again both early and late grey 
wares and a mixture of Severn valley ware forms are present.  Shell  tempered ware is once 
more absent. The assemblage also incorporated a very wide range of other fabrics including a 
substantial  collection  of  both  Samian  Ware  and  Oxford Colour  coats.  Occasional  unusual 
fabrics and forms for the region are present as well as a number of coins and metal objects. 

This collection has no potential for dating specific sites or enclosures but considerable potential 
for characterising the site pottery and understanding the overall nature of artefact distribution 
and utilisation in this area.

9. St Catherine’s Hill 1950 (WSM 35844)
This site has a distinct although small late Roman assemblage including pedestal beaker bases 
in Oxford ware and flanged bowls in shell-tempered ware. In addition fragments of medieval 
pottery and glazed roof tile are present as well as later post-medieval pottery primarily dating to 
the 18th century. 

The material  represents artefacts  recovered during  the laying  of a water  pipe and can be 
relatively closely located in relation to St  Catherine’s Well  and Badbury stone. This site has 
good potential for dating activity in this area, though lies beyond the main aggregate production 
areas.

10. Aston Farm: New Ground (WSM 35832)

This is a medium sized group with both early and late grey wares but dominated a mixture of 
Severn valley ware forms. The collection lacks any shell-tempered ware. This is an interesting 
collection, predominantly of Roman material of 2nd to 3rd century date. Some later and unusual 
forms and decorated sherds are represented including a wide range of jars, beakers. The site 
has good potential for defining assemblages from the extreme south of Worcestershire.

2.9 Lithic assemblages 
(Robin Jackson and Alvaro Mora Ottomano)

2.9.1 Summary quantification
Twenty-three of the museum  and local group collections examined for this  project  included 
quantities of lithics. Three further larger lithic assemblages from areas close to or on aggregate 
producing  geologies  and  donated  by  local  collectors  have  also  been  included  in  the 
assessment, two from near Worcester and one from near Kidderminster. A rapid assessment 
has also been made of the lithic assemblages recorded on the HER from aggregate extraction 
areas of the county.

The Museum and SWAG Collections
Apart from the two assemblages from near Worcester (from Bevere and King’s End) and that 
from near Kidderminster (Trimpley Top), the quantities of worked lithics present were limited 



both in quantity and quality, though substantial quantities of unworked natural gravel flint were 
present especially within the SWAG fieldwalking assemblages. 

Apart from the three collections noted above, none contained more than 25 worked lithics and 
few tools or core fragments were present. Due to the small quantities involved and the very 
limited  range of diagnostic  artefacts,  these collections have been catalogued as part  of the 
current exercise (Appendix 1) allowing rapid accessioning onto the HER. Observations relating 
to the lithic  assemblages have been incorporated in the individual site summaries presented 
above.

The three larger assemblages, from Bevere (on the River Severn) and from Kings End (on the 
River Teme) near Worcester, and from Trimpley Top (near Kidderminster) were too substantial 
to include in  this  cataloguing and thus have been rapidly quantified and assessed for their 
potential to contribute to project aims and objectives (see below).  

King’s End (SO 8160 5240)
This material was collected over two periods, the first in 1981-82,  and the second in 2002. 
Random field walking surface collection was undertaken and lithics recovered. A total of 106 
worked lithics were available for the current assessment, while a further 29 items were rapidly 
scanned and photographed some years previously by one of the authors (Robin Jackson). The 
latter will be made available for any formal analysis approved.

Rapid  assessment  indicates  that  the  assemblage  contains  a  small  number  of  diagnostic 
dateable artefacts and that a substantial quantity of the analysed lithics  exhibit  manufacture 
characteristics associated with Mesolithic stone tools typology. Potentially Neolithic material is 
also present including a rare example of a hollow based arrowhead.

Because the lithic scatters are unstratified, it is assumed that they represent only a portion of 
some prehistoric activities. Post-depositional movement may have had an effect on its wider 
redistribution, however the assemblage appears to be generally in good state. This suggests 
that the lithic implements have not moved very far horizontally from their original position. 

Preliminary observations suggest that a significant proportion of the assemblage may represent 
a fairly homogeneous industry, based on blades/bladelets and other possible predetermined tool 
blank forms, which can be associated with activities conducted in Mesolithic base camps. A 
limited Neolithic component may also be present.

Bevere (SO 8410 5960)
This collection was recovered in 1982 as a result of random field walking surface collection. A 
total of 31 knapped stones and 1 hammer stone were available at the time of assessment, while 
a further 30 items were rapidly scanned and photographed some years previously by one of the 
authors (Robin Jackson). The latter will be made available for any formal analysis approved. 

Although  the overall  assemblage is  small  and appears to  contain  few diagnostic  dateable 
artefacts,  assessment  indicates  that  a  substantial  number  of  the  analysed  lithics  exhibit 
manufacture characteristics associated with Mesolithic stone tools typology. 

Trimpley Top, Hoarstone Farm (adjacent to WSM 15301; SO 790 771)
A total of 236 worked flints were recovered by a local collector operating in this area during the 
1980s. Rapid assessment of the assemblage indicates that it includes a range of tools including 
diagnostically Mesolithic material (microliths and at least one burin). Cores, blades, flakes and 
micro-debitage provide evidence of flint working at this locale. 



Because the lithic  scatter  is  unstratified,  it  is  assumed that  this  material  represents only a 
portion of some prehistoric activities. Post-depositional movement may have had an effect on its 
wider  redistribution,  however  the  assemblage appears to  be generally  in  good state.  This 
suggests that the lithics have not moved very far horizontally from their original position. 

Preliminary observations suggest that a significant proportion of the assemblage may represent 
a  fairly  homogeneous  Mesolithic  industry,  based  on  blades/bladelets  and  other  possible 
predetermined tool blank forms, which can be associated with activities conducted in Mesolithic 
camps. 

This  assemblage  derives  from  an  area  which  has  previously  produced  a  significant 
concentration of Mesolithic material from salvage recording undertaken during pipeline laying in 
1992  (Jackson  et  al 1996).  The salvage recording  assemblage includes stratified  material 
deriving from surviving occupation deposits as well as unstratified material from a number of 
other  areas in  the  vicinity  which  were  interpreted  as  representing  either  off-site  knapping 
episodes or a wider pattern of activity. The pipeline assemblages represent the most significant 
Mesolithic material from the county and derives from an area of the county which appears to 
have been extensively exploited during this period.

Rapid overview of other lithic assemblages recorded on the HER 
It  has not been possible to undertake a comprehensive quantification and assessment of all 
lithic material from aggregate production areas of the county recorded on the HER, however, a 
rapid scan of published sources and the HER record indicates that the record for the early 
prehistoric period in the county is dominated as it is elsewhere by surface assemblages of flints, 
complemented by only a very limited number of excavated remains and palaeoenvironmental 
records. This places lithic  scatters firmly at the forefront of research into the early prehistoric 
record for the county

Distribution  is  widely  spread  across  the  whole  county  but  the  record  is  biased  towards 
aggregate extraction areas and indeed higher quality records are biased towards quarry sites 
subject to archaeological investigation, although these have rarely been highlighted in reports or 
on the HER. For example, examination of records has shown that all three quarries along the 
Carrant Valley in south Worcestershire (at Beckford, Aston Mill and Kemerton) have produced 
small  but  significant  assemblages of Mesolithic  material in  association with  tree-throws and 
natural hollows. All of these were incidental finds within the context of investigations focussing 
on later periods of activity and as such received little attention. All  three sites also produced 
Neolithic material, those at Aston Mill and Kemerton including small quantities of pottery as well 
as flint and also including stratified material. 

Within  the Severn Valley,  recent  work  at  Ripple  Quarry  and Clifton  Quarry has produced 
important Neolithic deposits, at Clifton including a significant Late Neolithic assemblage from pit 
contexts. Again the anticipated focus of the work being undertaken was not earlier prehistoric 
activity.  Further  north  relatively  dense  concentrations  of  activity  are  indicated  by  surface 
scatters  in  the  north  of  the  county,  from  around  Wolverley  and  Cookley,  Kinver  and 
Kidderminster Foreign, including the only excavated Mesolithic site to have produced features, 
that at Lightmarsh Farm, near Trimpley Top (see above). 

Rapid assessment has also indicated that many of the Mesolithic,  Neolithic  and Bronze Age 
sites recorded on the HER are in fact flint scatters which have not been dated to anything more 
specific than the prehistoric period, yet still appear in searches for Mesolithic, Neolithic or even 
Bronze Age sites. This is part of a general problem for flint studies in the region reflecting the 
lack  of  detailed  specialist  analysis  of  material,  the  paucity  of  site-specific  published  lithic 



assemblages for comparison and the fact that many assemblages are chronologically mixed 
(Barfield 2004). 

For some of these flint assemblages and especially for individual findspots, dating is never likely 
to be precise due to absence of diagnostic tools or waste products. However, within the County, 
the past 10-15 years have seen a number of staff working in local units who have a level of 
knowledge which begins to address some of the problems of recognition. It is therefore notable 
that a Mesolithic and Neolithic element has been recognised in most fieldwalked assemblages 
recovered  from  a  range  of  pipeline  projects  which  have  provided  transects  across  wide 
stretches of the county (Dinn  and Hemingway 1992;  Jackson 1993;  Jackson  et  al  1996a; 
Jackson et al 1996b). The assessment of the three assemblages discussed above indicates the 
high potential of collections assemblages highlighting a strong Mesolithic  element within  the 
collections  but  also  include  Neolithic  and  later  material.  This  suggests  that  specialist 
assessment  and  analysis  would  undoubtedly  allow  many  flint  scatter  sites  to  be  more 
specifically dated and understood than at present. 

2.9.2 Statement of potential - lithics
In a county where lithic assemblages have been rarely recovered and analysed, and where early 
prehistoric activity is poorly represented on the HER, analysis and reporting of the King’s End, 
Bevere and Trimpley  Top assemblages has a strong potential  to  enhance the  record  and 
understanding of this period and site type. These derive from sand and gravel terraces (or close 
to them) in areas near those affected by past and ongoing aggregate extraction and therefore 
have the potential to support management decisions and resource assessment relating to past, 
present and future extraction proposals.

Assessment of the surface collection from Trimpley Top suggests that, in the light of the paucity 
of Mesolithic material from the county and the potential for comparison with the local pipeline 
assemblages,  the  collection  warrants  full  analysis.  This  has  the  potential  to  further  our 
understanding of the nature of Mesolithic exploitation of this area. Further, the area of apparently 
extensive Mesolithic exploitation that this material derives from extends east of this immediate 
vicinity into an area where aggregate extraction has occurred in the past and where preliminary 
enquiries have suggested future applications may occur. Both other collections also appear to 
include a significant  Mesolithic  element  and all  three collections may also include Neolithic 
components. 

For  the  remaining  museum  and  local  group  collections  considered  within  the  material 
assessment,  no further analysis is warranted. However,  in the light  of the very limited data 
available on lithic assemblages within the county it is proposed that a short statement or note is 
prepared for the 4 assemblages containing more than 10 worked items. 

Overall  assessment of the wider lithic  record held within  the HER for aggregate production 
areas  in  the  county  suggests  that  various  factors  affect  the  recorded  distribution  of  the 
recovered lithic  material  which  provides the  primary  source  of  evidence  for  distribution  of 
Mesolithic,  Neolithic and Bronze Age activity.  This is considered especially the case for river 
terrace and floodplain sites in aggregate extraction areas. The low incidence of sites may partly 
reflect alluvial masking of prehistoric land surfaces rather than non-utilisation of these areas. 
This particular problem cannot be addressed through a project such as this, however,  other 
factors have been identified which  affect the record including lack of awareness of identified 
material,  false  perceptions  and  non-recognition  of  period  specific  material  among  flint 
assemblages.  Together  these  have  probably  also  played  a  significant  role  in  forming 
impressions of low levels of activity in some areas. 



Assessment suggests that specialist examination of the 3 larger collections examined for this 
project, provision of a short note on four of the smaller assemblages (those with 10+ items) and 
a more formal  re-assessment  of published and HER recorded material  from past  fieldwork 
would  begin  to  address these problems  and improve the  quality  of  the  HER  data for  the 
Mesolithic,  Neolithic  and Bronze Age periods.  This  would  in  turn  improve the reliability  of 
decision-making based around these sites. 

Lastly,  through production of a short report on the lithic assemblages for publication within a 
local journal (West Midlands Archaeology or Transactions of the Worcestershire Archaeological 
Society) there is the potential for wider dissemination to raise awareness of lithic assemblages 
in the area.

The  identification,  analysis  and  dissemination  through  the  HER,  grey  literature  and  local 
journals  of such  assemblages at  best  may encourage other professionals and amateurs to 
conduct further research and fieldwork, and at worst will raise overall awareness of the potential 
of lithic scatters in the area. It also allows integration of the data within a broader archaeological 
framework, thereby improving the future management and understanding of the archaeological 
resource in aggregate production areas of the county. 

Accessioning of the information from these sites on the HER has the potential to go a small way 
to addressing the paucity of information on lithic distributions within the county. It will only be 
through the gradual development of suitably large dataset for the county that it will  in time be 
possible  to  develop  an  understanding  of  the  overall  range  and  nature  of  lithic  surface 
assemblages in the county and relate them to sub-surface remains.

Lastly, it is recommended that a flint recognition sheet is developed for use by local groups and 
individuals undertaking fieldwalking and also those engaged in metal detecting. It would also be 
of use for professionals with limited or no experience of flintwork. Through such an approach it 
is hoped in time to increase the quantity of material being collected and thereby address the 
problems noted above. 



3. Updated Project Design

3.1 Background 
The following  presents  an updated  project  design  for  the  undertaking  of  a  programme  of 
analysis upon the museum and group collections discussed in the above assessment (Section 
2) and in the light of the potential for such analyses to contribute to defined project aims and 
objectives as presented within the Project Design (please refer to Sections 1.4 and 1.5 above). 

3.2 Summary of project progress and methods

3.2.1 Stage 1: Project design
Stage 1 has been completed resulting in commissioning of Stage 2.

3.2.2 Stage 2: Assessment and UPD
Stage 2 has been completed and comprised the processing, assessment and re-assessment of 
the collections and the production of two UPDs for further work.

All collections have been fully processed, marked, sorted and properly packaged by individual 
site. 

A Project Finds Database has been established utilising a Microsoft Access template used by 
WHEAS  for  all  artefact  assemblages.  This  records  artefacts  by  site  code  (unique  HER 
reference number), material type and quantity (count and weight), and includes a description 
field which has been used to record broad date range and basic information on the material 
present during assessment.  The database structure includes fields and tables to allow more 
detailed recording (for example fabrics, forms, TPQ, date range, etc) at stages subsequent to 
assessment as relevant.

An HER based Project Database has also been established ordered by site (each with unique 
HER reference, activity type, location, basic quantification, spot date and link to documentary 
source material) along with PDFs of scanned archive/primary documentation for each site. 

The HER has been updated with  results from the assessment stage and GIS plots against 
cropmark scans and aggregate production areas have been generated (derived from the HER 
and output of Archaeology and Aggregates in Worcestershire; PNUM 3966; Figure 1). 

Material has been identified with  potential to support outreach initiatives and has been used 
widely by WHEAS during outreach programmes and particularly within the associated project - 
Unlocking the Past: Outreach (PNUM 4747).

A short paper on the project has been presented at an ALSF conference held in Worcester in 
November 2006 and the involvement of the Project Manager (Robin Jackson) and other team 
members  in  other ALSF  initiatives in  the county  (eg Worcestershire Aggregates Resource 
Assessment  - PNUM 3966,  and Unlocking the Past Outreach – PNUM 4747) has allowed 
results to be incorporated into these projects where appropriate. 

The completed work has fulfilled Aim 2 and Objective 5 of the original Project Design as well as 
contributing towards meeting Aims 1, 3,  4,  5,  6,  7 and 8 and Objectives 1,2,  3 and 4 (see 
Sections 1.4 and 1.5 above). 



3.2.3 UPD for Stage 3: Analysis and dissemination
An assessment  report  has been completed (Section 2)  and an Updated Project  Design for 
Stage 3  work  is  now  presented for  which  funding  is  requested from  English  through  the 
Aggregates Levy Sustainability Fund. This presents proposals for a programme of analysis on a 
range of the collections or elements of the collections, completion of which will allow the project 
to fulfil its aims and objectives (see Sections 1.4 and 1.5 above).

A summary of the collections assessed is presented in Table 1 which also presents a summary 
of recommended action for each collection including:

 no further analysis;

 limited analysis within Stage 3 (to be completed by February 2007); and 

 detailed analysis within Stage 3 (to be completed by February 2007). 

3.3 Stage 2 Project summary 

3.3.1 Summary results

Taken as group the Museum and local group collections provide a large body of data derived 
from a series of excavation and fieldwalking exercises as well as individual find spots. A total of 
48 sites (45 from main collections plus 3 lithic assemblages) investigated between 1911 and 
2005 were identified falling within the remit  of the current project providing a total dataset of 
47,863 artefacts weighing 466,810kg. A further 10 sites were briefly examined but found to be 
unlocated or lie beyond the county boundaries, while a further six sites were excluded from the 
outset as they were identified as lying outside of aggregate affected areas (mainly deriving fro 
the urban area of Evesham).

Previously unstudied collections are included as well as those warranting further study or re-
evaluation. Some of the collections assessed derived from cropmark sites which were affected 
by aggregate extraction prior to the implementation of current planning legislation and which 
have received little or no previous consideration.

Assessment  has  demonstrated  that  the  museum  collections,  especially  those  from 
Birmingham, provide a considerably more extensive and potentially useful dataset for analysis 
than  originally  envisaged  and  encompass  several  assemblages  of  considerable  size  and 
potential importance. Local group collections have proved to be much as anticipated. 

None of the collections have been found to be accompanied by good documentary archives, 
and thus with  the exception of a number  of the larger or more unusual collections do not 
warrant programmes of post-excavation analysis in their own right. However, the volume and 
quality of several of the collections allied to their overall distribution within aggregate production 
areas means that synthetic analysis at a range of different levels of detail would have a very 
high research potential to support project aims and objectives. 

The condition of the material is generally good. Where pottery and other artefacts had not been 
washed and marked this has now been completed and all finds have been bagged and boxed to 
modern  standards.  Metalwork  finds  were  mostly  in  good condition  and  have been stored 
effectively, although much of the material from the Overbury Park excavations has necessarily 
been assessed and re-bagged without any sort of cleaning and preservation. 



Together these have provided an accessible and usable set of archived material assemblages 
from a large sample of sites for assessment.  Limitations have been identified in  that  some 
artefacts from the Evesham Almonry were not available for assessment being retained as part 
of current displays, while coins from the Birmingham assemblages were also not available at 
the time of the assessment so are not included.

3.3.2 Summary statement of potential
The individual collections vary considerably in  terms of artefact  quality  and quantity  and in 
terms of potential for further analysis (as described by site in Section 2; also see Table 1). 

The collections include several large and potentially important assemblages in their own right, 
while overall the collections have considerable potential to contribute to our understanding of 
patterns of Romano-British settlement and economic activity within aggregate production areas 
in the south of the county. 

The Birmingham collections have proved to have the greatest potential significance. These vary 
greatly in size and composition but  large and important Romano-British dated assemblages 
have been identified which have not previously been studied. These can be located at least to 
parish and in most cases to individual ‘site’ or set of closely spaced ‘sites’. These assemblages 
contain unusual material,  in some cases possibly unique to the county.  These have a high 
potential for dating and characterising site activity and supporting analysis of overall patterns of 
settlement distribution and material culture in use in this aggregate production area during the 
Roman period.

The South Worcestershire Archaeological Group fieldwalking assemblages comprise a number 
of useful assemblages some of which have been recovered specifically from cropmark sites in 
the south of Worcestershire.  These have the potential  to develop our understanding of the 
dating,  distribution  and development  of Romano-British  rural  settlement  in  and around the 
aggregates areas. 

The  assemblages  from  the  Almonry  Museum  in  Evesham  are  largely  incomplete  or 
compromised and thus  have the least  potential  of the assessed material.  Many are poorly 
located,  however,  some  useful  material  is  identified  for  dating  and  occasionally  broadly 
characterising sites. Some artefacts or data unusual in a regional context are included along 
with a small group of nationally important Late Neolithic material.

Assessment has indicated that as a whole, further analysis of these collections will considerably 
enhance the dating and understanding of Romano-British settlement character and distribution 
patterns across the aggregate production  area of South  Worcestershire,  particularly  around 
Bredon Hill. This would further allow the development of a characterisation of site assemblages 
and date ranges across one of the main past, present and potential future aggregate production 
areas of the County. It is also proposed that analysis also incorporates the thin sectioning of 12 
unusual Romano-British fabrics to identify and enhance our characterisation and further define 
provenance of individual wares. This would further develop our understanding of the ceramic 
groups in  south-east  Worcestershire allowing  the  enhancement  of the  county  fabric  series 
which is available on line for all contractors and researchers working in the county/region (http://
www.worcestershireceramics.org.uk). 

The proposed analysis would enhance understanding and management of Romano-British sites 
in these areas as well as supporting the development of future research priorities for this period, 
sites from which are the most commonly encountered and recorded on the HER. The need for 
such work has been highlighted within the West Midlands Research Agenda framework for the 
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Roman period in Worcestershire (Locket 2002; as summarised above in Section 2.3) and by 
the Study Group for Roman Pottery, in their research agendas for rural sites (Booth and Willis 
2006; as summarised in Section 2.3).

Some further limited areas of potential importance are identified for other periods such as thin 
section analysis of the re-discovered Grooved Ware sherds from Broadway and reconsideration 
of their context. This will allow incorporation of a rare Late Neolithic fabric within the county type 
fabric  series and facilitate  comparison of the nature and context  of  these finds  with  other 
similarly dated material on both a regional and national basis. 

The lithics from the majority of the collections have proved to be of limited value, although they 
have the potential to contribute to understanding of the overall pattern and distribution of early 
prehistoric activity in the county. The three collections solely comprising lithics provide a rare 
opportunity  in  the  county  to  examine  assemblages  of  more  than  50  items.  These  have 
considerable  potential  for  further  analysis  and  to  contribute  to  the  development  of  an 
understanding  of  the  character  and  dating  of  these sites  in  their  own  right  and  of  lithic 
assemblages in the area. Further, through comparison with  excavated assemblages and the 
lesser fieldwalking collections it is hoped to better develop an understanding of the character of 
surface  lithic  assemblages  in  the  county.  Such  analysis  would  go  a  small  way  towards 
addressing recognised problems for lithic research within the county and the wider region (as 
defined by Barfield 2004 and summarised in Section 2.3).

In conclusion this material has considerable potential for: 

 dating and characterising Roman period settlement patterns and economic activity across 
one of the main aggregate extraction areas of the county (A1, A3, A4, A7 & A8; OB2, 
OB3);

 defining variations in settlement patterns and economic activity across these areas (A1, 
A3, A4, A7 & A8; OB2); 

 understanding  the  relationship  of  surface assemblages to  cropmark  sites  and  where 
possible the dating and character of cropmark enclosures and other sites. This ultimately 
has the potential to provide an initial characterisation of a large number of sites on a local 
level. This would strengthen research frameworks and site identification in the case of 
further assessment/evaluation ahead of proposed aggregate extraction and also provide a 
model for the characterisation and dating of cropmark sites which could be tested at some 
future point (A1, A3, A4, A5, A7 & A8; OB2, OB3); 

 improving understanding and awareness of the potential of lithic  scatters in the county 
(A1, A3, A4, A5, A7 & A8; OB2, OB3);  and

 enhancing the HER through addition of information on dating and character on sites that 
are not adequately or clearly recorded (A4, A6 & A7; OB1, OB4). 

The analyses proposed below (Section 3.5) would therefore considerably enhance the HER for 
aggregate production landscapes in the county and thereby improve research frameworks and 
datasets underpinning curatorial responses to future aggregate extraction applications.

If approved within the current round of ALSF funding,  the Stage 3 analysis proposed in this 
UPD would be especially opportune, enabling the project to:



 draw on fresh analysis resulting from the completion of the Conderton Project and the 
ongoing ALSF funded Beckford Project. (WHEAS has close links with the latter project, 
elements  of which  are being undertaken at  the WHEAS  offices by Service staff and 
external specialists);

 contribute to the Beckford Project, especially in respect of new data relating to Iron Age 
and Romano-British  settlement  patterns and landscape use in  the  Avon and Carrant 
Valleys and around Bredon Hill. These have the potential to considerably strengthen the 
output of that project; one element of which will be a synthetic overview of this nationally 
important later prehistoric and Roman landscape (Beckford UPD; August 2004; Version 
2: Task 30). 

 contribute to Unlocking the Past: Outreach. This project is closely linked in its scope and 
origins to that proposed within this document. However, its objectives are different in that 
they are focussed on outreach, the overall aim of the project being to make the results of 
archaeological  work  undertaken  in  aggregate  production  areas  of  Worcestershire 
available to community groups, educational organisations, private researchers and other 
interested parties.

3.4 Potential for future stages/projects
Further stages of work and/or separate project/s may be proposed on completion of Stage 3 in 
the light of the results of Unlocking the Past: Collections and HER enhancement and related to 
the results of the ongoing  Worcestershire Aggregates Resource Assessment (PNUM 3966). 
Such  work is envisaged to be requested through the third round of ALSF  funding if  this  is 
secured. Two main areas are identified here.

3.4.1 Potential  Project  Stage  4  (Collections  and  HER  Enhancement):  integrated 
analysis
A  final  stage (Stage 4  of  the  HER  and  Collections  Project)  is  envisaged to  comprise  an 
integrated  analysis  of  the  Romano-British  ceramics  from  all  collections  within  the  Bredon 
Hill/Vale of Evesham area. 

The use of a consistent template for data recording during Stage 3 of the HER and Collections 
Project would support the future integration and synthesis of existing data on all of these pottery 
groups and allow incorporation with the form dating knowledge from a variety of professionally 
reported Romano-British dated sites from across the south of Worcestershire, in particular work 
at  Childswickham,  Beckford and Wyre  Piddle  (which  have been similarly  and consistently 
recorded). This data would then be compiled into a series of dateable form groups - these would 
be dateable to specific 50 year periods from the mid 1st to 4th centuries. The wide range of 
forms available within  the Birmingham  collections would  particularly support  the creation of 
analysable groups greatly enhancing both professional and amateur ceramic research. 

This resultant baseline form and fabric analysis characterising Romano-British pottery in use in 
south-east Worcestershire could  be published online in  order to facilitate future analysis  of 
Romano-British sites on the aggregate areas of south Worcestershire. This will  be achieved 
through establishment of a Roman online form series within WHEAS’ online ceramic database 
(http://www.worcestershireceramics.org.uk)  and  accompanying  report/s  (available  as  PDFs) 
rather than through publication in traditional form. Sites of this period are the most commonly 
encountered during assessment of potential aggregate extraction sites and subsequently the 
most  common  requiring  mitigation  design,  as result  this  would  be an especially  important 
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resource  when  establishing  the  relative  archaeological  importance  of  any  such  sites 
encountered.

This work could also potentially incorporate data from a number of the lesser collections or 
elements of collections which have been assessed but which have not been recommended for 
inclusion within  Stage 3 analysis.  These  may however warrant  analysis as a result  of the 
outcomes of Stage 3 to enhance the datasets and output of any Stage 4 analysis and possibly 
help to address any weaknesses in the outcome of Stage 3.

Similarly the limited coin data analysis proposed in Stage 3 would support integrated analysis 
within any further project stage. Data structure and design and research will  be undertaken in 
such a way that in the future this could support comparison between the area and other regional 
sites  such  as  Droitwich  and  Worcester  to  look  for  parallel  development  and  economic 
indicators.  Such  information  will  be  of  considerable  use  in  supporting  dating  and  site 
characterisation (economic status).

Such integrated analyses are not considered achievable within  the timeframe of the current 
ALSF round, so are presented here as a potential final stage (Stage 4) for the project, allowing 
the currently proposed Stage 3 programme of analysis to be deliverable within the current ALSF 
funding round.

The estimate budget for completion of such analysis would be in the order of £17,500.00.

3.4.2 Targeted field evaluation of South-Worcestershire aggregate landscapes
Assessment of these collections and the preliminary conclusions of the Resource Assessment 
Project indicate that the carefully targeted evaluation (including limited trenching) of selected 
cropmarks and surface scatter sites has a high potential to better determine the relationship 
between these two sources of evidence and the survival/condition, character and date of sub-
surface deposits. Such targeted work has a very high potential to improve understanding of the 
nature of the archaeological  resource and thereby management  of this  resource within  the 
aggregate production landscapes of the county. 

Two strands are currently envisaged:

1. Working with the volunteer and local group network established through Unlocking the 
Past to investigate and further assess areas/sites of late prehistoric and Romano-British 
date and thereby provide better  understanding of an apparently  common  but  poorly 
understood element of the archaeological resource in the county. 

2. A  joint  project  between  WHEAS  and the University  of  Worcester  Archaeology and 
Heritage Studies Department would target a range of earlier prehistoric sites identified 
through cropmarks and lithic scatters. These include a range of recently newly identified 
cropmark  sites  believed  to  represent  small  monuments  of  probable  Neolithic  date 
(hengiforms, cursuses and elongated enclosures) which are as yet either very poorly or 
not certainly represented as a site type in this region. 

Budget estimates for such projects have not been developed since further advice and input from 
English Heritage on these proposals is felt to be required before any further consideration is 
made of these outlines.



3.5 Stage 3: Methods statement

3.5.1 Task 1: Management
Overall project co-ordination, tracking, English Heritage liaison and financial management will  
be undertaken by Derek Hurst.

3.5.2 Task 2: Analysis, characterisation, dating and summary reporting of individual 
collections (ceramics)
A summary of the assemblages is provided in Table 1 which identifies:

 those with a high potential and recommended for detailed analysis during Stage 3 (6 of 
the 58 collections), 

 those with  a moderate potential  and recommended for limited analysis (18 of the 58 
collections) 

 those with limited potential and are not currently recommended for analysis (18 of the 58 
collections - these may be included in any future work proposed); and 

 those which have no potential to contribute to project aims and objectives and for which 
no further work is recommended (16 of the 58 collections).

In the light of the absence of associated contextual and stratigraphic information, no provision is 
required to support  stratigraphic  analysis  or to  allow  material  classes to be considered by 
context, by site phase, etc as would normally be required from excavations. However, the level 
of analysis should be at a sufficiently detailed level (ie to full fabric and form analysis and TPQ 
allocation) to allow examination and comparison of the composition of these assemblages and 
thereby allow site characterisation and dating and work towards an understanding of 'typical' 
versus 'atypical' assemblages and indicators of site economies in this part of the county.

The full quantification by count, weight, form and fabric (using the Worcestershire County fabric 
type series; Hurst 1992) is therefore proposed for the 2 moderate sized (100+) and 4 large sized 
(1000+) Romano-British assemblages from the Birmingham Collections. These are relatively 
well  located (to site or general sites within a given area). The resultant data will  be used to 
characterise and date activity across the sites represented. 

Quantification by count, weight, form and fabric (using the Worcestershire County fabric type 
series; Hurst 1992) will also be undertaken of the Romano-British ceramics (and the very small 
quantities of Anglo-Saxon and Iron Age material) derived from 18 of the lesser but well located 
assemblages  (see  Table  1).  This  will  allow  refinement  of  dating  and  provide  basic 
characterisation (where possible). Further efforts will  also be made to improve links between 
important assemblage components and the limited archive material (where present; see also 
Tasks 4 and 7).

In excess of 20,000 sherds will  be analysed at the rate of approximately 200 sherds a day. 
Rates may vary for smaller collections since there is a small  element of set-up time (locate 
archive,  removal  from  temporary  storage,  etc)  for  each  collection.  However,  for  most 
assemblages only Saxon, Roman and earlier ceramics will  be analysed rather than the entire 
collection. A small allowance has also been included where appropriate to allow for analysis of 
metalwork and other finds which may support dating and characterisation of assemblages and 
site activity (coins are dealt with separately below). 



Data will be recorded on the already established Project Finds Database which uses a Microsoft 
Access template used by WHEAS for all artefact assemblages. This records artefacts by site 
code (unique HER reference number),  material  type and quantity  (count  and weight),  and 
includes  a  description  field  which  has  been  used  to  record  broad  date  range  and  basic 
information on the material present during assessment. The database structure allows for more 
detailed recording of individual artefact classes (for example of fabrics, forms, TPQ, date range, 
etc).

Thin  sectioning  of unusual  Romano-British  fabrics  within  the county  will  be undertaken to 
further support definition of provenance and to develop and enhance the characterisation of the 
overall  assemblage.  This  data will  also enhance the County fabric  series and the WHEAS 
ceramic  website  (http://www.worcestershireceramics.org.uk)  both  of  which  are  used  by 
WHEAS and other contractors working in the county and form the basis for ceramics recording 
and research across the county. 

A brief report will be produced for each of the 18 lesser sites examined and a slightly longer one 
(including more discussion) will be produced to cover the six larger assemblages. These reports 
will  be written to a template and will  include summary site information (name, site reference, 
location, brief statement of history, source of collection, other published sources, archive and 
archive location). The assessment text already produced and presented above (Section 2) will 
be edited to include refined dating and site character information. For each site a finds index 
table will  be presented according to a format already established within  WHEAS’  reporting 
systems and which readily allows accessioning of basic finds data in a searchable format with 
the HER (Appendix 2; see Task 6). 

This  information  when  accessioned  onto  the  HER  will  considerably  enhance  information 
available  to  archaeological  planning  advisors,  consultants  and  contractors  when  making 
decisions or site assessments within this aggregate production area. 

Wider dissemination will be achieved in conjunction with other results of the proposed analysis 
(see Task 8).

3.5.3 Task 3: Analysis of coin data
The compilation of a database (Microsoft Access) holding all coin data from all the sites across 
the aggregates will be undertaken based upon coin lists from a range of the Almonry Museum 
site collections. Formal identification of approximately 30 coins from the Bredon area collections 
held by Birmingham  City Museum will  also be undertaken. These will  considerably support 
dating of individual sites in conjunction with the ceramic assemblages.

In the longer term it  is hoped that this data will  allow characterisation and comparison with 
other regional sites either through a parish or individual site comparison. Data structure and 
design and research will  be undertaken in  such a way that in  the future this could support 
comparison between the area and other regional sites such as Droitwich and Worcester to look 
for parallel development and economic indicators. Such information will be of considerable use 
in supporting dating and site characterisation (economic status).

3.5.4 Task 4: Further analysis and characterisation of fieldwalking assemblages and 
cropmarks

Following  analysis  and summary  reporting  as described above (Task 2),  the nature of the 
fieldwalking assemblages from aggregate producing areas will  be examined. Where required, 
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distribution maps will  be compiled by the illustration team using data supplied by the finds 
team. These will support individual site analysis and summary reporting. 

A  simple  morphological  characterisation of cropmark  types within  the aggregate producing 
landscapes of the county will be produced. This will be compared to other regional analyses of 
cropmarks and will be based upon Whimster’s morphological characterisation (1989). This will  
support a more general dating of the development of the landscape of southern Worcestershire 
in the Romano-British period. 

These will  support rapid multi-site analysis both chronologically and spatially. Further the data 
will be used to create a standard or quantifiable body of material to support dating of individual 
cropmark  enclosures  and  for  analysis  of  breakage patterns  from  individual  sites  to  define 
ongoing  degradation,  characterisation  and definition  of  individual  sites.  In  conjunction  with 
spatial  analysis  of  dateable  finds  and  broader  dating  information  from  the  fieldwalking 
collections and from other fieldwork on or in the vicinity of cropmarks, the morphology will  be 
used to further assess the potential use of fieldwalking analyses in dating and characterising 
cropmark sites in the aggregate producing areas of south Worcestershire.

3.5.5 Task 5: Lithic analysis

Task 5.1 Individual site/collection analysis
The three larger assemblages (those from King’s End, Bevere and Trimpley Top) are proposed 
for analysis. All worked stones recovered will be classified individually. A range of attributes will  
be recorded following standard systems (e.g. Inizan, Roche & Tixier 1992) to explore knapping 
technology.  These relate to the characteristics  of technological  category,  tool  type,  portion, 
reduction sequence, raw material, colour, condition and type of butt. 

All pieces will be weighed individually. Dimensions will be measured in millimetres, and will be 
divided into L (length):  the distance between the proximal  and distal  ends;  W  (width):  the 
maximum distance between the two sides of the artefact measured perpendicular to the length; 
and T (thickness): the maximum thickness of the artefact perpendicular to the length. Chunks, 
pebbles and chips will not be measured. 

A comments category will be used to record various attributes such as thermal alteration, post-
depositional breakage, retouch, wear, scar direction, type of bulb, and blank termination failures 
i.e. non-feather termination.

Subsequent analysis and reporting will  attempt to establish the chaîne opératoire (operational 
sequences), according to the concept first formulated by Leroi-Gourhan (1943). This approach 
examines the different stages of lithic exploitation.  The sequence begins with the acquisition of 
raw material, followed by the reduction of nodules and cores, the removal of blanks from cores, 
and the manufacture and use of tools and finally, the discard of the artefacts (Bar-Yosef et al. 
1992). An addition to these sequences is the post-depositional disturbance of the site and even 
excavation strategy, as these will have an effect on our understanding of the chaîne opératoire. 
This  lithic  analysis  hopes  to  characterise  the  type  of  site,  and  to  determine  the  lithic 
technocomplexes, functionality and chronology.

The 3 individual site reports will be produced as reports within WHEAS’ internal report series. 
These will be made widely available through the Services’  online ‘grey literature’ library (http://
www.worcestershire.gov.uk/home/wccindex/archeo_dr_index.htm).

For each site a finds index table will  be presented according to a format already established 
within WHEAS’ reporting systems and which readily allows accessioning of basic finds data in 
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a  searchable  format  with  the  HER  (Appendix  2;  see  Task  6).  This  information  when 
accessioned onto the HER will  considerably enhance information available to archaeological 
planning advisors, consultants and contractors when making decisions or site assessments 
within this aggregate production area. 

Wider dissemination will be achieved in conjunction with other results of the proposed analysis 
(see Task 8).

Task 5.2 Individual site/collection summaries
For  the  four  assemblages  from  the  collections  which  included  10  or  more  items  a  brief 
note/table will be produced for inclusion within the brief reports produced for the sites (see Task 
2 above) and for accessioning with the HER (see Task 6). 

Task 5.3  Re-assessment of lithics from sites in aggregate producing areas recorded on the  
HER
Rapid  re-assessment  of published  and HER  recorded material  from  past  fieldwork  will  be 
undertaken to provide an accessible gazetteer of sites within aggregate extraction areas from 
which lithic assemblages have been recorded. 

Re-assessment will draw on the data for early prehistoric period sites on aggregates which has 
already been extracted from the HER as part  of the ongoing ALSF  funded Worcestershire 
Aggregates Resource Assessment. Source information is included in this and will  be used to 
conduct a rapid literature (grey and published) scan of sources held by WHEAS in both their 
traditional library and their online library (see above). It  is also proposed that a rapid check is 
made of whether all  of the sites recorded in  Wymer’s  Mesolithic  site gazetteer have been 
included  in  the  HER  and  whether  all  stone  axe  findspots  recorded  on  the  database  of 
implements petrology are included.

It is proposed that for each site a simple data-based pro-forma is completed recording site code, 
location and baseline information on any lithic component of the assemblage. The latter would 
include quantity by basic type (tool or debitage) and broad date. Where possible specific tool or 
debitage type will  be recorded and more specific  dating noted. The structure of this will  be 
designed in consultation with the HER team to be compatible with the HER in order that once 
accessioned the resultant data can be searchable through the HER (This would be comparable 
in format to already established data summary sheets in use by the Worcestershire HER). A 
total of 145 monuments and 277 activities are currently recorded within aggregate extraction 
areas on the HER of potential relevance  (ie of Palaeolithic to Bronze Age date), though many 
sites appear more than once due to the way in which data is structured within the HER and 
many do not include lithics (for instance cropmarks).

Task 5.4 Production and analysis of distributions  
The lithic  analysis data (Tasks 5.1 and 5.2) and lithic  re-assessment data (Task 5.3) will  be 
accessioned on the HER (Task 6) allowing GIS mapping of distributions of different classes and 
dated lithics across aggregate production landscapes. In conjunction with  information drawn 
from the mapping completed for the Worcestershire Aggregates Resource Assessment this will 
be used to rapidly appraise the distribution of lithics across the aggregate production areas of 
the county. This is with the aim of identifying areas of concentrated activity but more specifically 
in  ensuring  that  areas where  datasets  are poor can  be highlighted  as priorities  for  future 
research and targets for outreach initiatives (see below) which  might  in the medium to long 
term enhance the dataset within such areas.



3.5.6 Task 6: HER update and output
Upon completion of analyses (Tasks 2, 3, 4 and 5) the HER will be updated accordingly. 

This work can primarily  be achieved through the programme of work designed for an HER 
Assistant (HERA) working with WHEAS’ HER team through an IFA bursary. The primary role 
of this post is to input artefact related data into the HER in a searchable format. Project outputs 
as  described  above  will  use  the  already  designed  HER  artefact  data  format  to  ensure 
compatibility with this task. 

Limited additional time for the HERA and for the HER Manager (HERM) will  be required to 
allow design and integration of the lithic data element of the project, to attach PDF report output 
to relevant HER records and to distribution mapping. 

3.5.7 Task 7: Outreach

Task 7.1 Enhancement of Almonry display
The Romano-British display at the Almonry museum has been replaced for the duration of the 
assessment  by  a  temporary  display,  with  previously  displayed  material  removed  for  the 
assessment. It is proposed that this display is now restored and enhanced using data from this 
project.

Enhancement will be through updating the finds on display, through formal identification of the 
displayed  finds  and through  modernising  the  display  outlay.  Key  examples  of  pottery  and 
artefact forms will be extracted for display from the assemblages. 

Descriptive and interpretative information will  be enhanced through text, drawings and maps 
highlighting the use and source of the artefacts on display. This will  include a site distribution 
map drawn from HER data and showing Roman sites across the Vale of Evesham. Where 
material has been drawn from aggregate producing areas and/or aggregate production sites, 
this will be highlighted. 

Task 7.2 Teaching boxes
It  is further suggested that a number of teaching boxes (2) be created using the unstratified 
material  from  the  Almonry  collection.  These  will  be  put  together  a  sustainable  series  of 
exercises as part  of an outreach programme that  can be used by both  non-specialists and 
specialists to teach about the artefacts recovered from the area. This will be undertaken through 
a selective analysis of unstratified material from the Almonry dividing into types, periods and 
forms, each accompanied by handling material, teaching notes and information. In addition a 
specialist will  identify the unstratified animal bone, in order to allow the creation of a handling 
collection again accompanied by notes and information. 

The teaching  boxes will  be  held  by  the  Almonry  and  used  by  the  museum  for  outreach 
purposes as well as being available to the WHEAS Outreach officer and other staff. They are 
primarily envisaged for use in conjunction with school and special interest group visits.

Task 7.3 Flint recognition sheet
It is proposed that a flint recognition sheet be developed for use by local groups and individuals 
undertaking fieldwalking and also those engaged in metal detecting. This will be illustrated with 
line drawings and photographs. It will focus on commonly found material such as debitage and 
scrapers rather than the more obvious tool  types and will  be aimed at improving levels of 
collection, identification and reporting.

Task 7.4 Continued volunteer involvement



Project volunteers have contributed in the order of 200 person days to the project to date and it 
is intended that, although opportunities may be limited for substantial involvement in this stage 
of the project, where possible they are provided with an opportunity to continue to contribute. 

This will  be achieved through continued involvement with  data entry,  sorting of material (for 
instance training in basic fabric identification to allow sorting of assemblages by fabric) and 
supporting the persons completing the main project tasks. 

There remains considerable potential scope for linking the fragmentary and limited documentary 
archive material to the collections, a time-consuming task which is difficult to quantify and thus 
is not  costed for WHEAS  staff input  but  could  usefully be pursued by any volunteers who 
express an interest in such research.

Further, there is a possibility of the recovery of further records and material, in particular from 
the County Museum at Hartlebury. Due to the movement of both artefact and archive material to 
the new store collections  and material  from  both  the Worcester  Museum  Service  and the 
County Museum were not available for analysis. There are letters and records within the archive 
from Birmingham Museum collections referring to plans and records being sent or accessed at 
Hartlebury.  The museum could not confirm their existence; it  is possible that access to this 
material will  become available in time for it to be included within this project and if this is the 
case, it is proposed that the project volunteers who already have experience of scanning archive 
material and linking it to artefact collections could undertake such work which is by necessity 
unquantifiable. 

It is also proposed that volunteers could undertake a search of local newspapers to locate any 
reports on excavations or discoveries in the Vale of Evesham and possibly improve information 
on location or nature of discoveries within these. 

Further,  examination  of maps  (including  tithe  maps)  is  also proposed to  attempt  to  refine 
location of some of the less well-located sites for which field or farm names are recorded.

3.5.8 Task 8: Dissemination
Dissemination is intended to be partly achieved through the production of the brief site reports 
and accessioning with  the HER (Task 6)  and it  is  not  the intention that  formal  reports be 
produced for publication of any of the individual collections covered by this UPD. 

However,  all  reports  produced  will  be  compiled  as  a  WHEAS  internal  report,  thereby 
incorporating and summarising all collections analysed. A short discussion section will present 
and reviewing the overall results and success of the project (Task 8.1). This report will be made 
widely  available  through  the  the  Services’   online  ‘grey  literature’  library 
(http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/home/wccindex/archeo_dr_index.htm).  This  Assessment 
and UPD and a copy of the compiled grey literature report will be archived through the ADS and 
made more widely available through their website.

A short summary report (estimate 5 pages) will  be produced for inclusion in a local journal 
(West Midlands Archaeology and/or Transactions of the Worcestershire Archaeological Society; 
Task 8.2). This will  allow wider dissemination of results, summarise the project, highlight key 
issues identified and raise awareness of how the more detailed information can be accessed 
through the WHEAS website and ADS.

http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/home/wccindex/archeo_dr_index.htm


A short article will also be produced critically evaluating the success of the project. This would 
be intended for publication either through a professional journal (eg The Archaeologist) and/or 
through the ADS maintained ALSF Projects website (Task 8.3). 

Lastly, although not identified formally as Project Tasks the following will be undertaken:

 A  short  paper will  be prepared for  presentation at  the WHEAS  Annual  Dayschool, 
inclusion in the WHEAS Newsletter (which is widely distributed to local societies) and to 
offer to local societies (as part of their lecture programmes) to highlight how they have 
contributed,  and  can  continue  to  contribute,  to  investigation  of  the  county’s 
archaeological resource.

 A  paper  will  be  offered  for  presentation  at  the  Study  Group  for  Roman  Pottery 
Conference

 WHEAS  will  be  actively  involved  in  the  preparation  of  the  Minerals  and  Waste 
Development  Scheme for the County.  Through briefing of the County Archaeological 
Officer and Archaeological Planning Advisor and through the involvement of one of the 
Project team members (Robin Jackson) in providing archaeological advice to the MPA 
during production of this document, this project along with other ALSF initiatives in the 
county will have an active input into the winning of sand and gravel in the county in the 
future.

3.5.9 Task 9: Archiving

Upon completion of the project, a site archive will be compiled consisting of:

 A copy of all summary reports on the various sites (including assessments, any 
specialist reports and this proposal) as accessioned to the HER;

 All correspondence relating to the current project;

 All post-excavation records, databases, finds catalogues and analytical summaries 
of all classes of evidence.

All original material recovered from the sites will be returned to Birmingham City Museums, the 
Almonry or disposed of according to the owners wishes in the case of the SWAG  fieldwalk 
assemblages. 

Digital copies of project reports and databases will deposited with the ADS.

3.6 Resources and programming

3.6.1 Personnel
The project  will  be mainly  undertaken by staff of Worcestershire Historic  Environment  and 
Archaeology Service (WHEAS) working in conjunction with volunteers, local groups and staff of 
the various museum services involved (Almonry Museum, Worcestershire County Museum and 
Birmingham City Museum and Art Gallery).

The staffing of this project as outlined below assumes that the project is completed in 2007/8.



 Project Manager: Derek Hurst (DH) is a Project Manager at WHEAS.  He will  manage 
and co-ordinate the project,  undertake project tasks and co-ordinate and edit the final 
report.

 Project  Leader.  Alan  Jacobs  (AJ)  is  a  Finds  Officer  at  WHEAS.  He  is  a  Roman 
ceramics specialist and will undertake the day to day running of the project, co-ordinate 
volunteers and be responsible for the majority of the analytical work.

 Contributor. Robin Jackson (RJ) is a Project Manager at WHEAS. He will undertake the 
rapid  re-assessment  of  published  and HER  recorded lithics  from  past  fieldwork  (in 
conjuction with specialist support – see below) and will  contribute to production of the 
lithic recognition sheet. 

 Contributor. Laura Griffin (LG) is a Finds Officer at WHEAS. She is a Roman ceramics 
specialist and will undertake some of the analytical work.

 Contributor. Finds Assistant. A Finds Assistant will  provide assistance to Alan Jacobs 
and Laura Griffin. 

 Contributor.  Justin  Hughes  (JH)  is  a  Field  Officer  at  WHEAS  who  specialises  in 
outreach and education. He is the Project Leader for the associated Unlocking the Past: 
Outreach Project  and will  produce the Teaching boxes in  conjunction with  Deborah 
Overton and Alan Jacobs.

 Contributor. Victoria Bryant (VB) is the Historic Environment Record Manager (HERM) 
at WHEAS. She will co-ordinate data design and input to the HER.

 Contributor. Deborah Overton (DO) is the Historic Environment Record Outreach Officer 
and  will  produce  the  Teaching  boxes in  conjunction  with  Justin  Hughes  and  Alan 
Jacobs.

 Contributor.  Oliver  Russell  (OR)  has  recently  been  appointed  as  an  Historic 
Environment Records Assistant (HERA) through an IFA training bursary to work within 
the HER team undertaking accessioning of artefact related data. Integrate of such data 
arising  from  the  project  will  be  included  in  his  work  programme.  Other  HER 
accessioning and mapping tasks will be completed by one of the other HERAs.

External specialists will be as follows:

 Alvaro Mora-Ottomano (AMO)  is  a Field  Officer  at  Archenfield  Archeology.  He will  
undertake analysis of the flint  in consultation with  Robin Jackson and other WHEAS 
staff.

 Dr  Sylvia  Warman  (Cotswold  Archaeology).  Animal  bone identification  for  teaching 
boxes

 Robert Ixer (Good Provenance, Birmingham). Preparation of thin sections

 Peter Guest (University of Cardiff). Coin identification



3.6.2 Funding 
Funding  for the undertaking of this  project  is  requested from English  Heritage through the 
Aggregates Levy Sustainability Fund Programme and as presented in the breakdowns provided 
in Appendix 3.

The overall cost for completion of Stage 3 Tasks is: £41,284.33

3.6.3 Project programme 
The identified key tasks for the project are tabulated in Appendix 3 and presented on Table 2. A 
Gantt chart for the proposed progress is presented as Appendix 4. 

The proposed project start date is 4 June 2007 with a 35 week programme to be completed by 
1 February 2008. 

The proposed tasks will be undertaken within financial year 2007/8 and thus will be completed 
within the current ALSF round.

3.7 Quality
The Service is part of Worcestershire County Council and is subject to the Council’s policies, 
safeguards,  practices and audit  procedures.  The Service is  registered as an archaeological 
organisation with the Institute of Field Archaeologists, and as such is bound to the IFA’s Code 
of Conduct and bylaws.

The Service is covered by public and employer’s liability insurance (with a limit of £40 million), 
and professional indemnity insurance (with a limit of £2 million). Insurance is with AIG Europe 
(UK) Ltd (Policy Number 21005095, expires 29 September 2007).

Malcolm Atkin, County Archaeologist, will  monitor progress of the project on a monthly basis. 
Monitoring meetings will be held with English Heritage as required to review the progress of the 
projects against the timescale presented in the Gantt chart (Appendix 4).

3.8 Health and safety

The Service is covered by the conditions and requirements of the County Council's health and 
safety policies and procedures (as amended).

 Health and Safety, corporate health and safety policy 1998.

 Corporate Services safety policy (Cultural Services) 2000.

The County Council also produces supplementary guidance (for example).

 Guide to general risk assessment, no date.

 Display screen equipment, information for users, 1992.

 Manual handling in libraries, no date

The Service has issued Manual of Service practice: safe working practice (1996 as amended, 
County Archaeological Service internal report,  461) which  are guidelines drawn from its risk 



assessments of common situations. The following guidelines are relevant to this project, and all 
staff will be aware of them.

 Travelling.

 Lone working.

All these documents may be viewed at the Service’s offices, and may be forwarded on request.

3.9 Copyright 

Copyright  of  all  written,  graphic,  photographic,  and  digital  records  remains  that  of 
Worcestershire County  Council  Archaeology Service  unless  otherwise  agreed with  English 
Heritage.  All  material  copied  from  other  sources  will  be  fully  acknowledged  and  relevant 
copyright conditions observed.

4. Abbreviations

ALSF Aggregates Levy Sustainability Fund

EH English Heritage

HER Historic Environment Record

MAP 2 Management of Archaeological Projects (EH 1991)

RCHME Former Royal Commission on Historical Monuments (England) - Now 
part of EH

WHEAS Worcestershire Historic Environment and Archaeology Service
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Appendix 1: Catalogue of lithic material from collections 
(Alvaro Mora Ottomano; August 2006)

The Ponderosa, Evesham (WSM 2757 & 35834) 

16 worked lithics and 470g. of natural gravel flint:

-A2: 1 broken flake

-A3:  1  chunky  flint  flake  utilised  (‘tool  of  convenience’),  1  borer  (broken  tip, 
Neolithic/Bronze Age ?)

-B1: 1 long utilised blade

-B3: 1 multiplatform core, 1 exhausted core

-B4: 1 core rejuvenation flake, 1 burnt flake, 1 blade 

-B5: 1 long blade

-D6: 1 burnt flake

-C4: 1 concave side scraper on broken blade

-C6: 1 chunk

-E2: 1 flake/blade core

-E5: 1 flake, 1 chert bladelet

New Barn, Cow Honeybourne (WSM 2826)

 1 burnt flint chunk.

Eckington Survey (WSM 5487 – cross reference to WSM 5900-5907 & 7582):

25 worked lithics and 870g. of natural gravel flint;

-1 G7: exhausted multiplatform flake/blade core

-2 G7: core fragment

-3 G7: exhausted core with severe damage

-4 G7: burnt chunky flake

-5 G7: broken flake

-6 G7: flake

-7 G7: flake

-8 G7: flake, flat butt

-9 G7: flake

-10 G7: chunky flake



-11 G7: flake, flat butt

-12 G7: flake, dihedral butt

-13 G7: flake

-14 G7: broken flake

-15 G7: miscellaneous retouched flake (direct total thin right lateral)

-16 G7: combined notch and borer (Neolithic/Bronze Age ?)

-17 G7: naturally backed knife 

-18 H7: chunky primary flake

-19 H7: natural gravel possibly utilised (?)

-20 H7: flake, flat and big butt

-21 H7: primary flake

-22 H7: exhausted bladelet core (?)

-23 H7: gravel flint with some retouch

-24 H7: flake

-25 H7: flake

Five Acres (WSM 6050; SO 969 465)

 430g. of natural gravel flint.

Sedgeberrow (WSM 7517; Malkin site 29)

 4 chunky and abraded worked flint flakes.

Hawford (WSM 28767)

12 worked lithics and 45g. of natural gravel flint:

-A4: 1 reddish brown chert opposed platform blade core, 1 miscellaneous 
retouched flake

-A5: 1 whitish chert flake

-B2: 1 flake

-B8: 1 small brownish chert flake

-C8: 1 reddish brown flint flake, 1 long abraded flake 

-D5: 1 flake

-D8: 1 brown chert 

-F4: 1 chunk

-AA5: 1 reddish brown chert flake

-CC8 1 flint blade (Neolithic/Bronze Age ?)



Kemerton (WSM 28780)

11 worked lithics and 2,100g. of natural gravel flint:

-A3: 1 flake, 1 possible core fragment?

-A4: 1 chunky blade

-A6: 1 flake

-B4: 1 natural flint chunk with partial medial retouch.

-B3: 1 flake, 1 broken blade

-B8: 1 notch on broken flake

-D3: 1 utilised flint flake

-POND AREA: 1 flake 

-UNKOWN SQUARE: 1 obliquely blunted flake (not a microlith)

Pirton (WSM 29550)

2 worked lithics and 30g. of natural gravel flint.

-BB5: 1 flint flake

-T ‘last drop’ (?): 1 miscellaneous retouch flake 

Bretforton (WSM 29563)

8 worked lithics and 70g. of natural gravel flint:

-C3: 1 flint flake with wear traces

-C6: 1 blade core fragment (Neolithic/Bronze Age ?)

-D1: 1 flake, 1 blade

-D3: 1 miscellaneous retouch flake (thin opportunistic retouch)

-D5: 2 flakes

-G1: 1 flake

Defford (WSM 30370)

5 worked lithics and 178g. of natural gravel flint:

-A2: 1 flint blade

-F9: 2 flint flakes

-H7: 1 broken flint flake

-I2: 1 chunk/broken flake



Wick (WSM 31604)

1 utilised flint broken blade (Neolithic/Bronze Age ?).

Lower End Farm, Great Comberton (WSM 31634; SO 958 427)

2 worked lithics and 135g. of natural gravel flint:

-A3: 1 flake

-D1: 1 flake

White Ladies, Aston (WSM 32299)

1 possible hammer stone made from a hard and very pure non-local white sandstone cobble, 
and 156g. of fire-cracked quartzite fragments. 

Pensham (WSM 34238)

3 worked flints and 250g. of natural gravel flint and quartzite.

-9B: 1 primary flint flake 

-10G: 1 secondary flint flake

-unlocated: 1 end scraper on a flake (Neolithic/Bronze Age?)

Childswickham (WSM 34738; Site 2)

1 natural gravel.

Bricklehampton (WSM 35818)

SITE  26:  1  utilised distal  end of flint  blade (Neolithic/Bronze Age?),  and 1 burnt  quartzite 
fragment.

Wickhamford (WSM 35817)

 5 worked lithics, 1 natural gravel and 1 moulded stone.

-SITE AP: 5 cherty flint flake

-SITE 32: 1 natural gravel flint

-SITE 6: 1 moulded stone (architectural fragment)



Debden Cottage, Offenham (WSM 35820; Malkin Site 23)

2 natural gravel (28g)

Unlocated - Almonry Catalogue no. WO 39/C: Neolithic polished axe.   

Unlocated - Cox Site 34: 1 natural gravel.

Unlocated - Almonry ref no 200501: 1 natural gravel flint.

Unlocated - Almonry ref no 200502 (Woodlands): 1 worked flint flake.

Outside survey area  - Blackminster (Site 12): 2 flint flakes.

Poorly located - WSM 35829 (Malkin? Site 64): 3 natural gravel, 1 possible multiplatform core 
and one chert knife on a blade with direct total thin retouch (Neolithic/Bronze Age ?).



Appendix 2:  Model summary finds data sheet for HER
WSM XXXX (event HER number) 

Type Count Weight 
(g)

Date 
(note 1)

Specialist 
report?
(note 2)

Key 
assemblage?
(note 3)

Pottery
Pottery
Pottery
Pottery
Clay tile – roof
Clay tile – wall
Clay tile – floor
Clay tile – other
Brick
Daub
Clay pipe
Crucible
Mould
Briquetage
Clay object
Clay – unidentified
Glass – vessel
Glass – window
Glass – bead
Glass – waste
Gold – coin
Gold – object
Silver – coin
Silver – object
Cu alloy – coin
Cu alloy – object
Cu alloy – token
Cu  alloy  –  industrial 
waste  (not  slag  see 
below)
Cu alloy – unidentified
Iron – object
Iron – industrial waste 
(not slag see below)
Iron - unidentified
Lead – object
Lead – token
Lead – industrial waste 
(not slag see below
Lead – unidentified
Metal – other
Slag – cu alloy
Slag – iron
Slag – lead



Slag – other
Mineral – coal
Mineral – composite
Mineral – mortar
Mineral – plaster
Organic – worked horn
Organic  –  worked 
bone
Organic - textile
Organic  –  worked 
wood
Organic – worked shell
Organic  –  worked 
tooth
Organic – leather
Stone – object
Stone – moulding
Flaked stone – object
Flaked stone – flake
Stone – carved object
Stone tile – floor
Stone tile – roof

Notes

1. In  some cases the date will  be "Undated".  In  most  cases,  especially  if  there is  not  a 
specialist report, the information entered in the Date field will  be a general period such as 
Neolithic, Roman, medieval etc (see below for a list of periods used in the Worcestershire 
HER). Very broad date ranges such as late Medieval to Post-medieval  are acceptable for 
artefacts which can be hard to date for example roof tiles. If you have more specific dates, 
such as  13th to 14th century,  please use these instead. Specific  date ranges which cross 
general period boundaries can also be used, for example 15th to 17th century. 

Period From To
Palaeolithic 500000  BC 10001 BC
Mesolithic 10000 BC 4001 BC
Neolithic 4000 BC 2351 BC
Bronze Age 2350 BC 801 BC
Iron Age 800 BC 42 AD
Roman 43 409
Post-Roman 410 1065
Medieval 1066 1539

Post-
medieval

1540 1900

Modern 1901 2050

Period Specific From To
Lower Paleolithic 500000 BC 150001



Middle Palaeolithic 150000 40001
Upper Palaeolithic 40000 10001
Early Mesolithic 10000 7001
Late Mesolithic 7000 4001
Early Neolithic 4000 3501
Middle Neolithic 3500 2701
Late Neolithic 2700 2351
Early Bronze Age 2350 1601
Middle Bronze Age 1600 1001
Late Bronze Age 1000 801
Early Iron Age 800 401
Middle Iron Age 400 101
Late Iron Age 100 BC 42 AD
Roman 1st century AD 43 100
2nd century 101 200
3rd century 201 300
4th century 301 400
Roman 5th century 401 410
Post roman 411 849
Pre conquest 850 1065
Late 11th century 1066 1100
12th century 1101 1200
13th century 1201 1300
14th century 1301 1400
15th century 1401 1500
16th century 1501 1600
17th century 1601 1700
18th century 1701 1800
19th century 1801 1900
20th century 1901 2000
21st century 2001

2. Not all evaluations of small excavation assemblages have specialist reports on all classes of 
objects. An identification (eg clay pipe) and a quantification is not a specialist report. A short 
discussion or a more detailed record identifying types and dates is a specialist report. This 
field is designed to point researchers to reports where they will  find out more than merely 
the presence or absence of material of a particular type and date.




