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HAD LE Y, H E R E F 0 R D A N D W 0 R C E S T E R 

An archaeological e valuation 1989: 

including further proposals and recommendations 

1.0: INTRODUCTION. 

An archaeological assessment in advance of proposed development was 
undertaken in January 1989 by Birmingham University Field Archaeology Unit 
of land off Rosemary Lane, Madley , Hereford and Worcester (Figure 1 A) , 
centered on NGR. SO 416388. The work was commissioned by Campbell Allan Ltd 
of Bristol, architects for a residential de velopment comprising 9 units 
and a new access road. The purpose of the evaluation was to provide 
information on the nature, depth and extent of archaeological deposits, 
and to provide a framework for detailed consideration of the reserved 
matters in the planning appr oval. The following presents an interim 
assessment of the archaeological results and the i mplications of the 
impending development for the survival of the known deposits, together with 
proposals to minimise the i mpact of the development upon the proven 
a r chaeology . 

The site contains a moated earthwork not hitherto examined by survey or 
controlled archaeological excavation . Areas not affected by the proposals 
were excluded from the scope of the evaluation. Nine trenches were opened 
to enable an extensive examination of those areas most affected by the 
development proposals (Figure 1C). Trenches I to VI facilitated a profile 
of the deposits across the platform and moat . Le ve l profiles (Figure 1C: 
Figure 2B) were undertaken to supplement the evidence from excavation. 
Tr enches I , VIII and IX investigated t he bank at the south and west of the 
site , and Trenches VI and VII the north of the site. A mechanical excavator 
was employed to remove up to 0.4m of topsoil from each t r ench prior to 
the definition and recording of archaeological deposits. In each trench 
the priori ty was the definition of deposits at their upper levels, coupled 
with the selective excavation of sondages within the trenches to define 
t he depth of deposits . The information r ecovered through this approach is 
regarded as being adequate for a basic unde rstanding of the nature and 
depth of the archaeological deposits. 

2 .0: THE SITE AND ITS SETTING. 

The site comprises an area of 0.35 ha . formerly used for pasture , on the 
southern outskirts of Madley (Figure 1B). The local solid geology is Old 
Red Sandstone, over lain by Keuper Marl (Midland Mudstone). The site is 
dominated by a n irregularly shaped mound, interpreted as a ?platform 
enclosed by a moat, intended to be filled with water but now dry. A 
shallow bank runs parallel to the south and western plot boundaries, 
i nterrupted in front of the modern field entrance (Figure 1C) . 

The topography of the site suggests the dumping of upcast from the 
excavation of the moat to form a raised platform and counteract the natural 
slope from north to south. The moat may have been fed wi th water from a 
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leat in the area marked by the former position of a pond (Figure 18). 

The plat form of a moated site may contain evidence for a sequence of 
buildings in stone or timbe r, or , in s ome cases only f or a temporary 
presence with little occupation debris and no structures (Le Patourel , 
1978). The range of structures r epresented on moated sites can include 
not only a dwelling but also service buildings for the house, and farm 
buildings. Sites seemingly devoid of buildings may have been enclosures for 
animals , or orchards, (Taylor, 1978 ). The development of moated sites may 
be fitted into a well established chronological framework, and began in the 
later Medieval period. The earliest moated sites were constructed i n the 
second half of the 12th century , a nd a period of e xpansion in numbers 
followed up to t he beginning of the 14th century . After this time fewer 
sites were constructed, and from the 16th century the sites were oft en 
extensively remodelled (Le Patourel, 1978 ). 

3 . 0: THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESULTS. 

3 .1: The platform. Trenches III , IV, V. 

The earliest l evel investigated in these trenches comprised the upper 
horizon of a mottled red-brown clay silt , possibly the upcast from the 
digging of the moat, sealed in each case by occupation deposits. 

I n Trench III (Figure 1C) this deposit was contacted ea. 0.35m below the 
modern surface at 80. 35m AOD. Above was the south- east corner of an 
irregu lar ?yard surface, comprising a regular arrangement of rounded 
pebbles. Sealing this cobbling was a spread of demolition rubble, 
containing 12th-14th-century pottery. To the west of the rubble was cut a 
drain, 0.4m wide, formed of two parallel lines of roughly hewn sandstone 
blocks aligned approximately north east- south west and mostly pitched into 
t he drain cut . The drain was sealed by dark brown silt soil containing 
15th- century pottery . 

Tr ench I V was excavated to sample any occupation deposits and structures 
in the northern platform area. Here the ground surface is raised above the 
level of the remainder of the platform, suggesting a poss i ble build-up of 
such deposits. Above the ?moat excavation upcast (contacted at ea. 80 . 3m 
AOD) was the south- east corne r of anothe r r ectangular yard surface 
comprising worn irregular sandstone blocks and r ounded pebbles , 
associated with pottery of 12th- 13th century date (Figure 1C). To the east 
the lower horizon of mottled red-brown clay-silt was overlain by 
occupation deposits of charcoal-rich soil containing fragme.nts of burnt 
wood, bone and sherds of thin-walled ?cooking vessels of 14th-century date. 

In Trench V a homogenous deposit of brown silt soil overlay the mott led 
clay silt contacted at 80 .1 5m AOD, at the northern limi t of the platform. 

3 . 2: The Moat . Trenches II, V. 

Trenches II and V were dug to provide a profile through the moat 
deposits and to locate the north and south limits of the platform area 
(F igure 1C: Figure 2A). In Trench II the bottom of the moat was located 
ea . 2m below the modern ground surface (at 78.40m AOD ) , but the water-table 
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was not contacted . The earliest fill was a dump of demolition rubble, 
comprising shattered angular sandstone blocks. Above the rubble was a 
deposit of up t o 1m thick, of dark grey banded silts flecked with 
charcoal, it ' s t he upper horizon comprising a charcoa l rich- silt (Figure 
2A). The upper moa t fill consisted of up to 1m of brown-orange clay 
accumulated along the line of the moat , and beneath the modern topsoil. 

In Trench V (F igure 1 C) the edge of the northern arm of the moat was 
defined by a dump of massive rough- hewn sandstone blocks, the remai ns of 
a r evetment , col l apsed i nt o the lip of the moat above the latest silt 
i nfill. The alignment and location of these stones corresponds with a 
s harply defined break of slope , sligtly in t urned to the east , delimiting 
t he northern edge of the platform f or a l ength of ea. 15m. To the north of 
Trench V, the moat had been disturbed in the ?17th or 18th centuries. 

3.3: Outside the moat. Trenches I , VI, VII, VI, IX. 

Trenches I and I X we r e dug to i nvestigate the composition of a narrow bank 
of irregular profile (Figure 1 C) parallel to the south and west plot 
boundar ies . 

In Tr ench I the principal features encountered comprised two yard surfaces 
(Figure 1C). The lowest , ea . 0.3m be low the modern ground surface, was a 
rough surface of hard-packed gravel and small , worn, rounded stones, and 
was cut by two sub- circular post holes ea. 0. 1 Om in diameter, both 
containing a red-brown silt fill. Immediately above was a second heavily 
worn yard surface comprising small angular sandstone blocks in a buff
brown clay. No datable artifacts were recovered from any of these features 
or deposits. 

In Trench IX (Figure 1C) e xcavation of a homogenous orange-brown clay to 
a depth of 1m below the modern surface produced no datable artifacts. 

In Trench VIII (Figure 1 C) , to the west of the plot, the earliest 
excavated feature was a sandstone ?wall aligned east-west. Sealing this 
wall was a layer of orange clay containing 15th-century pottery. The clay 
was cut by a hearth formed from vertically-placed sandstone blocks 
enclosing an area of burnt wood and charcoal-rich soil ea. 0.15m in 
diameter. 

Two small trenches (Trenches VI and VII) (Figure 1 C) were dug to the 
north of the plot. In Area VI a horizon of charcoal flecks within orange 
clay was contacted ea. 1m be low the modern ground surface. Above this 
contaminated horizon, a di tch of very weathered U- profile was cut on a 
west- east alignment, but no datable artifacts were recorded . I n Area VII a 
clean orange clay silt was contacted ea . 0.7m below the surface, sealed by 
silts containing 18th century pottery. 

4 .0: DISCUSSION. 

The archaeological return from this evaluation has been high relative to 
the statistically small area of the site investigated, and the limits se t 
on the excavation of those deposits encountered. The pottery collected, 
ranging from the 12th-1 5th centuries, confirms the attribution of the site 
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on morphological grounds t o t he Medieval period, which conforms wi th the 
chr onology of most moated s ites . 

Evide nce from the platform i ndicates occupation in the 12t h-1 5th 
centuri es. The failure to contact any coher ent structure was a 
disappoi ntment . However, in s uch limited areas for investigation, the 
evidence for t i mber structures s uch as postholes or beam-slots will often 
be elusive. The identification of two distinct yard surfaces and a stone
lined drain, together with a quantity of occupation debri s does suggest 
settled occupation on the site . Excavation of a wider a r ea (eg, of the 
bards tanding ) may permit the recovery of a s equence of buildings , and 
may also allow the investigation of any occupation levels sealed by the 
deposition of the moat upcast . 

The lowest level of the moat contains stone rubble, probably deriving 
from the demolition of buildings on the platform. The silts above the 
rubble will have accumulated mainly after the abandonment of the site . 
Evidence from Trench II s uggests that no waterlogged deposits survive in 
the south sector of the moat , but other sectors may be cut to beneath the 
water table, particularly t hose towards the the pond to the north east of 
the platform. 

The evi~ence from outside the moa t is the most difficult to interpret. No 
dating evidence was recovered from Trench I, but the yard surfaces may well 
post-date the platform activi t y. Pottery from Area VIII may be dated to the 
14th- 15th centuries. The chronological relationship betwee n occupation on 
t he platform and from Trenches I , VI and VIII may only be established by 
further excavation over a more e xtensive area. 

5.0: IMPLICATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS. 

The a r chaeological evaluation at Madley has demonstrated the survival of a 
medieval site of some chronological and structural complexity . Given the 
shallow depth of occurrence of certain archaeological deposits, and the 
extensive nature of the modern deve lopment as presently envisaged, what 
further archaeological response may be appropriate? 

5.1: Deve lopment I mplications . 

Given the expectation that development will proceed, and t hat a policy of 
total archaeological preservation is thus not viable a strategy f or an 
appropriate archaeological r esponse is urgently needed. The principal 
threat to the proven depos i ts will arise from the constru·ction of the 
access road, and in the area of the hardstanding which will occupy the 
greater part of the platform area . This must pose a considerable threat to 
archaeological deposits that have the greatest potential to reveal the 
historical sequence of occupation. The excavation of foundation and 
service trenches will for the most part be outside the platform area, in 
areas of secondary archaeological i mportance. 

5.2: Archaeological Response. 

To provide an adequate response to t he a nticipated threats two main options 
suggest themselves: (A) min i mise the damage (B) adequately r ecord what is 
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destroyed , though these options are not necessarily exc lusive . 

(A) : Minimising the damage caused by construction might be achieved by 
import ing up to 2m of compacted ove rburden , to a r tificially raise the l evel 
of the site, in combination with the use of rafted foundations . Howe ve r 
t he latter might sti ll cause disturbance i n a wider area than conventional 
foundations, albeit to a shallower depth. 

(B): Adequate archaeological recording of the 
ha rdstanding and foundations , so far as they will 
development proposals . Ideally, this could be 
e xcavation of the topsoil in the affected a r eas 
e xcavation. 

5.3: Reco.mendations. 

area of the road, 
be destroyed by the 
achieved by machine 
followed by hand 

5.3.1: Vbateaver development proposals are finally adopted, the existing 
topography of the site will be radically altered to accomodate these works, 
and thus a detailed aapped survey of the entire site should be effected 
before commencement of any construction works. 

5. 3. 2: After the supervised machin.ing of overburden from the designated 
bardstanding area, this should be excavated archaeologically by band, 
and a continuous lm wide transect dug from the hardstanding area to the 
south of the plot, to the depth that developaent will penetrate the known 
deposits. 

5.3.3: The impact of foundation and service trenches in the areas outside 
the platform may be minimised by a combination of the use of land fill, 
rafted foundations, or aaendaent of overall building layout. In either 
case an archaeological watching brief in lia.ison with the developer is 
required to the monitor contractor's excavation works. 

6.0: ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS . 

This evaluation was commi ssioned by Campbell Allan Ltd on behal f of 
clients . It was directed i n the field by Alex Jones who has also been 
r espons i ble for prepar i ng this r eport. I am additionally grateful to Chr is 
Corrish of Camp bell All en , Simon Woodiwiss of the Archaeology Section, 
He r eford and Wor cester County Council , and Charlotte Cane for assistance 
a nd advice; Simon Buteux was responsible for management of the project; 
Peter Leach and lain Ferris gave advice and edited this report, and 
Trevor Pearson for prepared the illustrations. I am grateful to Edward 
Newton, Andrew Hussain and Karen Walford for their assistance on site; 
thanks are also due to the pupils and staff of Madley County Primary 
School for their inte rest in the project 

- 5-



7.0: REFERENCES. 

Le Patourel , H.E.J, 1978. 'The excavation of moated sites' i n Aberg, F.A . 
(ed) Medieval Moated Sites . Council For British Archaeology Research Report 
17 , 1978. 

Taylor, C.C. 1978 'Moated sites: their definition, form and classification' 
in Aberg op. cit. 

-6-

!lex Jones 

Biraingbam University 
Field Archaeology Unit 

February 1989. 



IADLEY 

Skm 
...._~---~---' 

llcreford a11d Wor 

o Aile-nsmorto t MADLEY 

0 100m 

AREAS OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATION 

0 
<t 
0 
a: 

0 
w 
..J 
..J 
<1 ... 
w 
~ 
z 
::> 

y 
I 
I 
' 

- - --- . ,.,.,_ Of cwoooncs occut rOOd 
Of'\0 hOfdS'OI"'C•ng 

0 10 

-\ 
\ 

I 

I 
I 

J 

' 
\ 

'>.. 

.... 
' · 

I 

20m 

I 
I 

I 

-- -· 

c=J 
VII 

h.arth _- ~ 

--~- - _, 
,--

VIII 

/ 
/ 

/ 

/ I 
I 

I 

I 

·Figure 

ROSEMARY LAN E 



MADLEY 1989 sections and profile 
A 

All wctions west toeing 
TRENCH 11 

"~ -~---~ ~-·-__ _._:-~:-(-·-._:~-.-:-.--------
--- - - -·-- -:----:-----~------------. 

- _: . I 

·- ·- ·- ·-·- ·- ·- ·- --- . . I - ·..::::--------- . . . . 

TRENCH Ill 
' ......... - ........ .. ....... - • ... - ---- - --- ........... 80 65m AO 0 

""" L------·----~-~- --~:'·-··- . - -~ -.=.~ :..-.~-:=-~-~~~~~~::~~ ~:::.:.~~~=:.-~:..~~-~:_~::~~J 7r 

!.:...~ .!. :_ __ . _ _:_ _ _ _:=:_· __ -_! 

TRENCH V 

0 

B PROFILE ACROSS PLATFORM AND SURROUNDING AREAS 

1fN1re 

oL-_____ __;s-..s 

-,·,·~-- -~--~-~~.--.-~IJLJ$,@'_$_@$(£7/l/tJOJLlJtli/li.;WJc-;J 
- ·- ·- ·- . . . ! 

- ·- ·- I - i 
i I 

! . i 
)-: ---------;- -~-- ~-- ----=--- --·1 

~7-."- -.--.-·-~~- ~ -- ~--:-~:~ --:·-.·: 
L.:... . _ . ~:: ·_ .:... :~ :~ . ...: . ...: .·~ · -! 

2metres 


	frontcover.JPG
	insidecover.JPG
	contents.JPG
	pg1.JPG
	pg2.JPG
	pg3.JPG
	pg4.JPG
	pg5.JPG
	pg6.JPG
	fig1.JPG
	fig2.JPG

