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RENEWAL OF PIPELINE ATCHAM DMA711 AT WROXETER: A DESK-TOP 
ASSESSMENT 

1.0: INTRODUCTION 

On 15th May !998, the Field Archaeology Unit was connnissioned by Severn Trent Water 
Limited to carry out a revised desk-top assessment ofthe archaeological impact of the proposed 
rehabilitation of a water main (AtchamDMA711) at Wroxeter, Shropshire. The purpose of this 
was to up date a previous desktop assessment (Wbite 1997) in the light of the completion of the 
magnetometry survey at Wroxeter Roman city. The geophysical survey has specific reference to 
interventions 9-12, and throws further light on the possible course of water mains in relation to 
the village (see 5.2). Since the proposed work would directly affect the remains of the Roman 
City (SAM 32), Mr A Fleming, Inspector of Ancient Monuments at English Heritage, has 
outlined the course of action required prior to consent to carry out the work (Fleming, letter 
dated 1511/97). This assessment forms the first stage in this process and aims to defme the 
archaeological deposits that are likely to be affected by the work. On the basis of this analysis, it 
will then go on to assess the implications of the work and outline an archaeological strategy 
which will mitigate its effects. This strategy includes the specification for the required 
excavations, the analysis ofthe results of these excavations and their final publication. 

2.0: GENERAL ASSESSMENT 

2.1 A map supplied by the contractors, P N Daly, shows the line of the 4-inch water pipeline 
(Atcham DMA711) which runs north- south across the abandoned Roman town ofWroxeter. 
In general, the pipe lies parallel with and to the west side of the main north - south road, now of 
either one- or occasionally two-track width running through the site of the town. 

2.2 The sites of the interventions will be discussed in detail below (section 5) but as a general 
point the northern section of the pipe, covering interventions 1 - 11 inclusive, is located on or 
very close to the lines of Roman roads known in the town. Interventions 12 - 17 follow the line 
of a road established in the post-Medieval period (Bassett 1990). These latter interventions will 
cut through the site of the medieval village ofWroxeter and possibly through its early Medieval 
or innnediately post-Roman predecessor. 

3.0: ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND 

3.1 Northern section 

The existing north - south road running through the Roman town ofWroxeter crosses the 
northern boundary of the town at SJ 5665 0934. The line it then follows is generally that of the 
Roman road which extends from Wroxeter to Whitchurch and points further north (Fig. 1-3; 
Margary Route 6a; 1973, 296-9). At SJ 565 8 0907 it forms an oblique junction with a road 
entering the town from the north-east. This modern road too follows the line of a Roman road, 
in this case Wading Street (Margary Route 1h; ibid. 291-3). The modern road then proceeds 
southwards to a crossroads at SJ 5653 0892 where the modem B4380 Shrewsbury to 
Ironbridge road crosses the road line from west to east. The B4380 does not reflect the Roman 
road pattern, as will be further discussed under intervention 6. The road then continues 
southwards passing modern farm buildings on the west side and the site ofWroxeter baths on 
the east. At SJ 5640 0842 there is another junction with a road coming from the east (locally 
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known as Patch Lane). This too follows the course of a Roman road. Immediately after this 
junction, the road takes a turn to the south-west, a line which when projected meets the river at 
the known Roman fording or bridging point established by David Pannett (1989). (See 
intervention 12 for further discussion of this road line.) Roughly 50m beyond this junction, at SJ 
5636 0839, another lane joins this road from the west. This lane roughly follows the contour of 
the river cliff and is apparently also of ancient, and perhaps pre-Roman, origin (Bassett 1990). 

3.2 Southern section 

The much shorter southern section of the pipeline follows the line of the road established 
probably at some time in the early- mid 18th century (Bassett 1990). Prior to this time, there 
had been a crossroads at SJ 5636 0839, the junction referred to at the end of the previous 
paragraph (Fig. 2). The line ofWatling Street had continued down to the ford or crossing point 
passing to the west of the modern road, while the lane that ran along the river cliff continued in 
a straight line, trending south-east to pass behind the east end of the church, and linked up with 
the modem road again at the southern lip of the minor valley defining the southern boundary of 
the Roman town (SJ 5644 0806). This section thus bears no relation to the Roman street grid, 
which has considerable implications for its impact (see interventions 12-17). 

4.0: OUTLINE ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT 

4.1 Northern section 

Much of this route is parallel with, if not actually cutting, the established lines of Roman roads 
including Margary Routes 6a and lh (the latter being Watling Street). None the less, there is 
strong evidence that this road line was not that established at the outset ofthe Roman period. In 
the initial phases of occupation at Wroxeter, from the legionary fortress established in about AD 
57 to the end of the early civil town in about AD 120, the line ofWatling Street crossed the Bell 
Brook further east than it does now and turned due south to enter the fortress' porta 
principalis sinister (Fig. 1 ). In the early civil town, this road line became that which separated 
insulae 2, 5, 9 and 12 from 3, 6, 10 and 13 respectively before exiting the town through the 
porta principalis dexter and thence to the existing river cliff lane outlined above. Part of the 
northern section probably did exist in this earliest phase since the Wroxeter to Whitchurch road 
(Margary Route 6a) must have been established at this time. Although there is no strong 
evidence, it is likely that the crossing point across the Bell Brook still in use today was 
established when this road was laid out and that, once across the brook, it turned sharply south
east towards the porta principalis sinister. South of the Bell Brook crossing point, the present 
road cannot have existed since there was an east - west rampart and ditch aligned along the 
southern crest of the Bell Brook valley which must have cut across its line (see intervention 5). 
Further south still, the future line of the present road was occupied by the ditch and rampart of 
the west side of the fortress, including its main gate (porta praetoria). The precise location of 
these features has not been determined except in Graham Webster' s excavations beneath the 
macellum, but it has been predicted that the north-west corner of the fortress must lie close to 
the Wroxeter Stores while the south-west corner lies close to the junction between Patch Lane 
and the road under discussion. The present road can only have been established after the 
fortress' rampart and ditch were levelled when the army left Wroxeter in about AD 90 (Fig. 2), 
the levelled site then forming the basis for the new city (White and Barker 1998). This 
reorganisation included extending the limits of the town across the Bell Brook valley and 
moving the focus of the town to the west so that the newly established Watling Street divided 
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insulae l, 4 and 8 from 2, 5, 9 and 12. Later, in about AD 120, a forum and public baths and 
macellum (market hall) were established on insulae 4 and 5 respectively, on either side of the 
main thoroughfare (Dalwood and White, 1996). This line, once established, has continued in use 
to the present day. 

4.2 Southern section 

As already outlined, the line of the modem road in the area ofWroxeter village has only been in 
existence since the 18th century (Fig. 3). None the less, it is clear from the sunken holloway in 
which the road sits in the region of the churchyard that there has been considerable removal of 
stratigraphic deposits along part of its line. This may be the natural outcome of heavy traffic 
along a narrow track which has rapidly eroded the street surface, or could be the result of 
making a cutting for the road to ensure that the relative gradient of the new section of the road 
matched that at either end of the cutting. The latter interpretation is offered since this is more 
likely given the short space of time that the road has been in existence. 

5.0: DETAILED ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Fortunately many of the major excavations carried out at Wroxeter over the past 150 years 
have been adjacent to the area under consideration. These have been numbered on the plan 
using Roman numerals to avoid confusion with the numbering of the interventions (Fig. 4 & 5). 
A list of these excavations, giving their character, date and publication reference is provided in 
Appendix 1. Although in some instances these excavations were not fully recorded, many do 
give an insight into the depth of overburden and the expected nature of the deposits in the 
vicinity. The information drawn from these excavations will be used where appropriate in 
discussing the interventions. 

5.2 The recent gradiometer surveys carried out by the Ancient Monuments Laboratory and 
Geophysical Surveys of Bradford on behalf of the Wroxeter Hinterland Project (reproduced 
here as Figure 4) have traced very clearly the existing pattern of metal pipelines within the area 
of the town. This is primarily because the iron pipe acts like a bar-magnet and thus shows as 
alternate blocks of black and white within a linear halo caused by the overwhelming signal 
generated by the metal. Pipeline Atcham DMA711 shows wholly or in part throughout the 
northern part of its line (from intervention 1 to 7 inclusive) up to the cross roads by the modern 
farm buildings. 

Beyond that point it has not been possible to trace the pipe in the geophysical survey due to 
the modern farm buildings although the position of the stop-cock outside 1 & 2 The Ruins 
coincides with the projected line of the pipe. South of the farm buildings, two pipes were 
located, neither of which followed the line projected by P.N. Daly. One, a sewer pipe aligned 
east -west, runs from the corner of the paddock around I & 2 The Ruins and extends across the 
field towards the river cliff. This pipe was established in the mid-1970s within the forum main 
drain (Hey & Brown; Excavation vii). The second pipe lies on a diverging line south of the 
forum which extends from the southern end of the forum colonnade to the north-west corner of 
the wood. Three other pipes can be seen connecting to it. One, on the west side, links to 'The 
Cottage' on the river cliff, whilst two others can be seen to connect on the east side, both of 
which extend beneath the road and run diagonally across the field to the east of the north -
south road (Fig. 4). These pipes were recorded when first installed and give valuable 
information on the depth and location of surviving deposits here (Calvert et al, 1902). The 
northern of these diagonal pipes extends across Patch Lane into the next field to the south 
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whilst the southern pipe changes alignment to become almost north - south. This extends across 
the field to an existing well at the southern end of the field (this field is in the ownership ofMrs 
Langford). A spur pipe can be seen coming off the western side of this second pipe at its 
southern end and runs off towards the village. 

There is no sign of the pipe in the suggested locations of interventions 9 and 10. This may be 
interpreted in two ways: either the pipe is located so far beneath the existing hedge or the 
roadside verge that the geophysical survey did not pick up its halo effect, or the pipe is located 
on the line already discussed. 

Intervention 1 
Intervention I is located 0.55m west ofthe existing fence line and 40m south to the northern 
boundary of the town. There is no known archaeological intervention in the locality but the 
recent gradiometry survey shows the position of the existing pipe line. This survey shows that 
the intervention will coincide with an east - west aligned Roman road which runs obliquely to 
the town's defences. This road also shows clearly on the most recent aerial photographic plot 
(Welfare & Swan 1995, Fig. 134). The relationship seen on both the survey and plot indicate 
that the east- west road is earlier than the defences as is thus likely to date before AD 120 and 
probably to c. AD 90. As already indicated, this section of the north- south road (Margary 
Route 6a) was also laid out at this time and thus there should be a junction between the two at 
or near the position of the intervention. It is possible that the early nature of these features 
means that they are more deeply buried than might be expected with some of the town's later 
features but in general most archaeological deposits at Wroxeter lie within 0.3 - 0.5m of the 
surface. 
Conclusion: although there is no specific evidence for this area, it is likely that beneath a 
topsoil ofup to 0.5m surviving stratigraphy still exists. 

Intervention 2 
Intervention 2 is located 1. 4m west of the fence and 16m north of the Bell Brook. There is no 
known archaeological intervention in the vicinity but the position of the pipe is shown on the 
recent geophysical survey of the field west of the road. The survey shows that the proposed 
intervention is about 20m south of a small trackway aligned east - west in an area of low 
anomalies. A regular area of high anomalies aligned east- west and about 30m long, which may 
be a building, lies 5m west of the position ofthe intervention. There is no further clarification 
from the aerial photographic plot. 
Conclusion: An intervention here may well encounter stratified deposits within 0.3 - 0.5m of 
the surface and these may be structural in nature. 

Intervention 3 
Intervention 3 is located at the existing wash out adjacent to the Bell Brook and its associated 
bridge. The geology exposed in the stream bed is of sands and gravels, and this is borne out by 
the fence post excavation (see intervention 4). The geophysical survey does not cover this area, 
and nor does the aerial photographic plot. Given the position of the intervention, it is unlikely 
that major archaeological deposits will be uncovered here, although there is a possibility that 
there may be evidence for the position of the Roman bridge or ford across the stream. 
Conclusion: There is a slim possibility that an intervention here may disturb deposits of Roman 
date associated with the crossing point of the Bell Brook. However, it is quite likely that this 
intervention, being in a waterlogged area, will produce deposits containing significant 
environmental evidence (6.3). 
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Intervention 4 
Intervention 4 is located 23m south of the Bell Brook and 1.4m west of the fence delimiting the 
field. Observations on a 0.5 x 0.5 x 0.75m hole by H Bird in 1990, during excavations carried 
out to re-establish the fence line on the southern edge of the Bell Brook, recorded that there 
was no stratigraphy other than a sandy ploughsoil (Appendix I, Excavation i). This accords 
with the evidence from the geophysical plot which shows little sign of activity at the precise 
location specified, although there is evidence for structures within a 5m radius. There is no 
evidence from the aerial photographic plot for features here. 
Conclusion: This intervention is located on a slight slope leading down to the Bell Brook. This 
may make it unlikely that structural remains survive here but there should none the less be some 
stratigraphy below the topsoil of about 0.5m depth. 

Intervention 5 
Intervention 5 lies 1.75m west of the fence defining the field adjacent to the north- south road 
and some 20m north of the junction of Wading Street and the Whitchurch road (Margary 
Routes 1h and 6a). A recent geophysical plot by Geophysical Services of Bradford locates the 
intervention within a large L-shaped or possibly courtyard building fronting onto an east - west 
street which lies just to the north. Both the aerial photographic evidence and the gradiometry 
plot indicate that the east- west road meets the line ofMargary Route 6a slightly to the east of 
the present road line. The building thus occupies a point on the corner of an insula, a favoured 
spot for development. Excavation ii, which was located about 40m south-east of the proposed 
intervention, is the only guide available to depth oftopsoil in this area. The published section 
shows that topsoil is about 2m deep at this point (Kenyon 1940, pi. LXX) but since this is over 
a ditch, one can expect that the fill has sunk allowing a greater accumulation over the feature. 
Conclusion: The location of this intervention strongly suggests that structural remains will be 
encountered perhaps within 0.3m of the surface given the evidence of the Bushe Fox 
excavations (Appendix 1, Excavation viii; cfintervention 9). 

Intervention 6 
. Intervention 6lies 17m north of the modem gate and 7.75m west of the fence line. Its location 
in relation to the geography of the Roman town places it just to the west of the intersection 
between Wading Street (Margary Route 1h) and the east- west street defining the north side of 
insulae 1- 3. The geophysical plot in this area is not very clear since the pipeline has induced a 
blank reading for !m on either side of it. Despite this, both the geophysical and aerial 
photographic plots show a possible strip building about 30m long immediately to the north-west 
of the intervention and it is not unlikely that this building will extend into the area of the 
intervention to take advantage of the prime location on a street corner with the main 
thoroughfare. Alternatively, the intervention might be located on the very edge of the east -
west street. The evidence from the excavations carried out in advance of the extension to 
Wroxeter Stores show that the topsoil was 0.6m deep in places (Appendix 1, Excavation iii). 
Conclusion: It should be considered a strong possibility that the intervention will locate 
structural and/or stratigraphic remains beneath a topsoil of0.4- 0.6m depth. 

Intervention 7 
Intervention 7lies at south-west corner of the crossroads of the north- south road and the 
B43 80 Shrewsbury to Ironbridge road, and is adjacent to the existing fire hydrant. This area has 
not been surveyed geophysically; nor can aerial photography help since the existing farmyard 
precludes any such evidence. The site lies on the eastern facade of insula 1 and may well 
coincide with a building or even a colonnade (see intervention 8). 
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Conclusion: It is quite likely that this intervention will encounter stratified or structural remains 
beneath topsoil of about 0.4- 0.5m depth. 

Intervention 8 
Intervention 8 lies 3m south of the south-east corner of the brick-built barn in the south-east 
corner of the modern farm yard. As with intervention 7, this area has not produced any 
geophysical or aerial photographic evidence but there is the immediately relevant evidence of a 
19th century excavation and a 1989 water pipe trench observation (Appendix I, Excavations iv 
and v). The 1854 excavation, carried out in advance of the construction of a barn, involved the 
clearance of the entire floor area to a depth of 2ft Sins (0.81 m) (Dryden 1854). This uncovered 
a row offour square sandstone column bases lying 22ft (6.7m) west of the east wall of the barn 
(Wright 1860, pi. 18). This position and alignment accord well with that of the forum colonnade 
to the south and should probably therefore be interpreted as a colonnade fronting Watling 
Street. If so, this would indicate that the original width ofWatling Street was at least double its 
present width and that there was a colonnade along probably both sides since it can be traced 
along the east side in insulae I, 4 and 8 (see intervention I 0) and along the west side of insula 
5. The evidence from the excavations on insula 5 showed that there was considerable 
accumulation of road surfaces, road wash and ploughsoil above Watling Street in this area 
(Appendix I, Excavation vi). The earliest road surfaces are likely to be inaccessible in the 
present intervention. Similar evidence was traced on the west side of the street during the 1923-
7 excavations and those of 1976-7 (Appendix I, Excavation vii). More relevant is the 
observation carried out during the installation of the existing A. V. in 1989 which was recorded 
by the author (Appendix I, Excavation v). This showed that within the 0.75m depth of the 
trench there were four layers. The uppermost 0 .4m consisted of humic topsoil. This overlay 
three archaeological horizons: layer I consisted of road metalling O.llm deep overlying a layer 
of crushed sandstone foundation 0 .2m deep (layer 2), which in turn overlay a layer of sand with 
lenses ofashy and sandy material (layer 3). This final layer was of undetermined depth. In the 
base of the trench, and adjacent to the A. V., was an area measuring 0.5 x 0.4m of four 
sandstone blocks set in mortar (context 4) which may have represented a robbed wall or its 
foundation. 
Conclusion: It is extremely probable that intervention 8 will produce similar evidence to that 
seen in the earlier excavations, especially that of 1989. 

Intervention 9 
Intervention 9 lies 25m south of the existing modern gate post and 0.5m west of the road verge. 
This intervention lies within the area geophysically surveyed in 1995 by Geophysical Surveys of 
Bradford. Unfortunately, the plot is not sharply defined perhaps because of the drought 
conditions of that year. None the less, activity is to be seen, and in the area immediately to the 
south the excavations ofBusheFoxbetween 1912-14 showed that there was considerable 
evidence of occupation at only 0.3-0.4m depth (Appendix I, Excavation viii; cfBushe Fox 
1916, pi. III). Of especial interest was the discovery of a continuous colonnade with associated 
gutter similar to that seen to the north in front of the forum and in insula I (see intervention 8). 
Conclusion: It is likely that excavation anywhere in this area will encounter masonry, and there 
is almost certain to be some stratigraphy here below 0.3-0.5m in depth. 

Intervention 10 
Intervention 10 lies 24m north of the northern edge of the wood and 0. 9m towards the road 
from the grass verge. This intervention lies within the area excavated by Bushe Fox in 1912 
(Appendix I, Excavation viii) and impinges either on the colonnaded facade of Site II or Site Ill 
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Intervention 10 
Intervention 10 lies 24mnorth of the northern edge of the wood and 0.9m towards the road 
from the grass verge. This intervention lies within the area excavated by Bushe Fox in 1912 
(Appendix 1, Excavation viii) and impinges either on the colonnaded facade of Site II or Site III 
(Bushe Fox 1913, fig. 8), or possibly on the western edge ofWatling Street, which is slightly 
further west than the present road line (ibid., pi. XVII). 
Conclusion: While it is uncertain whether an intervention here will encounter the remains of a 
colonnade or the road surface, it is highly probable that there should be some surviving 
stratigraphy here at about 0.4- 0.5m depth. 

Intervention 11 
Intervention lilies adjacent to the existing 'Severnway' road sign by the junction at the 
southern tip of the small wood. There is no aerial survey evidence for Roman activity in this 
area but as outlined in 3 .2, this junction had originally been a crossroads in use until the 18th 
century when it was converted to its present form. The geophysical evidence shows that a pipe 
enters the field close to the gate. It then cuts across the field to the north-east corner of the plot 
occupied by Topsy Cottage. Two relevant excavations are known in the area. The first took 
place in 1827, when a hole being dug to store potatoes uncovered a mosaic at an unspecified 
depth (Appendix 1, Excavation ix). The site of this excavation is not clear but it lay on the east 
side of the road some 20-30m north-east of the present intervention. Of more relevance is the 
observation carried out on a BT trench cut in 1986 and recorded by F and N Ball (Appendix 1, 
Excavation x). This lay 30m south of the proposed intervention and cut through the verge and 
into the adjacent field to a depth of0.5m. Nothing other than dark humic soil was observed in 
the field, while in the roadside verge there was a waterlogged sand layer beneath a humic layer. 
Conclusion: It is suggested on the basis of previous work that the topsoil here is at least 0.5m 
deep but that surviving stratigraphy may survive beneath this. The reference to waterlogging 
introduces the possibility that there might be good survival of organic remains (6.3). 

Intervention 12 
Intervention 12lies 15m south of the garden wall ofTopsy Cottage and 0.85m west of the 
fence defining the field. There is no aerial photographic evidence for this area but the tithe map 
for the village ofWroxeter shows that this intervention lies in the centre of the medieval and 
post medieval village, a fact amply attested by the unsurveyed earthworks in the field (SRR 
2656/16-17). Indeed, it is possible it may coincide with plot 499, the Building, Fold, Garden 
and Stockyard ofWilliam Oatley. The geophysical evidence shows that the pipe is located 
adjacent to the road on the west side, nearly coinciding with the location suggested by P.N. 
Daly' s map. Two excavations have been carried out in the immediate vicinity. The first was a 
trench dug in 1972 by Dr J Houghton across the line of the Roman Watling Street, which shows 
as a prominent raised bank or agger as it emerges from under the garden wall ofTopsy 
Cottage. This alignment links both with the junction discussed under intervention 11 and with 
the ford a few hundred metres to the south-west. The outline ofthis trench still survives 
although the results are unpublished (Appendix 1, Excavation xii). The surviving section shows 
that the depth of topsoil varied from O.lm to 0.5m in places, and since the intervention lies 
some distance south of the agger, it is likely that the Roman levels will be more deeply buried. 
Despite this, there is an expectation that there may well be medieval or post-medieval deposits 
surviving just beneath the topsoil since the area was still built up only 150 years ago. A series of 
observations carried out during the unscheduled extensions of Topsy Cottage recorded by Beth 
Bishop in 1972 and Heather Bird in 1981 showed that here the topsoil was only 0.3- 0.4m 
deep. 
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Conclusion: It is highly probable that beneath a relatively thin topsoil, there will be structural 
and/or stratigraphic remains of post-medieval, medieval or, conceivably, of Roman date. 

Intervention 13 
Intervention 13 lies by the existing fire hydrant in the verge at the junction between the 
holloway leading to Boathouse Cottage and the modern road. This intervention is close to the 
trench excavated in 1986 by British Telecom, which ran from the field gate and extended for 
some distance into the field (Appendix 1, Excavation x). This trench was excavated to a depth 
of0.5m and, except for a modern disturbance at the field entrance, uncovered nothing but 
humic topsoil. Also of possible relevance are the excavations for a soakaway carried out in 
1985-6 by Cameron Moffett (Appendix 1, Excavation xiii). Here, excavation to a depth of2m 
uncovered nothing but disturbed humic soil with possible natural at the base. The levels 
between the churchyard and the road level do not suggest that comparable depths of topsoil will 
be found in the intervention, however, since the churchyard is much at a much higher level. It is 
therefore suggested that topsoil may be found to a depth of 0 .Sm but that stratigraphy may well 
survive below this point. Certainly, the holloway leading to Boathouse Cottage is of some 
antiquity since it is aligned on the Roman street pattern and on the Church and, moreover, leads 
directly to the ford across the Severn. Consequently, this junction is of some archaeological 
interest. 
Conclusion: There is likely to be some disturbance here due to post-medieval and modern land 
use but the relatively deep topsoil of at least O.Sm indicates that there may well be surviving 
stratigraphy. 

Intervention 14 
Intervention 14 lies 16m south of the fire hydrant and 2.2m west of the fence defining the field. 
This intervention is located just inside the south-west corner of the defences, as are 
interventions 15 - 17 inclusive. Although little work has been done in the area, and no 
geophysical or aerial photographic survey evidence is forthcoming, a survey conducted by P A 
Barker and P Scholefield identified a complex of earthworks possibly to be identified with the 
site ofWroxeter Castle (Barker 1990). If so, the intervention may retrieve remains of medieval 
or even post-medieval date although a topsoil of0.5m is likely in this area. Roman levels are 
likely to be more deeply stratified than the proposed 1m depth ofthe excavation. 
Conclusion: It is likely that this intervention will uncover stratigraphic deposits of medieval or 
post medieval date here beneath a topsoil of about O.Sm depth. 

Intervention 15 
Intervention 15 lies 56m south of the fire hydrant and 2.5m from the fence defining the field. As 
with intervention 14, this site is likely to encounter some evidence of the earthworks or even 
buildings associated with Wroxeter Castle, especially so since the site appears to lie on the 
junction of two of the platforms defined by earthworks in the field. Once again, a topsoil of 
0.5m may be anticipated with surviving stratigraphy possibly beneath. 
Conclusion: It is likely that this intervention will uncover stratigraphic deposits of medieval or 
post-medieval date here beneath a topsoil of about O.Sm depth. 

Intervention 16 
Intervention 16 lies 12m north of the existing AV. and 2.6m from the fence defining the field. 
This site lies on the southernmost platform of the earthworks possibly associated with the site of 
Wroxeter Castle. It too is likely to have a topsoil of at least O.Sm with surviving stratigraphy of 
medieval or post-medieval date beneath. 
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Conclusion: It is likely that this intervention will uncover stratigraphic deposits of medieval or 
post medieval date here beneath a topsoil of about 0.5m depth. 

Intervention 17 
Intervention 17 lies adjacent to the existing wash out by the stream. This site is unlikely to have 
much surviving stratigraphy since the stream coincides with the southern limit of the Roman 
town, and it seems probable that the stream bed was itself used as part of the town's defences. 
Conclusion: It is unlikely that there will be any significant archaeological deposits here since 
this crossing point across the stream was not established until the post-medieval period. 
However, there may well be important environmental remains surviving (6.3). 

6.0: RECOMMENDATIONS 

6.1 It will have become clear that all of the interventions, with the possible exception of 17, 
are very likely to impinge on archaeological deposits of Roman, medieval or post-medieval 
date. Although a topsoil of 0.3-0.Sm lies across virtually the whole site, the 1m depth of the 
proposed excavations make it imperative that full archaeological recording is carried out in 
accordance with the principle of 'preservation by record'. It might be suggested that the 
effects of the interventions may be minimised by re-locating them, but this is not likely to 
help in this instance since the entire route cuts through archaeological deposits: moving 
interventions will merely shift the destruction of archaeological deposits elsewhere. None the 
less, there is a possibility that some of the interventions may have to be re-located if 
archaeological remains of great significance are encountered (e.g. a mosaic floor). 

6.2 Given that this is essential maintenance work, the opportunity should be taken to examine 
fully the archaeological deposits revealed in the interventions. This will provide an ideal 
'snap-shot' of the archaeological deposits across the whole town and thus enable future 
decisions to be taken in the light of consistently gathered and archaeologically observed 
information. Especially important is the potential insight into the stratigraphy and 
preservation of deposits within the village, where it may be argued that the more recently 
accumulated deposits are much more fragile and susceptible to damage. 

6.3 There is every reason to believe that some of the interventions will also encounter 
waterlogged deposits (interventions 3, 11 and 17), with their potential for preserved 
environmental remains. The other interventions are also likely to provide micro and 
macroscopic plant and animal remains, which should also be sampled. In addition, we would 
recommend, in accordance with Ancient Monument Laboratory guidelines, that there should 
be sampling to test the chemistry and magnetic susceptibility of the soil, the first instance that 
it has been possible to do this on a consistent basis across the site. This information will be of 
great value in the interpretation of the large-scale geophysical surveys currently being carried 
out at Wroxeter. 

6.4 Taking into account these recommendations, the particular aims during the excavation of 
the interventions should be: 

(1) To minimise wherever possible damage to the scheduled monument. 
(2) Where it is impossible to preserve in situ archaeological remains, to record these as they 

are removed so as to achieve 'preservation by record'. 
(3) To examine the ecofactual and artefactual materials in relation to the stratigraphy to 

determine any chronological or environmental impacts they might have. 

9 



( 4) To contribute where possible to our understanding of the archaeological evolution of 
the pre-Roman, Roman, and post-Roman archaeological sequence at Wroxeter. 

7.0: METHODS 

7.1 The fieldwork should comprise the following programme, to be undertaken in the order 
set down below: 

(I) The removal of topsoil at the site of each intervention (measuring lm by 1.5m) will be 
by hand. Hand collection of artefacts from the soil will be supplemented by dry sieving. 

(2) Should topsoil extend to a depth of I m, excavation will cease before the definition of 
any archaeological features and the trench location and sections will be recorded. 
Samples for magnetic susceptibility and geochemistry will take place after recording. 

(3) Should the topsoil cease within I m, cleaning and definition of the archaeological 
horizon will take place and normal archaeological procedures will come into operation, 
viz. the stratigraphic excavation and recording of contexts by means of pre-printed pro
formas for contexts supplemented by plans at 1:20, sections at 1: I 0 of at least one face 
of each intervention and of any features encountered, and monochrome print and colour 
slide photography. 

(4) In no cases shall the overall depth of the intervention from the ground surface exceed 
lm. 

( 5) All artefact collection shall be by hand and grouped strictly according to context. Hand 
collection will be supplemented by dry sieving and, if necessary, wet-sieving (especially 
for environmental information). 

( 6) Once excavation has been completed to the required depth, and all recording has taken 
place, environmental and magnetic susceptibility sampling will be undertaken. 

(7) The fieldwork, including recording and sampling, shall be undertaken over 20 days 
although an additional ten days should be allowed in the event that it is necessary to 
relocate some of the interventions (6.1). 

8.0: POST EXCAVATION ASSESSMENT 

8.1 On completion of the excavation, an assessment of the potential of the results for further 
analysis will be prepared in the format required by the Management of Archaeological 
Projects 2 (English Heritage, 1993), to include (a) site narrative (b) specialist assessments of 
the finds and environmental evidence (c) updated research design and (d) publication outline. 
8.2 The post-excavation assessment will be completed within a period of four weeks of the 
fieldwork phase. 
8.3 This programme of further work would be implemented following a review, in 
consultation with English Heritage and the commissioning authority, and a work programme 
would be defined, including agreed monitoring points. 

9.0: POST EXCAVATION 

9.1 Following the post-excavation assessment review (8.2), all specialist reports would be 
commissioned, and the full post-excavation programme leading to a publication in a 
recognised archaeological journal would be implemented. 
9.2 The archive will be prepared according to the guidelines provided in Appendix 3 of 
Management of Archaeological Projects 2 (English Heritage, 1993). Once completed, the 
archive, including artefacts, will be deposited in care with English Heritage at Atcham Store. 
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10.0: STAFFING 

10.1 The excavations will be Directed for the Field Archaeology Unit by Dr Roger White, 
Research Fellow, assisted by an experienced Site Supervisor and four Archaeological Site 
Assistants. 

10.2 Specialist staff will include as appropriate: 
University of Birmingham specialists 
Umberto Albarella: Animal bone 
Jane Evans: Roman pottery 
James Greig: Pollen analysis 
Dr Susan Limbrey: Soils 
Angela Monkton: Plant macro-fossils 
Dr David Smith: Insect remains 
Dr Ann Woodward: Prehistoric pottery 

External specialists 
Victoria Buteux (Hereford & Worcester CC): Medieval pottery 
Geophysical Surveys of Bradford: Magnetic susceptibility and soil chemistry sampling. 

11.0: GENERAL 

11.1 All project staff will adhere to the Code of Conduct of the Institute of Field 
Archaeologists 

11.2 The work will follow the requirements set down in the appropriate Standard and 
Guidance notes prepared by the Institute of Field Archaeologists 

11.3 All project staff will comply with the University of Birmingham Safety Policy Statement. 
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Wroxeter Roman Roads: Phase 1 (c.AD57- 120) 
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Fig. 1. Plan of road system and defences at Wroxeter, Phase 1 ( c.AD 57 - c.l20) 



Wroxeter Roman Roads: Phase 2 (after AD 120) 
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Fig. 2. Plan of road system and defences at Wroxeter, Phase 2 ( c.AD 120-c.700) 



· Wroxeter Roman Roads: Phase 3 (after 1700) 
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Fig. 3. Plan of road system and defences at Wroxeter Phase 3 (post AD 1700) 



Fig. 4. Ancient Monuments Laboratory and Geophysical Surveys of Bradford Magnetometry 

plot ofWroxeter Roman City with existing pipelines highlighted (scale in metres) 
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Fig. 5. Aerial photographic plot of Wroxeter Roman City with proposed interventions and earlier excavations superimposed 
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