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TEACHING RESOQOURCES CENTREL, UNIVERSITY OF BIRMINGHAM
ANARCHAROLOGICAL EVALUATION 1999
L4 SUMIMARY

This report describes the results of an archacological cvaluation within the campus of
the University of Birmingham, undertaken in advance of the proposed construction of
1 Teaching Resources Centre. The evaluation followed two separate desk-based
assessments ol the site, and comprised the excavation of a total of five trenches.

Two sections were cul across the defensive ditches of the Phase 1 fort, close to its
southeastern corner. Also idenlified were two dilches together defining the castern
gide of the eastern fort annexe, first located in the Genetics Field to the north of the
Teaching Resources Centre site. These eastern annexe ditches may have joined the
southeastern corner of the southern fort annexe, [orming a single L-shaped annexe,
adjoining the eastern and southern sides of the Phase 1 lort. No contemporary, or
possibly contemporary, features were identified within the eastern/southern annexe
interiors. No Roman pottery was recovered during the evaluation.

2.0: INTRODUCTION

This report describes the results of an archaeological evalvation of approximately ha.
of land located to the south of University Road West (hereatter called the site: centred
on NGR. SP 4458355, Figs. 1-2), sited within the campus of the University of
Birmingham. Birmingham University Field Archaeology Umt was commissioned (o
undertake the evaluation by the Estate Management Office of the Untversity of
Birmingham, in advance of a proposed development of the site, The cvaluation was
undertaken in accordance with the guidelines contained in Planning Policy Guidance
Note 16 (Department of the Environment, November 1990). and Policy .36 of the
Birmingham Unitary Development Plan. The methodology of this evaluation
contorms to a brief prepared by Birmingham City Council (see Appendix), and a
Written Scheme of Investigation prepared by BUFAL (BUFATLT 1998). The fieldwork
and reporting has becn undertaken i accordance with the “Standard and Guidance for
Archaeological Field Evaluation” (Institute of Field Archaeologists 1994},

‘This evaluation tollows two earlier desk-based assessments of the site (Jones 1995,
Jones 1998a), which described the archasoloeical hackercued and highlighted the

archacological potcrltial of the site. Information from these studies 15 not repeated
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(Jones forthcoming), It was alen sugaected that the casters forr 2nneve, identified b
exeavation 1o the north of the site {(Jones 1998b and i procparanon) may have
comimued southward into the site. The desk-based asscssments also highlighted the
potential of the area mmmediately owtside the fort to contain evidence of turther
detensive features, or of g Roman civilian settlement, assoctated with the ocoupation
ol the forts.



The gite comprsad two arcas: the West Car parke and the lawmed areas tn the sgor
respectively Zones 2 and 3 as deiined i the most recent desk-based assessment (Jones
1998a, fig. 2). The other zones within the scope of this desk-based assessment,
comprising the rotite of Universily Road West (Zome 1), and the arcas of the Biology
West and Enginesring Baaldings (Zone 4}, were not available for cvaluation.

The purpose of the field evaluation was 1o provide inlormadon concerning the extent,
dating, survival and significance of the archasological deposits within the site. The
detailed aims of trial-trenching were as follows:

» To locate the Phase 1 fort defences within the West Car Park, and to attempt to
locate a possible corner tower in the southeastern angle of the fort.

+ To locate a possible southward continuation of the eastern defences of the eastern
annexe, first located in the Geneties Field o the northt of the site by recent
axcavation,

o To test the potential of the southern and/or eastern annexes to be associated with
mternal features,

s To test the area outside the forts generally, to locate evidence of civilian seftlement
and/or {urther, outer fort defences.

= To provide data Lo assist in the definition of mitigation siratcgies, tf appropriate.

3.0: METHODOLOGY

Since no detailed layouts of the proposed development were available, with the
exception of the suggested footprnt of the Medical Academics Building which forms
the first slage of the developrent, it was decided to target the trial-trenches as widely
as possible within Zones 2 and 3, although trench location was constrained by the
routes of Jive services,

Trench 1 was located to iatercept the southeastern corner of the Phase | defences, and
to examine the {ort interior tor cvidence of internal features, including a possible
corner-tower, and to locate any hearths or ovens cut to the rear of the rampart. Trench
2 was located to intercept the Iine of the oufermaost delensive ditch of the Phase | fort
on its southern side, and also to examine an arca within the possible southern annexe
[or evidence of buildings and other internal features, Irenches 3 and 4 were located to
intercept the linc of the possible castern side of the castern annexe, and the eastern
side of the southern anncxe. Trenches 3-3 were located to lest the wntertor of the
eastern and southern annexes for cvidenee of infernal features,
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sample of the features present was hand-excuvated. (0 dehine their formy and
preservation, and to provide datable artitects. In the event, hand-excavation was
hampered by the high water-table. Recording was by means of pro-forma recording
sheets, supplemented by plans, sections and photographs. all held in the archive



4.0 RESULTS

Trial-trenching examined approximatzly 2% of the arca of Zones 2 and 3 available for
investigalion, amamling o approximartcly 177 souare metres (Fig 20

Irench 1 {ligs. 3-4)

Trench 1 measured 15m by 2, and was oricniated approximately east-west, The
surface of the orange clay-silt subsoil (1008) was located at & depth of 1.3m below the
modern surface, The subsoil was cut by a northwest-southeast aligned ditch (F100),
partly cxposed within the trench, which was only partially investigated because of the
high water-table. The carlicst excavated ditch fill comprised a light grey silt-sand-clay
(1007), sealed by a layer of orange-brown sand-clay (1006). Above was a shallow
layer ol silt-clay (1005), overlain by a deposit of dark grey silt (1004), recorded below
a laver ol orange sand (1003), which formed the uppermost fili of the ditch, In the
extreme west of the trench was located a gully (F101), aligned parallel with the ditch,
backfilled with pcbhbles (1009). A 0.5m wide, backfilled service trench {(F102) was cut
along the long axis of the trench. The subsoil, and backlilled features 100 and F101
were sealed by layers of modern dumped material (1002-1600), recorded below the
modern tarmac surface.

Feature F100 is interpreted as the innermost ditch of the Phase | fort, located just to
the north of the southeastern corner of the defences, Fills 1003-1003 within that
feature may be modern in origin, although no post-medieval pottery was collected
during their excavation. No trace of the presumed rampart to the west of the ditch was
found, presumably because of modern levellimg-down. Gully F101 may be interpreted
as a possible drainage {eature, cul at the back of the rampart,

Trench 2 (Figs. 3-4)

Trench 2 measured 3m by 15m, and was orientated northwest-southeast, The subsoil
in this trench, comprising an orange/brown clay with gravel (2006) was recorded at a
depth of 1.3m below the modern surface. The subsoil was scaled by a mixed and
mottled subsoil horizon (2005), which was removed over half’ of the width of the
trench, in an allempt o locate any underiving features. This uppermost, disturbed
subsoil horizon {2005) was cut in the north of the trench by a southwest-northeast
aligned ditch (F200), which was the only feature identified in the trench, The ditch
measured a maximum of 42m in width. Because of the high water-tahle and for
reasons of safety only the uppermost [l of this ditch, a grey sand-silt-clay (2004},
could bo hand-cxcavated. The Upperinost subsch hotizon and ihe backiiied diteh
F240 were sealed by favers of modern dumped materind (2000 2007 recovded below

the modern tarmae surface

Ditch F260 is interpreted as the mnermost ditclt of the Phise 1 {ort, intercepted along
the southern side ol the fort, just to the west of the southcastern corner o1 the
delences.
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Trench 3 measurea 18m by 2m, and was oricntated northeast-southwest, The orange-
brown sand-gravel subsotl {3008) was located at a depth of 1.2m below the modern
surface.  {he subsold was cut by rwo paralic! ditches (F3GE, F302Y, aligned
anproximataly northwesi-southeast. Ditches F301 and F3U2 measured a maximuarn of
2.7/m and 1.8m in width respectively. Both were backfilied with a laver of orange-
vellow silt-sand (3007). In the west of the trench the subsoil (3008) was sealed by a
laver of disturbed subsoil (3009). Slightly ofl-cenire within the trench was cut a brick-
lined culvert (F300). Layer 3000 and leatures F300-I'302 were sealed by layers of
modern dumping {3001-3004), recorded below the modern topsoil (3000).

Ditches F301 and ¥302 are interpreted as representing the southwards continuation of
the eastern defences of the eastern {ort annexe, also defined to the north of University
Road Wesl.

Trench 4

Trench 4 measured 2m by 18m, and was oricniated northeast-southwesl. The orange
clay subsoil {4006) wag recorded at a depth of between 0.5m and 1m below the
modern surface. The subsoil was sealed by layers of modern dumped materiai (4001-
4005), recorded immediately below the modern topsoil (4000},

Trench 5

Trench 5 measured 2m by [5m, and was orientated northwest-southeast. The natural
orange-brown gravel subsoil (3004) was recorded at a depth of 0.8m below the
modern surface. Variation was noted o the composition of this subsoil horizon: it
being very stony in the northwest of the trench, and more sandy over the reniainder of
the trench, The subsoi! was cul by a disturbance (F500, not cxeavated), capped by a
concrete slab, the only feature identified in this trench. The slab and subsoil was
sealed by layers of modern build-up {(3001-5003), recorded beneath the modern
topsoil {5000).

Feature F500 is interpreted ag a shalt associaled with the "model” ol wells formerly
focated Int the vicinity.
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5.0: PISTUSSION
5.1 Phase 1 fort (Trenches 1 oand 23

Both the innermost and outermost ditches of the Phase  fort were identified by inal-
trenching. The outermost ditch was identified along the scuthern side of the fort (T.2,
F200). The innermost ditch was identified along the eastern side of the fort (17,
F100). As recorded elsewhere along the defences, the uppermost ditch [lls were
probably ol recent origin, immediately pre-dating the car park formation. Although
the ditches were not further excavated because of the high water-table, it is hikely that
the lower ditch {ills are waterlogged, and they could contain inscet and pollen
remains, which counld provide important data concerning the fort environment.

No trace was found of the associated rampart in french 1, although the possible
drainage gully (F101) may mark the position of the rear of the rampart. No other
features internal to the Phase 1 fort, or the annexes, were located.

5.2: Eastern/southern annexe { Irenches 3-5)

Of particular importance was the ¢vidence for the continuation of the eastern side of
the eastern [ort annexe into the site, Only the extreme bases of the ditches had
survived extensive modern disturbance. The ditches (F301. F302) recorded in Trench
3 followed the alignment of the eastern annexe ditches previously excavated in lhe
Genetics Field. This castern side of the annexe does nol appear 1o run exactly parallel
with the eastern side of the Phase | fort, rather it curves slightly, possibly joining the
southeastern corner of the southern annexe (Fig. 1). I as 18 suggested, the eastern and
southern annexes joined at this corner, a single, roughly-L-shaped annexe could have
been lormed along the eastern and southern sides of thie P’hase | fort, as is also
indicated by the map evidence (Jones 1998, figs. 5-6). This mapping does not show an
eastern side to the southern annexe, and no trace of this possible defensive line was
found during this evaluation, although it is possible that this Jatter possible ditch hne
could have been located parallel with a modern path in an arca excluded {rom
investigation. Dilches 361 and [302 (Trench 3) contipning the line of the castern
annexe ditch beyond the southeasiern corner of the Phasc | fort comprisc the only,
albeit tentative, archacological evidence at present for the existence of the southern
fort annexe, No internal features could be identified within the Iimited internal areas
of the southern or castern annexes which were trenched.

6.0: IMPLICATIONS AND PROPOSALS
6.1 Fneplications (Fig

6.1 Archaeolopy

‘The innermost (F200) and the outermost (F1007 ditches ol the Phase 1 fort were
wdentified, topether with a golly (F101), cut 1o the rear of the rampart, Neither ditch
appeared o have been severely disturbed by recent activity. Also wdentifted was the
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heavily truncated base of two paraliel dizches (T3 307 13020 mierpreted  as
forming part of the easiern wuide of the eastern ot anpeve In all caccs the Ronan
ditches were sealed by modern build-up deposits. The uppermost lills of the Phase 1
fort ditches were aiso probably of recent origin, as suggested by an earlier evaluation
1o the west of the present site (Jones 19906), and also by other evidence thar the fort
ditches nearby remained vigible ag surface earthaorks into the 1960,

Given the small area of the Phase 1 fort intenor available for invesugalion it is
unsurprising that only one feature (I'101) was located. Although the interior of the
southern annexe was more extensively sampled, no contemporary, or possibly
contemporary, internal featurcs could be identified. Any internal features in this area
could have been scoured-out by madern disturbance. Alternatively, it 1s possible that
this annexe may not have contained extensive buildings and other inlernal features,
although this hypothesis is nol proven on the basis ol the present limited evidence.
Excavation along the western. southern and northern sides of the forts has indicated
that the defences provided by the rampart and associated ditches were strengthened by
an additional, outer counterscarp bank, a timber palisade and outer ditched defences
(e.g. those located outside the eastern annexe in the Geneties Ficld). [t 13 possible that
other gevidence of defensive outworks, such as ditches or other obstacles to atlackers,
raay be located outside the line of the identified fort and annexe ditches, and the
possibility of the survival of evidence for Roman civilian settlement m this area
should not be entirely discounted.

If further excavation is undertaken, investigation should attempt to locate and test the
intersection between the soulheastern corner of the Phase ! fort, and the possible
northcastern corner of the southern annexe, o attempt 1o establish the relative
chronology of these two delensive features. Similarly, it moay be posaible to locate the
junction between the eastern and southern annexe delences {probably located within
Zone 4),

'The eastern annexe could have been contemporary with the southern annexe (and also
possibly the northern annexe).

6.1.2: Signilicance
The signiticance of the evaleation resulls may be summarised as follows:

o Fealure survival. The results from Trenches | and 2 (West Car Park) suggest thal
teatures and deposits. including traces of internal featres conld be relatively well-
preserved. This part of the car park appears 1o have suttered less recent disturbance
than the areas evatuated in 1976 and cxcavaled i 1957 o the wost of the present

site. In contrast. Zome 3 apmenrs 1o hove suliered o wrearer doorse of recent

disturbanee possihly dorine constroction of the adiacont aobtimog and the vee b

an arca for off rie demonst

s {Jiven the relatively high water-table envouniered, 1t 13 possible that the lower fort
ditch fills may bhe waterlogoed, and could contm insect. pollen and other
environmental remams  which would provide mportant data concerning  the



contemporary 1o cnvivonnient. Such swnpiing should he considersd a priovity of

any anthsennent rvosvation on the site

e The southeastern corner of the Phase | fort, a length of the castern anneve defences
and part ol the inferior of the eastern/couthern annexes are located wathin the
footprint of the proposed Medical Academics Buiding. Groundworks in the
surrounding area would atfect part of the Ihase | fort interior, and other parts ol
the annexe inateriors.

0.2: Proposals

This section of the report 15 principally concerncd with assessing the archaeological
impact of the first stage of the Teaching Resources Centre development to the south of
University Road West, comprising the construction of the Medical Academics
Building (see I'ig. 3 for the proposed extent of the new build). [t is important to
cmphasise that proposals for archacological mitigation arc defined not only in respect
of areas directly affected by the new build, but also those arcas affected by associated
groundworks (e.g. access routes for construction traffic, new service roules. the
location of construction compounds, and by related landscaping).

Construction groundworks and associated works within Zones 2 and 3 (as defined in
Jones 1998a) would affect archaeological features and deposits which are located
within 1.3m ol the present ground level. In all cases the archacological {ealures are
dug inlo subsoil horizons, and dre sealed by lavers of recent dumping,

The aims of sed mitigatton freld L are as follows:
The aims ot the proposed mitigation freldwork are as follows

» To investigate the potental of the fort ditch fills o contain watetlogged deposils,
which may contain pollen and insect remains which could provide valuable data
concerning the contemperary fort environment - information not provided by
previous work at the site.

s To test the sequence of deposits in the eastern Phase 1 ditch for evidence ol the late
re-cut found in the Genelics Field evaluation {1998b). This re-cut could be
assoclated with the eagtern annexe. or the latest, Phase 3 fort,

e To cxaminc the Phase [ fort interior tor evidence of internal featares, The
evaluation results suggests that these may be fairly well preserved in Zone 2,

Althouph the evaluation results from the Zone 3 suopzst the orea hag been heavily
rruncated, 1slands of better archaeological survival may nevertheless be located.
'.l‘].\;'\(.-H\ ’-'yE Pyyat Faaiat. E'"?" ET
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where directly attected by construction (@ ¢ willun proposed growid-beum locations,
or other areas affected by lowenng of the ground surtace), and the preservation ol
features in other areas would be appropriate to meet the archacolopical aims expressed
above., A similar approuch was adopted {or the recent Public Heaith Building
development.

~



It should be noted that this evaluation was necossartly Hrmied n exiont {6 Zones 2 and
3 ot the overall Veaching
The archacological potential of the other zones remains to be defined, and proposals
for thewr cvaluation and/or for mitigation fieldwork would reguire to be agreed in

advance of the definitton of developmaent proposals,

Resource Centre development (as defined in Taneg 109%ay,

7.0: REFERENCES

BUTFAU. 1998. Teaching Resources Cemtre, University of Birmingham. Written
Scheme of Investigation: Archaeological Evaluation.

Jones, A. Ii. 1995 West Car Park. University of Birmingham. A Desk-Based
Assessment. BUFAU Report No, 384,

Jones, A. [ 1998a Teaching Resources Centre, University of Birmingham: A Desk-
Based Assessment 1998, BUFALU Report No. 567,

fones, A. E. 1998b. Genetics Field, University of Birmingham: An Archaeological
Fvaluation. BUF AU Report No. 385.G1.

Jones, A. K. forthcoming. Excavations at Metchley Roman Forts, 1963-1997.
Transactions of the Birmingham and Warwickshire Archaeological Society.

Jones, A. E. in preparation. Meichley Romoan Forts: Excovations in the Eastern
Annexe 1998, Post-Excavation Assessment. BUFAU Report No. 385.02.

8.0: ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The evaluation was sponsored by the Hstate Management Olfice ol the University of
Birmingham, and we arc gratctul to Paul Davis for his assistance. The tnal-trenching
wags undertaken by Gary Ceates (Supervisor) with the assistance of Sarah Waltt, Bob
Burrows, Adam Ilolman and Julic Candy. The report was edited by lain Ferris, and
the drawings were preparcd by John Halsted.



Appendiz: Spectfication for cvaination {Birmingham Uiy Lounas $

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ARCHITECTURE

Proposed Medical Academic Building, Univergity of Biringham(SP 044835)
Dexign Brief for archaeofogical fleld evatuation in advance of consideration of
development proposais

1.Bummary

Propased consfruction off University Road West, University of Birmingham, may affect buried
archaeclogical rernains of a Roman fort, consisting of & possible annexe and outer defensive line.
This brief is for the second stage of assessment of the archaeologicai impact of the propused
development, by means of an archaeological fisld evaluation consisting of excavated tranches..

2.5ite location and description
The site of the proposed Medical Academic Building lles to the south of University Road West.

The site is currently occupied by various buildings, a grassed area and a car park, at various
levels stepping down to the east.

3.Planning background

The proposed development consists of new bulldings with associated access and landscaping.
Because the site is likely to include archaeclogicat remains which would be atfected by the
development, an assessment of its archaeologica! implications is required, in accordance with
Policy 8.38 of the City Council's Unitary Development Flan and government advice in Planning
Policy Guidance Note 16, “Archaeclogy and Planning”. A fiald evaluation is required as the next

stage of assessment in advance of consideration of development proposais, following a desk-
based assessment in December 1998,

4. Existing archaeological information

The proposed development site lies |ust outside the south-east cornier of 8 Roman fort whose
extent, the dates of its construction and occupation, and the form of its defences and intemal
buildings, are known from its representation on early maps and from various excavations
undertaken since the 18305, Excavations In 1987 and 1887 in the area now occupied by the
Occupational Health Building and the Public Health Building, t the west of the proposed
development, revealed postheles and slots for timber buildings, pits, pebble surfaces, hearths,
ovens, a timber-framsd rampart and ditches. An archaeological evaluation of the tormer
Genetics Fleld in 1993, to the north of the proposed development, revealed a hitherlo unknowrt
detensive circult consisting of a ditch parailsl to and about 25m east of the defences of the
sartiest phase of the fort. Other faatures were found between this ditch and the fort defences,
Projacted to the south-sgst, the line of the newty-discovereg ditch would extend into the
proposed development site, The desk-based assessments for the West Car Park and the
Genetics Field drew attention to a possible southern annexe to the fort, mirroring that already
xnown to have existed on its north. This is suggested by an earthwork bank and field boundary
shown on historic maps. The field boundary extends onta the proposed deveiopment site,

A desk-hased archasological assessment of the proposed development site considered
archasological end decumentary evidence and rmodern service and topographic information and
defined four zones, as follows:

Zona 1(University Road West): Good surviva! of the Phase 1 and Phase 3 forts and the easlern
annexe defennes including thoir rampants, {3 antizipgtad arder the arabankiment on which the
roact is raised.

Lone 2{Wast Car Park): The dafences and assaciated festures of the Phase 1 fort and pad of
the interior of the scuthern annexe, contaming featurss such as pits, hearths, ovens and
huildings which may nrovide infarmation on the date and function of the annexe, are likely to
sunvive under deep make-up deposits for the car park.



Ponve Athe lawns o the nest of the car parkd, Ruits of this arsa are crosserd by serviess and thel
affart nn archaeciogioal remaing is unknown Tl e presant awned aress ars purnfiecied by
services and could SoNtain Dar of the SoutleMm ANnexs iINenar, Ben of iis sasieo side #id e
sastern side of the southem anpeke.

Zone 4{Ficlngy West and Engineerning Buildingsy: Lonstriction of the sxisting puildings & likaly
to Wava Red & vatable effect an the sastern ine of tha sastem annese Gidl M w0 poFahly
associated axtarna! difches which may contings o his zons

L.Reqguirements for work

The archaeclogical fisld evaluation is required to define the survival and signiticance of
archaeologicat remains in the area of the propesed development, so thal appropriate mitigation
strategies may be devised. The mitigation strategles may involve maodification of site fayout or
foundation design to ensure ki-situ presacvation of archasoiogical temaing, or, i this i act
feasible, archaeological recording in advance of davelopment.

In Zone 2(the West Car Park) the evaluation is required to iocate the phase 1 fort defences and
to identify any features associates with the southern annexe. in Zong 3{the lawns to the east of
the car park) the evaluation is required to locate evidence of the defences of the southem and
eastern annexes, and to locate any associated internal featurss. The other two zones defined in
the desk-based assessment, Zone 1{University Road West) and Zone 4(Binlogy Wes! and
Engineering Buildings) are not currently available for evaluation but appropriate archaeslogical
mitigation strategies must be implemented if these zones ars affacted by the devalopment.

8.3tages of wark

Tha archaeological evaluation is to consist of excavated trenchas on the west car park and on
the lawns to the sast of the car park as proposed on p12 of the dask-hased assessrment and
indicated on fig 9 of that documant:

Trench 1(2mxiSm). Al the south-gast corner of the Phase 1 fort, 1o sampls the defences and o
sxamine the corner of the Interior for evidenss of a comer 1ower and any festures o into the
rampart {all such as ovens or hearths;

Trench 2(3mxtsm): To intercapt the sutermost ditch of the Phase 1 fort and 16 tesh the ares
outsige the fort for evidence of features in the southern annexe,

Trench 3(Zmx18mY; To Intercepd the eastemn defences of the eastem rrnexe and 10 test the ares
external to the southern annexe for avidence of external defences;

Trench 4(2mx18m): To intercept the eastam side of the possible southern annexs and io
examine its interiar;

Trench 5(2Zmx15my: To intercept the southern side of the possible southarn annexa and to
examine the interior of the annexs,

The exact location of ageh ranch is to be agreed on sits with the Planning Archaeplogis prior o
commencement, it may be necessary (o redooate some trenches to avowd live services, Suiace
deposits in each trench are {0 be meshanically removed, under archagolpgical supemnvision.
Subsequent excavation is {o be entirely manua! Excavation in each trench is 1o be suffictent to
define, record and sample afi archeecingical featurss encountered. Feature intersections are 1o
be laft intact, so that they can be sxamined as part of any future targe-scale excavation. The
potential of deposits for envirnnmental analysis must be assessed. Tranches are to be backfified

a! the and of the evaivation. Finds gre to pe ciegned, marked and bagged, and any remedial
consarvation work undertaken, :

7.5tafMing

The archasological fieid evaluatinn is to he curied out in accordance with the Code of Condutt,
Standards, Guideiines and practices of the nstitule of Fiald Archaanlogists, and all staff are to
he suitably auglified sadd sypeyd nAke praject Wi resorrmendand that the
prafect be under the direct supervison of 8 Member nr Associate Member of tha instituie of Figid
Archasotogists,

pead for thair raleg |




8. Writteny Schems of Investigation

Potential contractors should prasant a Written Schame of investigetion which details methods
and staffing, i is recommeanded that the proposal be sulmitted to the CHY Council’s Flapikig
Archaeologist bafors a contractur is comenissioned. 1o ensure that it meets tha requiremernds of
the hrief,

8. Monitoring

The archasological fleld evaluation must be cartied out o the satisfaction of the Director of
Planning and Architecture, Blrmingham City Councll, and wili be monitored on his bahalf by the
Planning Archasologist. At least five working days notice of commencement of the evaluation
must be given 19 the Planning Archaeociogist, 5o that monitoring meetings can be arranged.

10,Reporting
The resuits of the archaeological fisld evaluation are 10 be presanted as a written report,

containing appropriate filustrations and a copy of this brief. A copy of the report must be sent to
the Planning Archasoclogist.

11.Archive deposition
The written, drawn and photographic records of the archaeological field svaluation must be

deposited with an appropriate repository within a reasonable time of compietion, following
consultation with the Planning Archaeologist.

12,Publication

The written report will become publicly accessible, as part of the Birmingham Sites and
Monuments Record, within six menths of completion. The contractor must submit a short
summary report for inclusion in West Midlands Archaeology and summary reports to appropriate
national period journals.

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND ARCHITECTURE

BIRMINGHAM CiTY COUNGIL

Dats prepared: 14 December 1998

Planning Archaeologist: Dr Michael Hodder 0121.303 3181 fax 0121-303 3192

Birmingham City Councit, Baskerville House, Broad Street, Birmingham P31 2NA
unibri1Q.doc
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8.Written Scheme of lvvastigation

Potantial contractoss should present g Wyitten Sichema of investigation which defails meathods
and staffing. It is recommanded thai the proposal e submitted 10 the City Councii's Fianning
Archaeclogist bafore a contractor is commissioned, to ensure that 't meets the ragliremants of
the prigf

9. Monitoring

The archasclogical fleld evaiuation must be caivied ot 1o the satistaction of the Director of
Flanning and Architacture, Bliringham City Council, and wili be monitored on his behalf by the
Planning Archaeologist. At feast five warking days notice of cormmencement of the évaluation
must be glven 10 the Planning Archagologist, 50 that monitoring meetings can be arranged.

10.Reponting
The results of the archaeciogical field avaluation are to he presented as a writlen raport,

containing appropriate {llustrations and a copy of this brief. A copy of the report must be sent to
the Planning Archaeclogist.

11.Archive deposition
The written, drawn and photographic records of the archaeoiegical field evaluation must be

deposited with an appropriate repository within & reasonable time of completion, following
consultation with the Planning Archasologist.

12.Publication
The written report will become publicly accessible, as part of the Birmingham Sitas and
Monuments Record, within six months of completion. The contractor must submit a short

summary repott for inclusion in Wesf Midlands Archaeclogy and summary réports to appropriate
national period journals,

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND ARCHITECTURE

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL

Cate prepared. 14 December 1948

Planning Archaeologist: Dr Michael Hodder £121-303 3161 fax 0121-303 3193
Birmingham City Council, Baskerville House, Broad Street, Birmingham B1 2NA
unibri10 doc



Fone 3the lawns 10 the sast of the car park), Pads of this zras are oroesed by services and el
affact on archanolngical remaing & unknowa, bt the sragen? awnot préas are sineffeniag By
services and could contain part of the southern annsxs enor, pam of 15 eastam sias any e
eastern side af the southem annexes.

Zons AfBinlogy West and Enginesring Buildings): Construction of the axisting buidings is Hkely
tn Wave had o varable pffard on the easiam ling of the aastern annexs and 1hs TwWo DossiiHy
gssociaisd axarmal ditiches whinh may continug inia Bds zone,

5. Reguirements fod work

The archasaslogical fleid evaluation is reguired to define the survival and signiticante of
archaeclogicat remains in the ares of the proposed development, so that appropriste mitigation
strategies may be devised. The mitigation strategles may Invelve modificatlon of site layout of
foundation design to ensure in-stu preservation of archaeological remains, or. if s i i1
foasible, archasalogical recording in advance of davelopment,

In Zone Z(the West Car Park) the avaluation is required to locata the phase 1 fort defences and
to identify any festures associates with the southers annexe, in Zone 3(the lawns to the east of
the car park) the evaluation is requirad to locate evidence of the defences of the scuthem and
eastern annaxes, and to Incate any associated internal features. The uther two zones defined in
the desk-based assessment, Jone 1{University Road Waest) and Zone 4{Biotogy West and
Enginearing Buildings) are not currently available for evaluation bul appropriate archasologicat
mitigation strategies must be implemanted if these zonay are affected by the develogment.

§.9tages of work

Tha archasological evaluation is to consist of excavated trenches on the west cer park and dn
the lawns to the east of the car park as praposed o8 p12 of the desk-hased assessment and
indicaied on fig 9 of that document:

Tranch 1{2mx18m): Al the south-east cornar of the Phase 1 fort, 1o sampie the defences and 10
examine the cormaer of the interior Yor evidenca of a cormer towe? and any features cut into the
rampart tail such ag ovens or haarths,

Trench 23mx16m To intercep? the nutermost diteh of the Phase 1 font and 10 (aat the area
outside the fort for evidence of features in the southern annexe;

Trench 3(2mx18m: To intercept the eastern defences of the eastsm annaxe and (o fest the aren
axternal t¢ the southerm annexe tor avidence of exiernal defences;

Trench 4(Zmx18m) To intercent the sastam side of the nossible southem annexs and to
examine its infenor;

Trench S(2mx15m): To intercept the southern side of the possible southars annexs and o
examing the interor of the annexe,

Tha exact location of each trench is 1o be agreed on site with the Blanning Archazologist prior to
comumencement. B may be necessary 1o redocats some trenches 1o avoid live services, Syiface
deposits in each wench are W be mechanically removed, under archasclogical supervision.
Subsequent excavation is to be entirgly manual. Excavation in each trench is to be sufficient
define, record and sample alf archasaiogical features encountered. Feature intersactions are 1o
be teft intact, so that they can be examinad as part of any futurg largae-stale excavation, The
notential of deposits for environmernta! analysis must be assessed. Trenches are 10 be backfilled
at ths end of the evaiuation. Fmgs are to be cleaned, marked and bagged, and any remedigt
consarvation work yndertaken.

7.5tamng

The arehaeciogica! figld evaluation (g0 be carred out in accardance with the Code of Conduet,
Standards, Guideiines und practices af fhe instifute of Field Archiagologists, and ait staff are io

g i-g['\i . ,_"i_.;_a;i;ﬁ_a;.( hrped e iyt i"-..: e ning o e ,'-r--'szw-\-‘ Hofe emmrvonesiesa

sl it
FRAEE AT R

i -l Lty
r,.uw S’CL b? u;:l}&i :E':O b d

Arehasoisnists,

e sipan ok o Rf e connd s» B Aoy oF B Doediy ot N I iy oy
grvinmn of o Mermbor o Associats Momboy of the Inshitute 2 Med



x '< : - > : i 3 FATT B ey £ £y ."‘-E.ﬁ
Appondie: Specificativn for evidualions Birupaghas Lily Counes;

BIRMINGHAM CiTY COUNCLL

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ARCHITECTURE

Proposed Medical Academic Building, Univarsity of Binmingham{3P 044335)
Design Brief for archaeological tield evaluation in advance of congideration af
devalopmani propusais

1.8ummary

Proposed construction off University Road West, University of Birmingham, may affect buried
archaeological remains of a Roman fort, consisting of & possible annexe and outer defensive line.
This brief is for the second stage of agsessment of the archaeplogical impact of the praposed
development, by means of an archaaologicval field evaluation congisting of excavated lrenches..

2.Site location and description

The site of the proposed Medical Acadamic Building lies to the south of University Road West,
The site is currently occupled by various putidings, a grassed area and a car park, at various
lavels stepping down to the east.

d.Pfanning background

The proposed development consists of new buildings with associated access and landscaping.
Because the site is likely to include archaeoiogical remains which would be affected by the
development, an assessment of its archaeological implications is required, in accordance with
Folicy 8,38 of the City Council’s Unitary Devaiopmeant Ptan and government advica in Planning
Policy Guidance Note 16, "Archaeclogy and Planning”. A field evaluation is required as the naxt
stage of assessment In advance of consideration of development proposals, following a desk-
based assessment in December 1998,

4 Existing archaeological information

The proposed devefopment site lies |ust autside the south-east corner of g Roman fort whose
extent, the dates of its construction and occupation, #nd the form of its gefences and intem3!
buildings. are known from its representation on early maps and from varicus excavations
undertaken since the 1930s, Excavatlons in 1867 and 1987 in the area now gcgupied by tha
Qccupational Health Building and the Public Heaith Buitding, to the west of the proposed
development, revealed postholes and slots for timber buildings, pits, pebble surfaces, hearths,
ovens, a timber-framed rampart and ditches, An archaeaological evaluation of the former
Gernetics Field In 1998, to the north of the proposed development, revaaied a hitherto unknown
detensive clreuit consisting of a ditch parallel ta and about 25m east of tha dafences of the
earfiest phase of the fort. Other features were found between this ditch and the fort defences,
Projected to the south-aast, the tine of the newly-discovered ditch would extend into the
proposed development site, The desk-Dased assessments for the West Car Park and the
Genetics Field drew attention t¢ & possible southem annexe to the fort, mirroring that atready
known to have existed on its north. This is suggested by an earthwork bank and field boundary
shown on historic maps. The field boundary extends onto the proposed development site.

A desk-based archaeological assessment of the pronased davelopment site consideras
archaeoiogical and documentary evidence and mogers service and topographic information and
defined four zones, as follows:

Zone 1{University Road West): Good survival of the Phase 1 and Phase 3 forts and the eastem
annexs defences including their rampans, is anticipatad under the embankment on which the
road 15 raised

Zone 2{Wesl Car Parky: The defences and assoviated features of the Phase 1 fort and past of
the intsrior of the southern annexe, contaming features such as pits, hearnhs, ovens and
huildings which may provide information on the date and funciion of the annexe, are likely to
survive under deep make-up deposits for tha car park.





