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this period (Skipp 1963, 11). The Domesday Book provides the first systematic record 
of the region, indicating that the countryside was and had been for some time, a 
complex landscape ofhuman exploitation and habitation (Gelling 1992, 191). From at 
least the 13th century moated sites appear in the region in much greater numbers than 
had been seen previously. However, these sites were no more isolated in the 
landscape than previous forms of settlement, and extensive water management 
systems may have been a distinguishing characteristic of the local medieval landscape 
(Kirsty Nichol pers. comm.). The majority of the known sites in the study area are 
medieval in date, in contrast with the paucity of Roman or Prehistoric sites. It is 
possible, however, that earlier settlement patterns may be masked by later medieval 
sites which may overlie Roman and Prehistoric activity. 

Most of the medieval sites identified in the desk-based assessment as being affected 
by the pipeline were earthwork features of local archaeological importance, such as 
ridge and furrow. Other important features of the historic landscape, which were 
identified as potentially affected by the route of the pipeline, include pits, ponds and 
watercourses. A number of place names also suggest medieval occupation or activity. 
The majority of the sites of medieval date do not have a high archaeological potential 
in their own right. However they do tend to cluster in groups indicating important 
relic medieval landscapes. 

Post-medieval Period 

Considerable changes occurred in the organisation of the landscape during the post
medieval period. Enclosure of land occurred officially in the 19th century, although it 
had been an on-going process in some areas since Tudor times. This led to the 
desertion of some villages and settlements and the conversion of land from arable to 
pasture, as rich landowners took control of the region. These landowners built large 
country houses, which frequently overlaid medieval dwellings, such as moated sites. 
Improvements in transportation systems with the tumpiking of roads, and the building 
of canals and railways were a factor in the development of some settlements (Slater 
1981, 75, 83). The industrial revolution led cities such as Birmingham to flourish and 
expand, gradually encroaching on areas of countryside. This process is on-going and 
many areas that were until very recently green fields have now become urbanised, 
forming part of the Birmingham conurbation. 

In addition to the known sites of post-medieval date, many of the sites identified from 
cartographic evidence may also date to this period. Many of these features appear on 
maps dating to the late 18th century or 19th century. Sites ofthis period may in some 
cases be regarded as of high importance despite their more recent date. 

5.0 Results 

5.1 Zone 1 Berry Mound Camp Environs (Figs. 2, 7 and 8) 

Background 

Zone 1 (Figures 2, 7 and 8) was identified as a site of archaeological importance 
primarily due to the proximity of Berry Mound Hillfort. The route of the pipeline runs 
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through the fields immediately to the west and southwest of the hillfort, outside the 
existing defences and scheduled area. It was known, however, that substantial parts of 
the ramparts were flattened in the 19th century, and it was possible that the defences 
may have extended further than the protected area. Ridge and furrow located to the 
north ofTruemans Heath Farm was identified in the desk-based assessment as having 
local archaeological value and so was also included within Zone 1. This ridge and 
furrow was aligned north-south, and was thought to be medieval in date. 

Berry Mound Camp is a scheduled ancient monument; an oval univallate hillfort 
dating to the Iron Age. Typically, the site is on the summit of a low hill overlooking 
the River Cole, and is surrounded on three sides by valleys, which would have 
provided an effective natural defence. The hillfort has already been studied in some 
detail, by surveys and by excavations in 1956 and 1960 (Whitehouse 1980). 

Results (Fig. 8) 

After the Stage 2 walkover survey had been completed, two large potential ditches 
were identified. One followed the natural line of the base of the ridge on the 
southwestern side of the hillfort and was aligned northwest - southeast. The second 
potential ditch was located to the southeast of the hillfort and was aligned southwest -
northeast, in line with an existing field boundary. A wide band of organic material, 
which appeared on the surface to be the upper fill of a substantial feature/features, 
identified both these potential ditches. 

An area of pipeline easement, approximately 330m in length and 25m wide, was re
cleaned to the top of a mixed red clay-gravel layer (2002). The height of the re
cleaned area was between 142.6m and 146.8m Above Ordnance Datum. Part of Zone 
1 was not re-cleaned by machine in order to avoid the environmental problem of 
excess silt washing into the Peterbrook at the western edge of the zone. 

A sondage (Sondage 1 ), approximately 3m wide and nearly continuous throughout the 
whole length of the area, was excavated through layer 2002 to the top of a mixed 
yellow creamy silt and orange sandy gravel (2060). This sondage was located to 
correspond with the position of the pipe trench itself. A second sondage (Sondage 2), 
narrower than the first and approximately 50m long, was excavated adjacent to the 
edge of the area. The two sondages excavated showed the depth of the mixed red clay 
gravel layer (2002) varied throughout the length of the area, from approximately O.lm 
to 0.4m. At the base of the sondages, cutting 2060 and sealed by the mixed red clay 
and gravel layer (2002), several small features were identified. These were largely 
concentrated at the eastern end of the area and comprised mainly shallow linear 
features and post-holes. 

A sub-circular feature (F200) was identified in Sondage 2. This feature was 0.8m 
wide and 0.35m deep, with a U-shaped profile cut into the natural subsoil (2060) at a 
45° angle. The fill (2003) was a grey orange silt with a high proportion of charcoal, 
concentrated central to the feature, suggesting in situ burning of a stake or tree root. 
A smaller sub-circular feature was identified adjacent to F200. This feature (F226) 
was 0.24m wide and 0.17m deep, with a V -shaped profile. The fill (2043) was a sandy 
clay with a high charcoal concentration, again suggesting in situ burning, and it is 
possible that the two features are contemporary. A large pit (F203) was also identified 
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Further to the west again, a small pit (F227) was identified. This feature was sub
circular in plan, with gently-curving sides and a round base. It was approximately 
1.3m wide and 0.35m deep. The fill (2044) was a black silty clay with a high 
concentration of charcoal, suggesting in situ burning. No finds were recovered from 
this feature. Again, it is possible that this feature represents a fire pit. A number of 
possible features was investigated to the north of F227, but these were found to be 
depressions within the layer 2002, filled with topsoil, and not of archaeological origin. 

The density of features petered out towards the western end of the archaeological 
zone. A single linear feature (F221) was identified aligned northeast - southwest, 
parallel to the existing field boundary. This linear was approximately 1.65m wide and 
0.18m deep, with sloping sides and a flat base. Tile and glass were recovered from 
this feature. A modem test pit (F213) and two linears (F205 and F214) were located 
on the western side of the existing field boundary. Both linears were orientated on a 
northwest- southeast alignment, and were approximately 1.5m wide and 0.25m deep. 
A few fragments of post-medieval pottery, glass and slag were recovered from the 
upper and lower fills ofF214 (2019 and 2020), and brick was recovered from the fill 
of F205 (2009). The pottery recovered from the fills of F214 was 17th and 18th 
century in date. 

A natural ridge was located near the western end of the archaeological zone. A 
sondage was excavated through the top of the ridge, to investigate the continuation of 
the linear F214 and the possibility of rampart material being present within the 
stratigraphy at the edge of the ridge. Several layers were exposed within this sondage, 
all of which followed the natural downward slope of the ridge. At the base of the 
sondage, a clean red brown sandy deposit was identified as the natural subsoil in this 
area (2032). Overlying 2032 was a layer of clean orange yellow clay silt (2031 ), 
similar to the natural subsoil encountered at the base of Sondages 1 and 2 (2060). 
Overlying this layer was a layer of dark grey sandy silt (2030). Overlying 2030 was a 
layer of grey sandy silt with gravel (2029). Cut through 2029 was a small, semi
circular feature (F217). This feature was approximately 0.4m wide and 0.2m deep, 
with sloping sides and a round base. The fill (2028) was a greyish red sandy silt with 
gravel and charcoal flecking. It is likely that this feature represents root or animal 
disturbance and is not archaeological in origin. Sealing this feature, and overlying 
layers 2029, 2030 and 2031, was a layer of pale yellow brown sand silt with gravel 
(2027). Overlying this layer was a thick layer of mixed red brown sand silt clay with 
gravel (2026). This layer was equivalent to 2002, identified in the eastern part of the 
zone. The continuation of the northwest- southeast linear feature F214 was visible in 
this sondage (as F218), cutting the layer 2026. The fill ofF218 was a red brown sand 
clay silt (2025), and contained brick, tile, and one fragment of post-medieval pottery. 

A second, larger, sondage was excavated by machine, through the potential rampart 
material and possible ditch at the base of the natural ridge. The layers exposed in this 
section were similar to those identified in the first sondage section, following the 
natural downward slope. At the base of the ridge organic material, thought to 
delineate a large ditch, was shown to be a thin band and was not the upper fill of a 
feature. 
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Discussion 

Although the pipeline easement ran very close to the scheduled ancient monument 
that is Berry Mound Camp, no features or deposits that could be securely dated to the 
Iron Age were encountered. The lack of dating evidence for this period, however, is in 
keeping with the results of the 1960s excavation through the surviving ditch and 
rampart of the hillfort itself, where no artefactual evidence was recovered 
(Whitehouse 1980). No features that pre-date the deposition of the mixed red clay and 
gravel layer (2002) contained dating evidence of any period, and although the layer 
itself did contain brick and charcoal fragments it was also devoid of datable artefacts. 
It is not possible, therefore, to interpret with any certainty the function of this layer. It 
is likely, however, that the layer represents redeposited rampart material, associated 
with the levelling of the hillfort defences. Previous reports state that the ramparts had 
been partially destroyed by agricultural activity in the last century (Whitehouse 1980), 
and this would place the deposition of layer 2002 to this period. Earlier descriptions 
of the site, however, suggest that it may have been a multi vallate enclosure with three 
ramparts and ditches (Burgess 1872). In this case, the deposition of the rampart 
material may date to this time, although no evidence of other ditches was recovered. 
Although fragmentary and possibly residual, the pottery recovered from plough 
furrow F214 may date the re-deposition of the rampart material to pre-17th or 18th 
century. It is possible that the ramparts were not levelled in one go, but instead were 
flattened by progressive agricultural activity over many years. 

All the features exposed beneath the redeposited rampart layer (2002) in sondages 1 
and 2 were sampled and recorded. Although no dating evidence was recovered, it is 
possible that some or all of these features were associated with the hillfort. Any 
features or deposits securely dated to the Iron Age would have significant importance 
in relation to the function of the hillfort itself, and in relation to our understanding of 
Iron Age landscape as a whole. The redeposited rampart layer would have protected 
any other features and deposits that may have been present within the confines of the 
easement, and associated with the hillfort or later activity. It was therefore decided to 
strip the layer down to natural only along the route of the pipe trench itself and to 
leave any other remains preserved in situ. 

The majority of features identified cutting the putative rampart material were wide, 
shallow, linear features. The even spacing and similar morphology of these features 
suggests they were the bases of plough furrows. These ran in different directions on 
either side of the field boundaries, and where they were misaligned with each other in 
the same field, appeared to follow the natural downward slope of the hill. 

Due to the high concentration of charcoal within the fills of features F211 and F227, 
they were interpreted as possible fire pits. Dating evidence was not recovered from 
either of these features, but it is possible that they were associated with the episode of 
rampart levelling. 
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5.2 Zone 2 Creynolds Lane, Cheswick Green (Figs. 3 and 9) 

Background 

Zone 2 was highlighted as a site of potential archaeological interest due to the pipeline 
route transecting a field to the east of Cheswick Green from which a scatter of 
Romano-British pottery had been recovered (SMR 10818). The finds were of 
considerable local importance, as they suggested the possibility of unidentified 
Roman occupation in the area. Romano-British pottery was also recovered from The 
Mount, Cheswick Green during excavations carried out in 1953 (SMR 6015), which is 
in the vicinity of Zone 2. 

At the time that the archaeological work was being carried out, the field was being 
used as pasture. The plough furrows identified in the subsequent archaeological work 
were not visible as earthworks during the Stage 1 and Stage 2 walkover surveys. One 
fragment of medieval pottery and two fragments of post-medieval pottery were 
recovered during the walkover surveys. In the fields to the east of Zone 2, however, 
Fields X12 and X14, substantial amounts of post-medieval pottery, and a small 
amount of medieval pottery were recovered. 

Results (Fig. 9) 

After the Stage 1 and Stage 2 walkover surveys had been completed, an area of 
easement, approximately 300m long and 25m wide was recleaned by machine to 
expose a mixed yellow orange silt sand clay natural subsoil (4001). The majority of 
features encountered comprised mainly plough furrows, land drains and field 
boundaries, and provided evidence of previous agricultural activity in the area. 

Three plough furrows were identified at the western end of Zone 2 (F400, F401 and 
F402). Each furrow was aligned northwest- southeast and was approximately 2m-3m 
wide, with irregular bases. Central to each of these plough furrows was a land drain. 
Located between furrows F401 and F402, a narrower, northeast- southwest aligned 
linear feature was identified (F403). This was very shallow, with a very irregular base. 

To the east of plough furrow F402, a linear ditch was identified (F404). This ditch 
was also aligned northwest - southeast, and corresponded to the existing field 
boundary line. Adjacent to ditch F404 were several small sub-circular features (F405, 
F406 and F407). These were tested and were shown to be root disturbance, possibly 
associated with the field boundary, and not to be of archaeological origin. 

Two other northwest - southeast aligned plough furrows were located to the east of 
the field boundary ditch (F408 and F409). Again, land drains were identified cutting 
the centre of the furrows. Between these two furrows, a northeast - southwest aligned 
plough furrow was identified (F41 0), narrower than the northwest - southeast aligned 
furrows, which also had a land drain running through the centre. 

To the east of plough furrow F409 a series of curvi-linear plough furrows was 
identified, aligned roughly northeast - southwest. They were very regular, each 
approximately 1.5m - 2m wide, with 2.5m - 3m space between each one, and a 
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maximum depth of 0.1m. They may represent headland in this area. A northeast -
southwest aligned land drain was also located within this set of furrows. Further to the 
east a wide linear feature (F411) was located on a north- south alignment and also in 
line with a man-hole cover located outside the easement. The fill of this linear 
contained modem pottery, and it is likely to represent a modem service. 

The ridge and furrow with land drain pattern continued from the modem service to the 
end of the field. Each furrow was approximately 2m wide, with 2m spacing between 
each one. 

None of the features sampled in Zone 2 produced any datable artefacts, although a 
few sherds of medieval (15th- 16th centuries) and post-medieval pottery (18th century) 
were recovered during the Stage 2 walkover survey. Significant quantities of 18th and 
19th -century pottery were recovered during the Stage 2 walkover survey in fields 
adjacent to Zone 2 (Fields X12 and X14). 

Discussion 

No evidence of activity or occupation in the Romano-British period was encountered 
within this zone. Indeed, no archaeological features or deposits that pre-date the post
medieval period were identified. Although the field is currently under pasture, and 
contains no traces of ridge and furrow on the surface, the extensive ridge and furrow 
and later land drainage systems that survive beneath the topsoil layer give a good 
indication of previous land use. 

5.3 Zone 3 Monkspath Hill (Fig. 3) 

Background 

This area was highlighted as a zone of potential archaeology, due to several known 
archaeological sites within the vicinity of the pipeline route. A settlement called 
'munchespath' was first recorded in 1153, although there is no documentary evidence 
to support the name. By c.l200 the Archer family owned the manor of Monkspath. 
Although the exact location of the medieval village is unknown, earthworks relating 
to ridge and furrow, Sydenham's moat, and fishponds, are all located within the 
vicinity of the pipeline route. Any remains dating from this period that survived 
within the pipeline easement would have been directly affected by its construction. 
The area has, however, been badly affected by the construction of the M42 and other 
modem development. The current land use is scrub and grassland, with part of the 
area being developed as part of a new business park. 

Access to this part of the pipeline route was limited, and it was not possible to 
conduct the full programme of suggested archaeological work. 

Results 

The Stage 1 and Stage 2 walkover surveys confirmed the impact of the encroaching 
development in the area by the construction of the new road and Business Park. 
Several fragments of post-medieval pottery were recovered, however, during the 
Stage 2 survey. 
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After the walkover surveys had been completed a section of the pipeline easement 
within Zone 3 was recleaned by machine to the top of a layer of mixed red clay 
redeposited natural. This layer was tested to a depth of approximately lm in a 
sondage central to the easement width. At the base of the sondage, a narrow ditch was 
identified, with post-medieval pottery associated with the fill. Several features were 
identified cutting the layer of redeposited natural. These comprised mainly linear 
features on an east-west alignment. 

An archaeological watching brief was conducted at the eastern end of the highlighted 
Zone where a possible hollow-way was being truncated by the pipejack under the 
M42. Modem plastic was recovered from the base of this feature, which demonstrated 
significant disturbance in modem times. 

No further archaeological work was conducted within Zone 3. 

Discussion 

No evidence for any activity during the medieval period or earlier was encountered 
during the limited archaeological monitoring at Zone 3. The redeposited natural layer 
was likely to have been associated with the construction of the M42, and is indicative 
of much modem disturbance and truncation in the area. The features identified as 
cutting this layer are therefore likely to be modem, again possibly associated with the 
construction of the adjacent road. It was not possible to ascertain whether the 
redeposited natural layer was from a local source or imported from elsewhere during 
the construction work. With this in mind, the pottery assemblage recovered from the 
walkover stage of the archaeological work should not be treated as being indicative of 
earlier activity on this site. 

5.4 Zone 4 Colwell Lodge Environs 

Background 

The route of the pipeline was altered to exclude this section since the desk-based 
assessment highlighted this area as a zone of archaeological potential. Zone 4, 
therefore, no longer existed as part of the pipeline route and no archaeological work 
was required here. 

5.5 Zone 5 Ravenshaw Hall Environs (Fig. 4) 

Background 

Zone 5 was highlighted as an area of archaeological potential due to the likelihood of 
relic medieval landscape surviving in fields adjacent to the medieval moated site of 
Ravenshaw Hall. This included a number of sites of surviving ridge and furrow, a 
possible kiln site, a clay pit, a pond and other features of archaeological interest. The 
ridge and furrow identified in the desk-based assessment (in Fields 98 and 99) as 
being directly affected by the construction of the pipeline, was still evident at the time 
of the Stage 1 walkover survey, and was noted during the Stage 2 walkover survey. 
No medieval pottery, however, was recovered during this stage of work. 
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A building complex of unknown date was identified by cartographic evidence in the 
field to the south of the cropmarks within Zone 8, and to the east of a gravel pit (Field 
268). It is marked on both the 1st edition OS map and the estate map of the Earl of 
Aylesford. Unfortunately the name or the purpose of these buildings is unknown, as 
the OS map does not name the complex and the papers listing the names of small 
fields and buildings marked on the estate map were badly burnt in a fire in 1979. The 
Stage 1 walkover identified some earthworks situated in Field 268 between a modem 
house (now built on part of the complex) and the gravel pit. During the Stage 2 
walkover a large amount of post-medieval pottery was recovered. It was not possible, 
however, to identify individual features as the topsoil in this area had been stripped 
using a bulldozer. 

Results (Fig. 1 0) 

With the exception of the earthworks located in field 268 the initial walkover survey 
conducted within Zone 8 identified no above-ground archaeological remains that 
could be related to the cropmark complex identified by the aerial photographic 
evidence. The second walkover in this area, however, revealed linear and irregularly
shaped features which merited the recleaning of this zone. The zone was 
approximately 140m in length and 25m wide and the easement was on a north-south 
alignment. The features were cut into the orange/brown sandy gravel natural subsoil 
(3002). No dating evidence was found in any of the features excavated in this area. 

At the northernmost end of the zone, a drain aligned northwest - southeast was 
identified (F313). This drain was constructed by sandstone blocks forming the 
uprights and capping, though no dating evidence was recovered. 

Three linear features (F301, F302 and F303) crossed the easement on a roughly east
west alignment. These linear ditches appeared to be three separate features, running 
immediately parallel to each other. The three gullies had similar characteristics, in 
that they were all shallow, U-shaped gullies, with a maximum depth of 0.16m and 
width of 0.95m. F302 was furthest north, F303 was in the centre and F301 to the 
south, none of the gullies appearing to cut each other. The cuts for the three features 
contained one fill, a dark brown silty sand, with some small stone inclusions (3006). 
This was reminiscent of the topsoil, which may indicate that this was a modem 
feature. To the south of F301, F302 and F303 was another linear feature (F304), 
aligned northeast to southwest, but not crossing the entire width of the easement. It 
consisted of a shallow, U-shaped gully, l.Om wide and 0.15m deep, with gently
sloping edges and a rounded base. 

F323 was a linear feature aligned north-west to south-east, but terminating 
approximately 3m from the eastern edge of the easement. The gully was U-shaped in 
profile, but had fairly irregular edges and a flattened base. It was lm wide and 0.5m 
deep. The ditch contained two fills, the upper fill (3033) was a compact, light grey 
sandy silt/gravel, whereas the lower fill (3034) was a mottled orange silt-sand with 
gravel; neither of the fills contained any artefacts. 

A number of irregular or sub-circular features were encountered in this section of the 
easement. They included F300, F305, F306, F314, F317 and F326. These features 
ranged in depth from 0.22m to 0.44m and in diameter from 0.7m to 1.5m, and the fills 
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showed that this earthwork was no longer visible on the ground. There were also 
other potential features in the vicinity and a strong possibility that the hill associated 
with the settlement at Old Meriden had been the focus of earlier prehistoric activity. 
The second walkover survey of the fields within Zone 10 produced significant 
quantities of medieval and post-medieval pottery. The land is currently being utilised 
as pasture. 

Results 

The majority of Zone 10 was recleaned to the top of a red silt clay subsoil (1001). 
This layer was approximately 0.2m - 0.4m deep throughout the zone. It overlay a 
hard red clay with seams of light blue clay natural (1 002). Both levels were tested for 
archaeology, though the majority of the features encountered were visible at the 
higher level. The zone covered several fields (X34, X35, X69, 273, 244 and X70). 

No archaeological features or deposits were encountered in the three westernmost 
fields within the zone, X34, X35 and X69. The westernmost 40m of Field 273 was 
also devoid of any archaeological features or deposits, though archaeological features 
were identified to the east including three small sub-circular features cutting the 
subsoil (1001). These features (FlOl, F102 and F103) were irregular in section and 
were filled with a high concentration of charcoal, suggesting in situ burning. They 
were sealed by a layer ofblack silt and charcoal (1003), approximately 5.7m across 
and 0.1m deep. No artefacts were recovered from any of these deposits. 

A stone land drain (F104, F105 and F106), aligned northwest- southeast, was located 
to the east of the charcoal spread. This land drain was approximately 0.3m wide and 
0.4m deep, and cut the subsoil layer (1001). It was constructed with slabs of 
sandstone, each about 0.1m - 0.3m in size, with no evidence of facing or bonding 
between the stones. Medieval pottery was associated with this feature. A linear ditch 
(F107), also on a northwest- southeast alignment, was located to the east of the stone 
land drain (F104). This feature was approximately 1.4m wide and 0.25m deep and 
was U-shaped with a flat base. The fill (1004) was very similar to the subsoil layer 
(1 001 ), and although the ditch was clearly visible cutting the natural (1 002) at the 
base of the sondage, it is likely it also cut the subsoil, higher in the stratigraphy. 

Further to the east in this field, a large linear ditch (F1 08) was identified. This linear 
feature was also aligned northwest - southeast and identified cutting the subsoil layer 
1001. It was 8.5m wide and 0.85m deep with sloping sides and a flat base. One 
fragment of medieval pottery was recovered from the surface of the fill (1005), but no 
other artefacts were recovered during excavation. A field boundary was noted in the 
desk-based assessment visible as a cropmark within Field 273. It is likely that this 
corresponds to feature F108. The base of a severely truncated pit (F112) was located 
7m from the eastern end of Field 273. This pit was sub-circular in plan and had an 
irregular base due to modem disturbance. Medieval pottery was recovered from the 
fill of this feature. 

Several other linear features were also located in the adjacent Field 244. These were 
visible only in the sondage, which was excavated down to the natural subsoil (1 002). 
The southwesternmost linear feature (F111) was aligned roughly east-west, with a U
shaped profile with a flat base, and was 1.8m wide and was 0.34m deep. The fill 
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(1008) contained no finds or charcoal. A small linear gully (F110) was located to the 
north-east oflinear F111, on a similar east-west alignment. This gully was 0.6m wide 
and 0.1m deep with a U-shaped profile with a flat base. The fill (1007) was a mid
brown pink silty clay with no finds or charcoal. Further to the north-east, a third 
linear feature (F1 09) was identified. This was aligned east-west, and was 0.6m wide 
and 0.14m deep It had a U-shaped profile with a round base. The fill (1006) 
contained no finds or charcoal. No archaeology was visible to the northeast of this 
linear. 

Field X70 at the very eastern end of the pipeline route produced much medieval 
pottery during the second walkover survey stage. No archaeological features were 
identified after this, however, perhaps due to appalling ground conditions during 
fieldwork. 

Discussion 

The archaeological features identified within Zone 10 are indicative of previous 
agricultural systems, and, as the desk-based assessment suggested in this area, date 
back to the medieval period. The majority of medieval pottery was recovered from 
the topsoil walkover, although several of the archaeological features identified also 
dated from this period. It is likely that the stone drain, large ditch and truncated pit 
identified during this episode of archaeological investigation were associated with the 
medieval settlement at Meriden. 

6.0 The Finds 

6.1 The Medieval Pottery by Stephanie Ratkai 

The medieval pottery was examined macroscopically, and a selected sample of sherds 
examined under x20 magnification for comparison with the Warwickshire County 
Pottery Type Series (Soden and Ratkai 1999). Most of the pottery could be matched 
with the type series. The range of fabrics was largely what would be expected from 
the location of the pipeline, i.e. a mixture of fabrics commonly found in Warwick and 
Coventry and some of which are thought to have been made in or in the environs of 
these settlements. Some of the fabrics could be sourced to production centres e.g. 
Chilvers Coton wares and Cannon Park ware. There was an absence of non-local 
pottery or exotica in keeping with the strongly utilitarian nature of the vessels, which 
comprised mainly cooking pots. 

Perhaps the most interesting sherds were represented by a number of igneous 
tempered sherds, which were found in Zone 2 and Zone 10. Igneous tempered wares 
have been found at Dunchurch (Ratkai forthcoming) and Coton Park (Denham 2001 ), 
near Rugby, Wolvey (Ratkai 1998), Coventry (Wright 1987) and Birmingham (Ratkai 
in prep b). Some of the sherds are paralleled by fabric StR 10 in the Warwickshire 
pottery type series and others are paralleled by pottery recently excavated in 
Birmingham city centre. There are igneous outcrops in the Nuneaton area but it is 
also possible that the igneous temper in some of these sherds derives from Boulder 
Clay deposits. Certainly, Dr David Williams (in Ratkai in prep a) has suggested such 
an origin for some igneous tempered sherds found at Stafford Castle. 
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The rapidly expanding medieval population and settlement being evident in the area 
surrounding the route of the pipeline, much evidence of relic landscape was not 
encountered. There are two possible explanations for this. The route of the pipeline 
passes through farmland on the periphery of modem day urban settlement. Given the 
stable nature of medieval settlement in the area, this land was likely to also have been 
on the periphery of the ancient settlements as well. Although the land was likely to 
have been utilised as farm land, the distance from the medieval settlement centres 
makes it more likely this land was used as pasture and not for crops. Hence the 
conspicuous lack of medieval pottery in the topsoil, as manuring might not have 
occurred in these areas. It is also possible that much manuring was unnecessary given 
the fertile nature of the soil. 

Intensive farming in the post-medieval period would also have taken its toll on any 
surviving archaeology relating to relic landscape surrounding medieval settlement. 
Indeed, much of the ridge and furrow identified from aerial photographs by the desk
based assessment is not evident on the ground. 

Post-Medieval Period 

As has been previously stated, farming in the post-medieval period was intensive, and 
likely to have covered the whole of the area. Evidence for this can be seen at Berry 
Mound Hillfort (Zone 1) where the ramparts relating to the hillfort defences were 
flattened to increase usable farming land. It is also evident in the systematic 
destruction of ridge and furrow, especially in the last century. Various post-medieval 
features including ridge and furrow, land drains and boundary ditches were 
encountered along the whole length of the pipeline easement. Any evidence of past 
activity in the area is likely to have been severely truncated by such intensive farming. 

8.0 Acknowledgements 

The programme of archaeological work was conducted by BUF AU and was 
sponsored by Severn Trent Water Ltd. It comprised three major stages of work in an 
area of 27km in length, over a timespan of nearly a year, and was no small 
undertaking. It was made possible only by the help, advice and co-operation of many 
people involved in the Link Main project as a whole. Sincere thanks are therefore due 
to Alan Jones (Liaison Officer, BIRSE) and also to the following people; Rick Fowler 
and Don Wilson from Severn Trent Water, Mick Killbain, Paul Harris and John 
McCloughlan from BIRSE, and all the machine operators from Nigel Jones Plant Hire 
who were involved with the archaeological work. Thanks are also due to Dr lain 
Ferris (Archaeological Consultant, Severn Trent Water Ltd). 

The fieldwork was carried out by Charlotte Neilson and Eleanor Ramsey with the 
help of Kate Bain, Bob Burrows, Alix Firth, Roy Krakowicz, Erica Macey, Philip 
Mann, Helen Martin, Emily Murray, Zoe Outram, Lisette Piper, Andy Rudge, Sarah 
Watt and Josh Williams. 

Charlotte Neilson and Eleanor Ramsey wrote the report, which was edited by 
Malcolm Hislop. John Halsted prepared the illustrations and specialist contributions 

26 



were from Lynne Bevan (flint) and Stephanie Ratkai (pottery). The project was 
managed by Steve Litherland. 

9.0 References 

Bridgman, R. 1998 Birmingham to Solihull Link Main Stage 1 Archaeological 
Assessment BUF AU Report No. 545 

Burgess, J. T. 1872 Early Earthworks in Warwickshire Birmingham and 
Warwickshire Archaeological Society Transactions 1872 

Denham, V. 2001 The Saxon and Medieval Pottery in?? author Excavation ofthe 
deserted medieval village of Cot on at Cot on Park, Rugby, Warwickshire 1998. 
?forthcoming Birmingham and Warwickshire Archaeological Society Transactions 

Gelling, M. 1992 The West Midlands in the Early Middle Ages, Leicester 

Ratkai, S. 1998 The pottery in C Coutts and C Jones Archaeological Evaluation at the 
Church of St John the Baptist, Wolvey, Warwickshire Warwickshire Museum Archive 
Rep (unnumbered) May 1998 

Ra.tkai, S. 2002 The Medieval Pottery recovered from the Birmingham Northern 
Relief Road. Assessment reports for Oxford-Wessex Unit edited by P Booth. 

Ratkai, S. forthcoming The Pottery in S C Palmer Cawston Medieval Village: 
Excavations on the Rugby western Ring Main for Severn Trent Water in 1999. 

Ratkai, S. in prep (a) The Pottery in J Darlington (ed) Excavations at Stafford Castle 

Ratkai, S. in prep (b) The Pottery in C Mould Excavations at Edgbaston Street, 
Bimingham. 

Skipp, V. H. T. 1963 Discovering Bickenhill, Birmingham 

Slater, T. 1981 A History of Warwickshire 

Soden, I. and Ratkai, S. 1999 Warwickshire County Pottery Type Series. Document 
held by Warwickshire Museum. 

Whitehouse, D. 1980 Berry Mound, Solihull. Birmingham and Warwickshire 
Archaeological Society Transactions for 1978-79 Vol. 89 

Wilson, D. 1985 Moated Sites, Bucks 

Wright, S. M. 1987 Much Park Street, Coventry: the development of a medieval 
street. Excavations 1970-74 Transactions of the Birmingham and Warwickshire 
Archaeological Society Transactions 92, 1982 1-132 

27 















Berry Mound 
Fort 

Fig. 7 

0 125m 



f 
I 

0 



9 



NE 8 

F30'1 ,F302.F303 

. 10 


