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SUMMARY

In August 2007 Birmingham Archaeology undertook an archaeological evaluation near Gravel
Hill Lane, Shrewsbury, Shropshire (NGR SJ 477 142) on behalf of Mouchel Parkman in advance
of the proposed construction of the Shrewsbury North West Relief Road. The site of the
evaluation is part of the Berwick cropmark complex and adjacent to the River Severn. A total
of 11 trenches were excavated to investigate possible cropmarked features and anomalies
located by geophysical survey, which was undertaken in 2006.

In Trench 4 an east west orientated linear ditch was recorded which corresponded with a
geophysical anomaly identified during the geophysical survey as a possible three-sided
enclosure. No dating evidence was retrieved from this ditch. A similar ditch, dating to the post
medieval period, was recorded in Trench 9 which also appeared on the geophysical survey.
Another post medieval ditch was excavated in Trench 8 which was not identified by the
geophysical survey. These features could possibly be related to post medieval field boundaries.

The remaining trenches were devoid of archaeological features. The lack of archaeological
features corresponding to anomalies recorded by the geophysical survey may be partly
explained by natural variations in the geology, which was highly variable across the site. The
main cropmark complex appears to be concentrated to the north of the area evaluated, and
appears to be confined to the higher ground which may also explain the lack of any
archaeological features recorded in the evaluation, as the topography here was mostly sloping
down towards the river.

Further archaeological investigation may be required in the area of a possible double ring ditch
feature visible both as a cropmark and recorded as a geophysical anomaly on the higher
ground. The southerly ring ditch feature was not recorded during the evaluation and the
northerly ring ditch feature was not investigated. Further focused archaeological fieldwork in
this area may clarify the results of the evaluation. However, any decisions on the scope of
further work should be made by the Shropshire Historic Environment Officer.



Shrewsbury North West Relief Road:

AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION 2007

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background to the project

In August 2007 Birmingham Archaeology was commissioned by Mouchel Parkman on behalf of
Shropshire County Council to undertake a programme of trial trenching ahead of the
Shrewsbury North West Relief Road scheme development near Gravel Hill Lane, Shrewsbury,
Shropshire (hereinafter referred to as the site). The preferred route of the relief road partly
extends into the Berwick cropmark complex which is registered on the county Sites and
Monuments Record as a site of potential archaeological significance.

This report outlines the results of a field evaluation carried out in August 2007 and has been
prepared in accordance with the Institute of Field Archaeologists Standards and Guidance for
Archaeological Evaluations (IFA 2001).

A geophysical survey was carried out in 2006 by Archaeophysica which identified several
anomalies including possible ring ditches and enclosures (Roseveare and Roseveare 2006).
These anomalies were poorly defined to the south of the main cropmark complex. Aerial
photographs have also revealed large barrow-like features on the brow of the hill in Field 1.

The evaluation conformed to a brief produced by Shropshire County Council (Appendix i), and
a Written Scheme of Investigation (Birmingham Archaeology 2007) which was approved by the
Local Planning Authority prior to implementation in accordance with guidelines laid down in
Planning Policy Guidance Note 16 (DoE 1990).

1.2 Location and geology

The site is centred on NGR SJ 477 142 (Fig.1). The present character of the site is two fields
one containing a crop of potatoes the other a crop of wheat. The fields slope gently down
towards the River Severn and are at approximately 60m AOD and form part of the Berwick
Estate between the B5067 Shrewsbury to Baschurch road and the River Severn.

The underlying drift geology consists of river terrace deposits of sand and gravel and boulder
clay.

2.0 ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

A desk based assessment (Hannaford 2004) has already been undertaken by Shropshire
County Council and much of this section is a summary of information contained in this
document and the brief (SCC 2007).

The assessment highlighted several potentially significant archaeological sites recorded by
aerial photography. The sites of highest potential archaeological significance were found to be
located on the Berwick Estate between the B5067 Shrewsbury to Baschurch road and the River



Severn. The Berwick cropmark complex consists of cropmarks indicating possible
archaeological features, potentially of national significance, visible on aerial photographs
which, on morphological grounds, may date to the prehistoric and Roman periods. One group
of these cropmarks may be affected by the preferred route of the proposed relief road. This
group of cropmarks (SMR No. 00010) indicates the possible presence of a double ring ditch
and a three-sided enclosure. Ring ditches of this type are frequently found to be part of
funerary monuments dating from the Late Neolithic and Bronze Age periods. The three-sided
enclosure could date to the Iron Age or Roman periods. An enclosure to the south east of the
site has been excavated and found to date to the 2™ to 4" century AD.

Following on from the assessment a geophysical survey was carried out (Roseveare and
Roseveare 2006, Fig. 2). This recorded possible evidence of below ground archaeological
features suggested by geophysical anomalies. As well as confirming the cropmark evidence
further possible archaeological features were detected. These included possible prehistoric ring
ditches, Iron Age and Roman enclosures, roundhouses and field boundaries.

3.0 AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

The principle aim of the evaluation was to determine the character, state of preservation and
the potential significance of any buried remains.

More specific aims were to:

e to locate any archaeological features and deposits within the site.

e to assess the date, character, survival, quality, condition and relative archaeological
significance of any archaeological features, deposits and structures within the site in a
local, regional and national context,

e to identify and recommend options for the management of the archaeological resource,
including any mitigation strategy, where necessary.

4.0 METHODOLOGY

4.1 Fieldwork

A total of 11 trenches were excavated across the site totalling 615m2 (Fig. 2). Trenches were
located to target geophysical anomalies and possible blank areas as defined in the brief
(Appendix i).

All ploughsoil and modern overburden was removed using a 360° tracked mechanical
excavator with a toothless ditching bucket, under direct archaeological supervision, down to
the top of the uppermost archaeological horizon or the subsoil. Subsequent cleaning and
excavation was by hand.

All stratigraphic sequences were recorded, even where no archaeology was present. Features
were planned at a scale of 1:50 or 1:100, and sections were drawn through all cut features
and significant vertical stratigraphy at a scale of 1:20. A comprehensive written record was
maintained using a continuous numbered context system on pro-forma context and feature
cards. Written records and scale plans were supplemented by photographs using monochrome,
digital and colour slide photography.



The environmental sampling policy followed the guidelines contained in the Birmingham
Archaeology Guide to On-Site Environmental Sampling. Recovered finds were cleaned, marked
and remedial conservation work was undertaken as necessary. Treatment of all finds
conformed to guidance contained within 'A strategy for the care and investigation of finds'
published by English Heritage.

The full site archive includes all artefactual and/or ecofactual remains recovered from the site.
The site archive will be prepared according to guidelines set down in Appendix 3 of the
Management of Archaeological Projects (English Heritage, 1991), the Guidelines for the
Preparation of Excavation Archives for Long-term Storage (UKIC, 1990) and Standards in the
Museum Care of Archaeological collections (Museum and Art Galleries Commission, 1992).
Finds and the paper archive will be deposited with the appropriate repository subject to
permission from the landowner.

5.0 RESULTS (Figs. 3 & 4)

Introduction

Archaeological features were found in a total of three trenches. These can be ascribed to the
post-medieval period with one remaining undated. The natural subsoil varied greatly across
the site which may account for many of the anomalies defined by the geophysical survey. A full
database of all contexts is presented in appendix ii.

Trench 1

Dimensions: 30m x1.90m x 0.38m

Trench 1 was orientated north north west-south south east in the south western corner of Field
1. The original trench position lay below a power line so the trench was moved 5m to the north
over a blank area. The natural [102] was a red orange sand gravel was reached at 66.14m
AOD. This was overlain by the subsoil [101] a light orange brown silt sand which in turn was
sealed by the ploughsoil [100] (Plate 1). No features of archaeological significance were
identified within this trench.

Trench 2

Dimensions: 50m x 1.90m x 0.40m

Trench 2 was orientated east-west across three irregular linear geophysical anomalies. The
natural [202] was reached at 66.29m AOD and was a banded orange brown silt sand and
gravel with frequent large pebbles (Plate 2). This was overlain by the subsoil [201] a light
brown silt sand which in turn was sealed by the ploughsoil [200]. No archaeological features
were identified. The linear anomalies defined by the geophysics may be cased by the banding
of sand and gravel within the natural.

Trench 3

Dimensions: 40m x 1.90m x 0.50m

Trench 3 was orientated north west-south east across geophysical anomalies thought to
represent a possible barrow ring ditch and central burial. The natural [302] was reached at
69.01m AOD and was a orange red sandy gravel with silt patches (Plate 3). This was overlain
by the subsoil [301] an orange brown silt sand which in turn was overlain by the ploughsoil
[300] No archaeological features were identified. The geophysical anomalies appear very faint
on the grey scale geophysical plot. This may suggest the anomalies are very shallow or



represent traces of the fill of ploughed features within the ploughsoil. This could account for
the absence of any archaeological features within the trench.

Trench 4

Plate 4
Dimensions: 50m x 1.90m x 0.38m

Trench 4 was orientated north-south across a possible three sided enclosure represented by a
geophysical anomaly. The natural [402] was reached at 68.60m AOD and was a red orange
sandy gravel with large red clay clasts. This was truncated by an east west orientated linear
ditch [404] (Fig.5 & 6, Plate 4) which was filled by a mid brown sterile silt sand deposit
[403]. No datable finds were retrieved from this feature although it does correspond to the
possible enclosure recorded by the geophysical survey. This feature was sealed by the subsail
[401] and ploughsoil [400] respectively. The other anomalies may be attributed to variations
within the natural.

Trench 5

Dimensions:40m x 1.90m x 0.40m

Trench 5 was orientated north west-south east across a several pit like anomalies and a
possible ring ditch. The natural [502] was reached at 68.94m AOD and was a yellow brown
mottled silt sand changing to a red clay towards the north west end of the trench (Plate 5).
This was sealed by the subsoil [501] a yellow brown silt sand which was in turn overlain by
the ploughsoil [500]. No features were identified in this trench, the geophysical anomalies are
poorly defined and may attributed to changes within the natural geology.

Trench 6

Dimensions: 30m x 1.90m x 0.58m



Trench 6 was orientated south west-north east across several curvilinear geophysical
anomalies. The natural [602] was reached at 65.29m AOD and was a red orange silt sand with
frequent mudstone fragments (Plate 6). This was overlain by at the southern end of the trench
by a thick deposit of alluvial clay [603] which in turn was overlain by the subsoil [601] an
orange brown silt sand. This was overlain by the ploughsoil [600] (Fig. 6). The alluvial clay
may be the cause of irregular anomalies on the geophysical survey (Fig. 4).

Trench 7

Dimensions: 40m x 1.90m x 0.50m

Trench 7 was orientated south west-north east across several irregular anomalies. The natural
[702] (Plate 7) was reached at 67.34m AOD and was a red orange silt sand with frequent
mudstone fragments. This was overlain by the subsoil [701] an orange brown silt sand which
in turn was overlain by the ploughsoil [700]. No archaeological features were recorded in this
trench.

Trench 8

Plate 8

Dimensions: 40m x 1.90m x 0.40m

Trench 8 was orientated north north west- south south east over a blank area. The natural
[801] was reached at 69.51m AOD and was an orange brown sand with patches of gravel.
This was truncated by a shallow north east-south west orientated linear ditch [803] (Figs 7 &
9, Plate 8). This was filled by mid brown silt sand [802] which contained sherds of 17"-18"
century pottery. This was overlain by the ploughsoil [800].



Trench 9

Plate 9

Dimensions: 30m x 1.90 x 0.50m

Trench 9 was orientated south west north east across a geophysical anomaly suggestive of an
enclosure. The natural [902] was reached at 68.42m AOD and was an orange brown silt sand.
This was truncated by a north south orientated linear ditch [904] (Figs. 8 & 9, Plate 9). This
was filled by an orange brown silt sand [903] which contained fragments of undiagnostic tile.
This was overlain by the subsoil [901] and the ploughsoil [900]. Sherds of 17™"-18" century
pottery were recovered from the subsoil which is consistent with the date of the pottery
recovered from the ditch [803] in Trench 8.

Trench 10

Dimensions: 20m x 1.90m x 0.40m

Trench 10 was orientated south west-north east across a curvilinear geophysical anomaly. The
natural [1001] was reached at 68.35m AOD and was an orange sand with patches of pea grit
(Plate 10). This was overlain by the ploughsoil [1000]. No archaeological features were
identified. The geophysical anomaly may be attributed to the natural patches of gravel within
the sand.

Trench 11

Dimensions: 40m x 1.90m x 1.00m

Trench 11 was orientated north west-south east across a curvilinear anomaly located at the
bottom of a steep slope in the south eastern corner of Field 2. The natural [1102] was
reached at 60.70m AOD at the southern end of the trench and was a light yellow brown silt
sand (Fig.9, Plate 11). This was overlain by the subsoil [1101] a mid brown silt sand from
which a mixed pottery assemblage was recovered. This was overlain by the ploughsoil [1100].



The colluvium [1101] was 1.00m deep at the north eastern end as a result of a build up at the
bottom of the slope. The pottery recovered from context 1101 ranged in date from the
medieval period to the mid 18" century, given that this field has been subject to intensive
agricultural exploitation and the nature of the topography, the wide ranging dates are
unsurprising. Any features truncating the natural would not have been picked up by geophysics
given the depth of the overlying subsoil and ploughsoil. The curvilinear geophysical anomaly
may be explained by an over optimistic interpretation of the geophysical data.

6.0 THE FINDS by Stephanie Ratkai

The finds assemblage from the site consisted of eleven fragments of pottery, three fragments
of tile and one fragment of brick.

The earliest pottery recovered from the site was a hand-formed medieval CA type sherd with a
glaze splash of 13"-14" century [1101] date. A later medieval sherd of AA/AB type was
dated to the 15"-16" century, and a third sherd [1101], with a very fine, clean orange fabric
was identified as either a possible AA/AB sherd of the same date, or possibly a Martincamp
flask of 16™-17" century date. The letter codes used to identify these sherds refer to type
series groups. AA and AB fabrics are very fine with few inclusions, whereas CA sherds are
moderately sandy with small to medium-sized quartz grains.

The remainder of the pottery recovered from the site was dated to the later 17" century
onwards. Two sherds of trailed light-on-dark slipware [802, 901] dated to the mid-late 17"—
early 18" century, whilst a sherd of slip-coated ware [802] and a sherd of feathered slipware
[901] dated to the later 17"-mid 18" century. Early—-mid 18™ century pottery was
represented by two sherds of trailed light-on-dark slipware [1101], a sherd of feathered
slipware [100] and a sherd of slipped coarseware [1101].

The three pieces of tile [901, 903, 1100] were undiagnostic, although all three were made in
the same hard-fired red-orange fabric. A brick fragment [903] was also made in very similar
fabric.

7.0 DISCUSSION

The results of the evaluation suggest that the site is relatively devoid of significant
archaeological features. The geophysical survey identified several anomalies, the presence of
many of which, may be explained by variations in the natural geology and topography of the
site.

The topography in Field 1 comprised of a gently sloping hill with the geophysical anomalies
being mainly confined to the slope rather than the top of the hill. The double ring ditch
anomaly is the only geophysical anomaly that is located on top of the hill and this is where the
ploughsoil is at its thinnest. The greyscale plot of the geophysical survey shows the most
southerly of the two ring ditch type anomalies as a very faint response. This could suggest any
associated archaeological feature may have been ploughed out and the anomaly could have
been caused by the presence of remnants of former feature fill in the ploughsoil. This may
explain its absence in the trial trench. The parallel curvilinear geophysical anomalies, which
Trench 2 was positioned to investigate, may be due to the effect of the presence of natural
gravel terracing at the bottom of the slope. In Trench 4 a narrow V-shaped ditch was recorded
which corresponded with the geophysical anomaly suggestive of a three sided enclosure.
However, excavation did not yield any datable finds. There was no evidence of features
corresponding to the ring ditch type anomaly inside the possible enclosure anomaly although



large clasts of clay were present in Trench 5 which may account for the pit-like geophysical
anomalies.

Field 2 had slightly more ambiguous geophysical results. The anomalies present in Trench 6
coincided with the presence of alluvial clay close to Willow Pool. Two linear ditches were
excavated in Trenches 8 and 9 which were of 17"-18" century date and may represent former
field boundaries. The ditch in Trench 9 corresponds with a geophysical anomaly but the ditch in
Trench 8 was not detected in the geophysical survey, probably due to the fact that it was fairly
shallow. The ring ditch type geophysical anomaly, which Trench 11 was designed to intersect,
was not detected during the evaluation. The natural sand was sealed by colluvial deposits, at
least 1m thick, in this area and the geophysical survey would have been unable to detect any
anomalies sealed by this depth of colluvial deposits. The geophysical survey was only able to
detect possible archaeological features cutting the upper surface of the colluvial deposits which
may have been deposited during the medieval or post medieval period. Pottery sherds
recovered from the colluvial deposits here may be derived from manuring during cultivation in
the medieval and post medieval periods. The ring ditch type anomaly located by the
geophysical survey could be due to the effect of the bowl shape of the natural slope in this
corner of the field.

The archaeological features recorded during the evaluation appear to be of low significance.
However, further excavation may be required in the area of double ring ditch type anomaly in
Field 1, evidence of which is supported by aerial photographs as well as the geophysical survey
results. Further work here may clarify the apparent absence of the southern ring ditch feature
and also investigate the northernmost ring ditch feature. An archaeological watching brief may
also be required during the groundworks for the relief road. Decisions on the scope of further
work should be made by the Shropshire Historic Environment Officer.
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and hoxed In-accordance with-the guidelines set ouf in the United Kingdom

tnstitiits for Conservation's Conservation Guidelines No 2,

0 shall also be made for the sarmpling of deposits for anvironmental

¢ ]

shall be bulk samples of & minimum.of 10 litras. They shall be taken

ng.potential further analysis.

All archaeoiogical trenches will bie backfled upon completion (for safety
| .reasonsa nd te protect exposed archaeological deposi ts). unless th & ¢lisnt
" gives written instructions fothe contrary. AR et i el

 ARGHIVE AND REPORT |
| '?%i‘stsiiez%a?%i%é%%éféﬁ%f '%a:a"pfe@af%ﬁ foat ;fea.si{%_%»e.msnimmm;a;f:é:;:e;;;tgb{a;staﬁdm |

. defined Jn English Herit _ sologicat Projects (MAF
. Thls willinclude gl written, drawn and photographic records relating directiv o

Ihe investigation undertaken. It will be quantified, ordered, indexed and.

- Internally consistent before {he ransfer o the rec plentbody. twifalso .
Gontalr ‘Whisre relevant sitg matrix.a site Summary aﬁé.;i}?iaf?miie‘g;_ SR

dbservetions on the artefactual and-environmental data {where appropriate).

: _?i?&iféﬁs;;{:fe:;;@m_;éaiii:tigif-ﬁy;wiihJ‘s;xi;izw archaedlogical archives ;.;:amim_éﬁ ;E nthe

County all archaelogical strata and fealures excavated or exposed willbe

entered onto prapared pro forma recording sheets and recordad with o

context register. - S Lo

The sile archive, Intluding finds arid-environmental matarial will be ordered,

calalogued, labslled and conservad and sfored goearding to the UKIG
i | ong term storage, -

@'u;i@giines:lfﬁriiheg{}regjarasﬁm of excavation archives ford

%ge_-ggﬁ;’mi:_aﬁ;?‘;?ve. will be preseniad 1 an appropriate museum or seciplent
bOdy within' 12 morths of completion of the fleldwork, subject to the
agreamantof the sie twner with regards to any finds,

Prierto the commencement of the project the Contractor shall contact the
Curator of Archasology, Museur Servicas; Shropshire County Council, who
will advise on'an appropriate repository for the project archive and the
provision-forany finds. Responsibllity for stitaining the owner(s) permission
for depesition of dins shall fiewith the contractor.

Rralogical evidence where appropriate. Any environimental samples. . T

rom Contexis considered to be-of a high potential and used as'a basisfor e

In the event of hurman remains being encountered, all refevant statutory and
- Home Office requirements shall be fully complied with, S L

_g,%ffié??‘;si-Hg&iﬁag@‘ﬁ%an@gem*ﬁnt of Archaeological Projects (MAP 2,
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.3 Tﬁiﬁ;;_i_ﬁ'férma_-ian’pr‘aﬁ;vi‘deﬁ_%rf this brief canmol fully anticipate the aé&.ﬁitégn‘é.i?agt B

- will'be encountered as work progresses. if requiremants of the brief cannot
- bafully met they should anly be exciuded or altered afker attainment of the

wiitien approval of the Historic Environment Offier, Shropshire County
Council,

Tha-project will be monitored throughout by the Historic Environment Officer,

- ‘Shropshire County Coungll, Ta facilitate this, the archaeoiogical coniractor
~shall sdvise the Historic Environmental Officer inwriting at least one week in
advance of commencement of the onesite work,

_Ai_ét%%@ﬁﬁsi}ifagicsi_ work is 1o be carriad out under the direct supervision of an
:.as;:;’pgagriarafy;"z:;:gaiiﬁe;‘:% and-experienced archasciogist. ' ' :

‘?‘h&mﬁami conduct of the Instilute of Field Archasologists will be- aﬁ{:{%zere@ o

-'W:ﬁfghae&iﬁg}écﬁiaf Contractoris _if;. ensure re@ui?ﬁgmanﬁs-r&iaﬁﬁg;t@ all
relevant health and safety legisiations and codes of practice will be adhered to.

 MDWatson o Sustainability Group
Historic Environment Officer Shropshire County Councl

May 2007
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