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Programme of archaeological work at Haughmond, Leigh,
Worcestershire

Introduction
AprogrammeofarchaeologicalworkwascarriedoutatHaughmond,Leigh,Worcestershire (SO
79185269;Fig1)attherequestof Mr MatthewGullickofMatthewGullickArchitectsonbehalfof
hisclient Gareth Morris.This work wasundertakenincompliance witha writtenschemeof
investigationprovidedby MartinCookBA MCIfA,baseduponabriefissuedby Worcestershire
ArchiveandArchaeologyService,dated22ndSeptember2014(planningreference16/00146/FUL,
condition11).Thewrittenschemeofinvestigationwasapprovedby MikeGlyde(Appendix3)of
WorcestershireArchiveand ArchaeologyService(sitecodeHL/17,eventnumber WSM69249).

Theprogrammeofarchaeologicalworkwastocomprisedocumentaryresearch,awatchingbrief,
twodaysforuninterruptedaccess(ifnecessary)andareport.

Summary
Aprogrammeofarchaeologicalworkwascarriedoutat Haughmond,Leigh,Worcestershire.The
projectidentifiedthreephasesofbuildingrelatingtothenowdemolishedrectorywhichformerly
occupiedthesite.Phase1,datingtothelate17thtoearly18thcentury,includedevidencefora
carriagedriveandsuggestedthattheoriginalbuildingwasprobablyinthetraditionalGeorgian,
stylewithasymmetricalfrontelevation.Phase2,whichdatedtobefore1838,wasarectangular
extensionaswasPhase3,whichcouldonlybedatedtothesameperiod.AnAmericancoinfound
onthesitecouldbetentativelylinkedtoamemberofthefamily,TaffSomersCocks,whotravelled
widelyintheUnitedStatesinthemid1870s.

Asummarywillbepublishedin WestMidlandsArchaeology.

Thedocumentarymaterial
Geologyandtopography
Thesearchareasitswithinarollinglowlandlandscapecomprisingoffree-drainingbrownsoilsover
Eldersfieldmudstonebedrockgeologyandsuperficialheaddeposits.Thesettlementpatternwithin
thislandscapeishistoricallydispersedwithsomelargerhamletsandvillageswhilstBransforditself
isanucleatedrowsettlementsituatedontheSuckleyRoad whichrunseastto westacrossthe
landscapeparalleltotheLeigh Brook.Inthe widerareasmallblocksofancientsemi-natural
woodlandfrequentthelandscapelinkedbyhistorichedgerows.Thehistoriccharacterofthefield
patternwastraditionallyirregularandsub-regularlargeenclosureswithpocketsofsmaller-scale
irregularfieldsthroughoutthisarea.However,muchofthefieldsystemhasnowbeenreplacedby
largescalefieldamalgamation.

Historicmapping
TheearliestavailablemapistheLeighwithBransfordtithemapof1838.Atranscriptionofthiswas
includedwiththeinformationfromthe WorcestershireHistoricEnvironmentRecord.Thisshowsa
collectionofbuildingsalignedapproximatelynorth-westtosouth-east,sittingintheirowngrounds,
whichareapproximatelyovalinshape,withapproachesfromthenorth-eastandsouth-west.These
aredescribedonthetitheapportionmentas'House,offices,yardandgarden'andatthistimewere
occupiedbytheReverendHenrySomersCocks(seebelow;BriefhistoryoftheCocksfamily).
TheyareborderedtotheeastbyFront MeadowandtothewestbyGrovePiece.Thesepiecesof
landwerealsooccupiedbytheReverendHenrySomersCocksandbothwerepasture.Allthree
piecesoflandwerepartoftheGlebe.

The1steditionOrdnanceSurvey mapof1884(Fig2.1)showsaprincipalbuildingwithan'L'
shapedfootprint.Itliesattheendofacarriagedrivefromthenorth-eastwhichbendstotheleft
abouthalf-waytothehouse,leadingdirectlytothesouth-eastendofthebuilding.Thisendofthe
buildingissquareornearlyso.Tworectangularextensionsappeartohavebeenmadetothenorth-
westofthissquarestructure.Immediatelytothewestlietwocontiguous,rectangularbuildingsto
whichtheprimaryaccessappearstohavebeenfromthenarroweraccessroadtothesouth.Anoval



depressionliestothesouth,withinthepropertyboundaryoftheRectory,butalsowithinthefield
knowasFront Meadowshownonthetithemapdescribedabove.Thefieldsdescribedonthetithe
mapasbeing'pasture',bythistimearelightlywooded,particularlyintheareavisiblefromthe
north-eastelevation.

TheOrdnanceSurveymapsof1901and1926(Figs2.1and2.2)shownosignificantdifferences.

BrieflaterhistoryoftheCocksfamily
HenrySomers,theonlychildofReginald,theyoungerofthetwosonsofCharles,firstBaron
Somersand Anne,theseconddaughterofJamesCocksthebanker, wasbornin1803(Somers
Cocks1967).Unfortunately,bothhisparentsdiedwithinthenextsixyears.Henrywasalready
beinglookedafterbyhisuncleJohn,thesecondBaron,atCastleditch(themanorofCastleditchwas
asub-manorofthemanorofEastnor),andthisarrangementnowbecamepermanent.Hewasthus
broughtupwithhiscousinsandwitnessedtheerectionofEastnorCastleabovetheoldhouse.On
reachingmanhoodhetookHolyOrdersandwasgiventhefamilylivingofLeighin Worcestershire
whichhadcometothemfromthe Worcesterbranchofthefamilyinthepreviouscentury.In1829
hemarriedFrances Mercy,daughterofHenryBromleyofAbberleyLodgein Worcestershire,and
they had eight children alltold. He died on 25th November 1856 atthe age of 52
(http://thepeerage.com/p3654.htm).

The WorcestershireHistoricEnvironmentRecord
Thereareanumberofbuildings,monumentsandlandscapecomponentsnearbyoradjacenttothe
site.Byproximitytothesitetheseare:

Thesiteitself
WSM48397
Siteofrectory,BransfordVicarage(18thcenturyAD).

Buildingsimmediatelyadjacenttothesite
WSM39094
Aspendale(TheAsp),Bransford
House.17thcentury.Timber-framingandbrickwithtileroof.North-westwallframedinthreerows
ofsquarepanels.Onestoreywithattic.Threewindowsongroundfloorandthreeatticdormers.
Projectingstackonleft-handgablerenewedin20thcentury.Right-handgable wallhasjowled
posts,camberedtie-beam,verticalstrutsbetweentie-beamandcollar,and'V'strutsabove. Window
ongroundandatticfloors.Presententrancethrough20thcenturyextensionsatrear.

Monumentssurroundingthesite
WSM31331
SiteofSchool,Bransford,militaryheadquarters(World WarTwo-1939ADto1945AD).

WSM41539
Doublerowoftrees,Bransford. Whatappearstobeadoublerowoftreesorhedgesthatappearto
havebeenaroundsincebefore1800.TheOrdnanceSurveyDrawingof1812clearlyshowsthe
doublerowmarked,anditappearsalsoonthe1steditionOrdnanceSurveymap,whereitisalso
shownasafootpath. GoogleEarthalsoshowsthisfeaturetohavesurvivedto2007astwo
hedgerowswithacoupleoflargertreesinit,betweenwhichisastripofpastureland.Itisuncertain
whatthefeaturewas,butitcouldbeasmallsurvivingsectionofgreenway.Itdoesnotrelatetoany
ornamentalrideorparklandfeature,thoughitdoesappeartoactasawestwardscreenforthe(then)
rectory(WSM48397).

Landscapecomponentsincludingthesite
HWR9163
Settlement-nucleatedrow,period1800ADto1913AD.

Commentaryonthedocumentarymaterial
Theprimaryreasonforthearchaeologicalinvestigationwasthattheapproveddevelopment,tobe
knownas'Mistlewood',waslocatedovertheremainsoftheformerRectorywhichisdocumentedon
the1838tithemap.TheoriginofthisbuildingiscurrentlynotrecordedintheHistoricEnvironment



Record.Therearerelativelyfewotherbuildingsor monumentsborderingthesitebutthosethat
thereare,areofasimilarage.Consequently,thedevelopmentwasthoughttobelikelytoaffect
depositsofarchaeologicalsignificance.

Itisnotclearfromthetithemapof1838butitappearsthattheRectoryhadreachedthestageof
developmentshownonthe1steditionOrdnancemapbythisearlierdate.TheOrdnanceSurveymap
of1884suggeststhattheoriginalformofthebuildingwasasquarewithitsfrontelevationand
principalentranceonitsnorth-eastside,facingacarriagedrive.It maybepresumedthatthe
windowsofthissquarebuilding weresymmetricallydisposedaboutacentraldoorwayinthe
traditional Georgian manner. Thetworectangularextensionstothenorth-west wouldhave
increasedtheimpressivenessofthefrontelevation, whilst,atthesametime,damagingits
symmetricalappearance.Thetwocontiguousbuildingslyingimmediatelytothewest,accessedby
thesmallerroadtothesouth,wouldhavebeenancillaryinnatureandmayhavecomprisedastable,
carriageshed,servantaccommodationandpossiblyakitchen.Theovaldepressionislikelytohave
beenaclaypittoprovidematerialforthemakingofbricksfortheRectory.Thereappearstohave
beenanattempttocreateasmallpark-likeenvironmentaroundthehouse withanon-linear
approachthroughawood.

Thefieldwork
General
Fieldworktookplaceonthe19thJune,20thJuneandthe23rdJune2017.Itcomprisedmonitoring
oftheexcavations. AfulldescriptionofthecontextsisgiveninAppendix1.Contextsaredescribed
insummaryformbelow.

Descriptionanddiscussionbyphase
Phase1:late17thtoearly18thcentury
Asectionthroughthenorth-westbrickwalloftheoriginalsquarerectorybuildingwasrecordedby
sections2and4(Figs3.1,3.2;section2,context005andFig4;Figs3.4;section4,context007and
Fig6).Thesewereoverlainbyareddybrown,veryclayeyloamwithoccasionalsmallrounded
stones(context001;topsoil)andwascutintoareddybrowntenaciousclay(context004;natural
subsoil).

Associatedwiththisphasewasalayerofabundantsmallroundedpebblesapproximately0.5mthick
(Fig3.3;section3,context006andFig5).Thiswasthoughttobeacarriagedrive.

Phase2:pre1838
Thephase1building wasextendedtothenorth-westbyarectangularstructure(Figs3.1,3.2;
section2,context005andFig4).Thisincludedacellar(Figs3.1,11,12and13)whichhadabrick
archedroof.

Phase3:pre1838
Thephase2buildingwassubsequentlyextended,againtothenorth-westbyanotherrectangular
structure(Figs3.1,7,8,9and10).Substantialremodellingofthecellararrangementsappearto
havetakenplaceatthesametimewithaccessbeingprovidedbothfromtheinteriorandexteriorof
thephase3building.Theexterioraccesswasprobablyprovidedtoenableaccessdirectlyfromthe
ancillarybuildingstothenorth-westoftheprincipalstructure.Thenewcellarstructuresalsohada
brickarchedroof.

Unphased
Abrickstructurewasrecordedtothenorth-eastofthePhase2structure(Figs3.1and3.4;section5,
context008).Thisisofunknownfunctionbutcouldpossiblyhavebeenpartofaporch.However,
thereisnosignofsuchastructureonanyoftheOrdnanceSurveymapping.



Thefinds
Resultsofanalysis
ThecompletefindsreporthasbeenpresentedasAppendix2.Theassemblagerecoveredfromthe
sitetotalledeightfindsweighing363g(Appendix2,Table1).Allmaterialcamefromthetopsoil
(context001)andwasofpost-medievalandmoderndate.

Levelofpreservationwasgood,withfindsdisplayinglowlevelsofsurfaceabrasionandsherdsize
beingexceptionallyhighat39.1g.

Discussion
Thediscussionbelowisasummaryoftheartefactsbyperiod. Wherepossibledateshavebeen
allocatedandtheimportanceofindividualfindscommenteduponasnecessary.

Post-medieval
Thepost-medievalassemblageconsistedofasinglebodysherdofblackglazedredsandyware
(fabric78)oflate17th–18thcenturydate.

Modern
Modernpotteryconsistedofthreesherdsofmodernchina(fabric85),asmallfragmentofflowerpot
(fabric101)andthelowerpartofastonewarebottle(fabric81.4), which wasstamped with
'BlackingBottle15'.Allcouldbedated19th-early20thcentury.

Otherfindsincludedacomplete miniaturepalegreenglassbottle/jarandacoin.Thecoinwas
identifiedasaUnitedStates'IndianHeadCent'whichcouldbedated1860-1864.Theobverseis
distinctivehavingtheheadofagirlwearingaNativeAmericanfeatheredheaddress,whilstthe
reversedisplaysanoak wreathand Unionshield(seewww.thecoinspot.com/onecent forfurther
details).

Commentary
Unexpectedly,itwaspossibletosuggestaSomersCocksconnectionfortheUnitedStatescointhat
wasfound.ThomasSomersCocksofCastleditch(b1737;d1796)becameapartnerinthebanking
sideofthefamilyin1760.Hehadason,Thomas,in1781,who,whenhecameofagefollowedhis
fatherintothefamilybank.ThesonmarriedAgnitaCarewin1813.Theireighthchild,Octavius
(knownasTaff)wasbornin1829.HejoinedthearmyandservedintheCrimea,DublinandIndia,
retiringfromthearmyin1865.Hethenindulgedapassionfortravelling,bothathomeandabroad.
Intheautumnof1874hetravelledto America,visiting Chicago, Cincinnati, Washington,
Baltimore,RichmondandNewYork.Hegaveupforeigntravelin1890anddiedin1893.Thereis
noevidencethathevisitedtheRectoryatLeighbutitisentirelypossiblethathedidandpassedona
mementoofhisAmericantravels.

Significanceandrecommendations
Thefindsassemblageisconsistentwithdomesticactivityofthelaterpost-medievaland modern
periods.Nofurtherworkrequired.

Bibliography
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Archive
Thephysicalarchiveconsistsof:

9 Contextsheets
2 Drawings
1 Hardcopyofthereport
1 Hardcopyofthereportillustrations
1 Hardcopyofthebrief
1 Hardcopyofthe WSI

Itwillbedepositedat WorcestershireCounty Museum,Hartleburyuponapprovalofthereport.Itis
anticipatedthatthefinds,havingatpqofthe19thtoearly20thcentury,willnotbeofinteresttothe
museum.However,themuseumwillbeconsultedinthisrespectbeforedisposal.

Thedigitalarchiveconsistsof:

1 Digitalcopyofthereport(.docformat)
14 Illustrations(.bmpformat)

ItwillbedepositedwithOASIS(Appendix4)uponapprovalofthereport.































Appendix1:Listofthecontexts

Contextnumber Description Interpretation
001 Reddybrown,veryclayeyloamwithoccasionalsmallroundedstones Topsoil
002 Reddybrown,veryclayeyloamwithoccasionalsmallroundedstonesandlanddrain Filloflanddraintrench,possiblesoak-

away
003 Indistinct,vertically-sided,flatbottomedcut Landdraintrench
004 Reddybrowntenaciousclay Naturalsubsoil
005 Brickstructure North-eastcornerofrectory
006 Abundantsmallroundedpebbles Possiblecarriagedrive
007 Brickstructure Phase1ofrectory
008 Brickstructure Unknownstructure
009 Brickstructure Wallsofcellar,bottomstepandvaulted

ceiling
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ArtefactualanalysisbyLauraGriffin

Thefindsworkreportedhereconformstothefollowingguidance:forfindsworkbyCIfA
(2014),forpotteryanalysisbyPCRG/SGRP/MPRG(2016),forarchivecreationbyAAF
(2011),andformuseumdepositionbySMA(1993).

Aims

• Toidentify,sort,spotdate,andquantifyallartefacts;

• Todescribetherangeofartefactspresent;

• Topreliminarilyassessthesignificanceoftheartefacts.

Methodofanalysis

Allhand-retrievedfindswereexamined.Theywereidentified,quantifiedanddatedtoperiod.
AllinformationwasrecordedonaproformaMicrosoftAccess2007database.

Thepotterywasexaminedunderx20magnificationandreferencedasappropriatebyfabric
typeaccordingtothefabricreferenceseriesmaintainedbyWorcestershireArchiveand
ArchaeologyService(HurstandRees1992andwww.worcestershireceramics.org).

Results

Thediscussionbelowisasummaryofthefindsandoftheirassociatedlocationorcontexts
byperiod.Wherepossible,dateshavebeenallocatedandtheimportanceofindividualfinds
commenteduponasnecessary.

Theassemblagerecoveredfromthesitetotalledeightfindsweighing363g(seeTable
1).Allmaterialcamefromthetopsoil(context001)andwasofpost-medievaland
moderndate.

Levelofpreservationwasgood,withfindsdisplayinglowlevelsofsurfaceabrasionand
sherdsizebeingexceptionallyhighat39.1g.

period

material

class objectspecifictype count weight(g)

post-medieval ceramic pot 1 16

modern ceramic pot 5 219

modern glass vessel 1 126

modern metal coin 1 2

Table1:Quantificationoftheartefactualassemblage

Summaryartefactualevidencebyperiod
Allmaterialhasbeendatedandquantified(seeTable1).Potteryhasbeengroupedand
quantifiedaccordingtofabrictype(Table2).Sherdsweredatablebyfabrictypetotheir
generalperiodorproductionspan.

Post-medieval



Thepost-medievalassemblageconsistedofasinglebodysherdofblackglazedred
sandyware(fabric78)oflate17th–18thcenturydate.

Modern
Modernpotteryconsistedofthreesherdsofmodernchina(fabric85),asmallfragment
offlowerpot(fabric101)andthelowerpartofastonewarebottle(fabric81.4),whichwas
stampedwith'BlackingBottle15'.Allcouldbedated19th-early20thcentury.

Otherfindsincludedacompleteminiaturepalegreenglassbottle/jarandacoin.The
coinwasidentifiedasaUnitedStates'IndianHeadCent'whichcouldbedated1860-
1864.TheobverseisdistinctivehavingtheheadofagirlwearingaNativeAmerican
featheredheaddress,whilstthereversedisplaysanoakwreathandUnionshield(see
www.thecoinspot.com/onecentforfurtherdetails).

Period

fabric

code Fabriccommonname count

weight

(g)

Post-medieval 78 Post-medievalredsandyware 1 16

Modern 81.4 Miscellaneouslatestoneware 1 102

Modern 85 Modernchina 3 104

Modern 101 Micellaneousmodernwares 1 13

Table2:Quantificationofthepotterybyfabrictype

Significance

Thefindsassemblageisconsistentwithdomesticactivityofthelaterpost-medievaland
modernperiods.

Recommendations

Nofurtherworkrequired.
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SummaryofdataforWorcestershireHER

Sitecode:HL/17

HERNo.WSM69249

Artefacts

period
-note1

material
class

object
specifi
ctype

start
date

end
date

Co
unt

weig
ht
(g)

spec
ialist
repo
rt?
(note
2)

key
asse
mblag
e?
(note
3)

post-
medieval

ceramic pot 1650 1799 1 16 Y N

modern ceramic pot 1800 2000 5 219 Y N
modern glass 1800 2000 1 126 N N
modern coin 1860 1864 1 2 N N

Notes

1)Insomecasesthedatewillbe"Undated".Inmostcases,especiallyifthereis
notaspecialistreport,theinformationenteredintheDatefieldwillbeageneral
periodsuchasNeolithic,Roman,medievaletc(seebelowforalistofperiods
usedintheWorcestershireHER).VerybroaddaterangessuchaslateMedieval
toPost-medievalareacceptableforartefactswhichcanbehardtodatefor
examplerooftiles.Ifyouhave morespecificdates,suchas13thto14th
century,pleaseusetheseinstead.Specificdaterangeswhichcrossgeneral
periodboundariescanalsobeused,forexample15thto17thcentury.

period from to
Palaeolithic 500000BC 10001BC
Mesolithic 10000BC 4001BC
Neolithic 4000BC 2351BC
BronzeAge 2350BC 801BC
IronAge 800BC 42AD
Roman 43 409
Post-Roman 410 1065
Medieval 1066 1539
Post-medieval 1540 1900
Modern 1901 2050

periodspecific from to
LowerPaleolithic 500000BC 150001
MiddlePalaeolithic 150000 40001
UpperPalaeolithic 40000 10001
EarlyMesolithic 10000 7001
LateMesolithic 7000 4001
EarlyNeolithic 4000 3501
MiddleNeolithic 3500 2701
LateNeolithic 2700 2351



EarlyBronzeAge 2350 1601
MiddleBronzeAge 1600 1001
LateBronzeAge 1000 801
EarlyIronAge 800 401
MiddleIronAge 400 101
LateIronAge 100BC 42AD
Roman1stcenturyAD 43 100
2ndcentury 101 200
3rdcentury 201 300
4thcentury 301 400
Roman5thcentury 401 410
Postroman 411 849
Preconquest 850 1065
Late11thcentury 1066 1100
12thcentury 1101 1200
13thcentury 1201 1300
14thcentury 1301 1400
15thcentury 1401 1500
16thcentury 1501 1600
17thcentury 1601 1700
18thcentury 1701 1800
19thcentury 1801 1900
20thcentury 1901 2000
21stcentury 2001

2. Notallevaluationsofsmallexcavationassemblageshavespecialistreportsonall
classesofobjects.Anidentification(egclaypipe)andaquantificationisnotaspecialist
report.Ashortdiscussionoramoredetailedrecordidentifyingtypesanddatesisa
specialistreport.Thisfieldisdesignedtopointresearcherstoreportswheretheywillfindout
morethanmerelythepresenceorabsenceofmaterialofaparticulartypeanddate.

3. Thisfieldshouldbeusedwithcare.Itisdesignedtopointresearcherstoreports
wheretheywillbeabletolocatethemostimportantassemblagesforanygivenmaterialfor
anygivendate.
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REQUIREMENTS FOR A PROGRAMME OF 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL WORK AT HAUGHMOND, LEIGH, 
WORCESTERSHIRE. 
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Important Notes for applicants 
 
This brief has been prepared on the basis of information available through the County 
Historic Environment Record. If the Applicant has further information, which may be relevant 
to the site, they should contact the Planning Advisory Section as soon as possible. 
 
The role of the Archive and Archaeology Service in respect of providing advice is to ensure 
that the proposed work is of sufficient scope and quality to meet the terms of any planning or 
faculty condition.  It does not normally comment on cost unless specifically asked to by the 
developer.  In which case, this information is treated in strictest confidence.   
 
It is, however, strongly advised that the developer and prospective contractor have reached a 
complete understanding (in writing) what any costing actually comprises before work 
commences. Archaeological contractors should make it clear if a quotation covers the whole 
project to the completion of the final report, or not.  This is especially true of any tendering 
situation.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

This brief was written by Mike Glyde, Historic Environment Planning Officer 
 

Brief Written on September 22nd 2014 
 
As information is constantly updated this brief is only valid until March 22md 2015 

 
Please contact the Planning Advisory Section if you are intending to carry out this work after 

this date. 
 

 
Written Schemes of Investigation must be sent to the curator for approval at least five working 

days before commencement of works, unless previously agreed. 
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Requirements for a programme of archaeological work at Haughmond, Leigh, 
Worcestershire. 

 
 
 
 

Definition 
 
‘...a programme of controlled, intrusive fieldwork with defined research objectives which examines and records 
archaeological deposits, features and structures and, as appropriate, retrieves artefacts, ecofacts and other 
remains with a specified area (on land or underwater).  The records made and objects gathered during fieldwork 
are studied and the results of that study published in detail appropriate to the Project Design and in the light of 
findings.’ IfA Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Excavations. 
 

 
 

1 Site Location 
 
The site is located at SO 7918 5269 as shown on the attached plan.   
 

2 Planning background 
 
A planning application has been submitted to and approved by Malvern Hills District Council. The application 
proposed the construction of a new bungalow and associated works.  The planning officer dealing with this 
application is Lydia Hall. 
 
The approved development will affect a site of archaeological potential, registered on the County Historic 
Environment Record (reference WSM48397).  
 
In this instance it is believed, on current evidence, that the historic asset is unlikely to be of such significance to 
warrant pre-determination evaluation or preservation in situ, and that the impact of the proposed development 
on the historic environment can be appropriately offset by a conditional programme of archaeological work. 
 
In line with National Planning Policy Framework paragraph 141, any permitted development affecting a heritage 
asset should include the provision to record that asset. 
 
"…. They should also require developers to record and advance understanding of the significance of any 
heritage assets to be lost (wholly or in part) in a manner proportionate to their importance and the impact, and to 
make this evidence (and any archive generated) publicly accessible.30 However, the ability to record evidence 
of our past should not be a factor in deciding whether such loss should be permitted." 
 
This document defines the works upon which the Written Scheme of Investigation is required to fulfil the 
condition. 
 

 
3 Archaeological Background 
 
The approved development is located over the remains of the former Rectory which is documented on the 1838 
tithe map.  The origin of this building is currently not recorded in the Historic Environment Record; however the 
development is likely to affect deposits of archaeological significance.   
 
The above is not a full HER assessment as required by this brief. 
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4 Scope of the Project 
 

The chosen contractor employed by the applicant must contact the HER Manager/Officer at Worcestershire 
Archive and Archaeology Service, to obtain a unique fieldwork reference number prior to any work being carried 
out.  This fieldwork reference number must be clearly marked on all reports, finds and archive material created 
during the project. 
 
 

The programme of works will comprise of the following stages: 
NOTES 

Stage 1) 

Documentary Reference 
 
 HER assessment.  This must be carried out prior to any fieldwork being carried out.  It 
will include consulting all available maps (OS and Tithe), aerial photographs and archive 
material etc.  Where their inclusion in the final report will aid interpretation then these 
should be plotted or reproduced in the final report. 

 
 Archive Search.  The area of, and immediately surrounding the site will be referenced at 
the County Archive. 

 
 
Stage 2) 
 

Controlled Watching Brief 
 
All groundwork's to be observed shall be carried out using a toothless bucket under 
archaeological supervision.  The watching brief will entail the: 
 
Observation of all ground breaking activity. 
  
 A stratigraphic record of deposits exposed by groundworks must be made.  
 A record of the extent and depth of groundworks must be made. 
 A record of all finds and environmental material recovered must be made. 

 
 If significant archaeology is observed the applicant must allow a period of up to but 
not exceeding two days uninterrupted access to record archaeological deposits. This 
potential for delay should be built into the development programme. 

 
 The developer must be made aware of the potential for delay while these deposits 
are recorded. 

 
 Negative evidence must also be reported and its implications considered. 

 
 Depositional and Post Depositional Processes.  The report must discuss the 
depositional and post depositional processes evident on site.   

 
 
Stage 3)  

Publication 
 
Final Report: A programme of archaeological work aims to establish the presence and 
significance of archaeological deposits, and of artefactual and ecofactual assemblages. The 
results should inform the research cycle and should take into account local, regional and 
national research frameworks and consultation with appropriate specialists. 
 
Fulfilment of the research aims will be by the submission of a final report, in accordance with the 
IfA Code of Conduct, Principle 2. 
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5 Minimum Requirements 
 
The Code of Conduct of the Institute for Archaeologists will be followed. 
 
Fieldwork must be carried out in accordance with the Requirements and Guidelines for Archaeological 
Projects in Worcestershire. Copies are available from the Planning Advisory Section on request. 
 
1. Before the project commences a proposal including a methods statement detailing approaches to the 
site, must be submitted to and approved by the Planning Advisory Section.  

 
2. The project proposal must include appropriate named specialist provision. 
 
3. Written Schemes of Investigation must be sent to the curator for approval at least five working days 
before commencement of works, unless previously agreed. 

 
4. The finds assessment report must reference all ceramics to the county type fabric series 

 
5. Prior to commencement of any fieldwork the archaeological contractor must contact the HER Officer of 
the Worcestershire Archive and Archaeology Service for an HER fieldwork reference number.  This 
must be clearly marked on all reports, finds and archive material. Tel 01905 765560. 

 
6. The landowner must be encouraged to deposit artefacts with a local or relevant specialist museum. This 
must have Museum and Galleries Commission approved storage facilities. Artefacts may only be 
deposited in accordance with the selected museum’s collections policy. 

 
7. At least one week’s notice shall be given to the Planning Advisory Section prior to commencement of 
fieldwork, unless otherwise agreed. 

 
8. At least two colour slides (or high-resolution digital images) showing general views of fieldwork in 
progress and where appropriate key finds / features SHALL BE SUBMITTED IN ADDITION TO THE 
FINAL REPORT.  These shall be used for educational / promotional displays. 

 
9. A digital copy in .pdf format (see below) must be sent to the Historic Environment Planning Officer for 
approval before formal submission into the County Historic Environment Record. 

 
10. Upon approval, one bound paper and one digital .pdf copy of the report must be lodged with the County 
Historic Environment Record within three months of completion of fieldwork. A digital copy should also 
be deposited with Oasis (http://www.oasis.ac.uk/) the English Heritage’s Online Access to the Index of 
Archaeological Investigations website. 
 

11. The report shall also be submitted to the HER in digital format.  The preferred format for digital copies is 
PDF, however, the HER will take other formats, from which they will create PDFs.  All reports submitted 
as part of the development control process will be included on the Online Archaeology Library 3 months 
after submission unless the report is deemed to be archaeologically or commercially sensitive by the 
Policy and Advisory Manager. Contact the HER if you feel that your report is sensitive and should not 
be available over the internet. 
 

12. The Planning Advisory Section of the Worcestershire Archive and Archaeology Service must be invited 
to monitor the fieldwork. 

 

6 Archiving 
 
 All physical archival material shall be deposited with the County Museum.  There is now a joint archaeology 
store between the City and County Museums.   

 
 The digital Archive must be deposited with the Archaeological Data Service. 
 
 Proof of deposition will be required in order to fully discharge the planning condition. 

 
  

http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/
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7 Disclaimer 
 
 This brief has been prepared on the basis of information available through the County Historic Environment 
Record. If the Applicant has further information which may be relevant to the site they should contact the 
Planning Advisory Section as soon as possible.  

 
 The Planning Advisory Section cannot accept responsibility for the following: 
 
 Notification of hazards, e.g. services, contaminated ground, the condition of the building 
 Obstacles to fieldwork 
 Access to the site 

 
 It will be the responsibility of the contractor, any sub contractors and the applicant to establish safe working 
practices based on Construction Design and Management (regulations) and other current health and safety 
legislation. 

 
 It will be the responsibility of the contractor to ensure that the developer/applicant has secured 
appropriate consent for all archaeological groundwork’s regarding environmental, ecological and 
species protection legislation prior to commencement of fieldwork. 

 
 

8 Condition Wording 
 
Wording of condition no.16 
 
A) No development shall take place until a Programme of Archaeological Work, including a Written Scheme of 
Investigation, has been submitted to and approved by the local planning authority in writing. The scheme shall 
include an assessment of significance and research questions; and:  
 
1. The programme and methodology of site investigation and recording.  
2. The programme for post investigation assessment.  
3. Provision to be made for analysis of the site investigation and recording.  
4. Provision to be made for publication and dissemination of the analysis and records of the site investigation  
5. Provision to be made for archive deposition of the analysis and records of the site investigation  
6. Nomination of a competent person or persons / organisation to undertake the works set out within the 
Written Scheme of Investigation.  

 
B) No demolition / development shall take place other than in accordance with the  
Written Scheme of Investigation approved under part (A) of this condition.  
 
C) The development shall not be occupied until the site investigation and post investigation assessment has 
been completed in accordance with the programme set out in the Written Scheme of Investigation approved 
under part (A) of this condition and the provision made for analysis, publication and dissemination of results and 
archive deposition has been secured.  
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9 Written Scheme of Investigation Checklist 
 
All Written Schemes of Investigation (WSI's) or method statements are checked for minimum compliance.  As 
well as the requirements given in IfA guidance, the following must be included in any WSI submitted. 
 
• Correct Site Name  
• Correct Fieldwork Type  
• Traceable Source for WSI (contractors reference no. - site code etc)  
 
• Correct planning application for which the work is being undertaken.  
• Correct applicant and or agent for which the work is being undertaken.  
• Correct planning authority for which the work is being undertaken.  
• Correct HER references (not activity number for the work the WSI is for)* 
  
• Appropriate plant / ditching buckets to be used to enable a record to be made. 
 
• Correct reference to the brief   
• Correct aims and requirements as detailed in the brief.  
 
• Details of the resources to be applied (staff and time)  
• Clear explanation of any contingencies  
• Named specialist provision  
 
• Details of methodology and standards proposed to fulfill the brief  
• Details of the Report structure and content  
• Details of the when the report will be submitted to the HER  
• Details of the when and where the project archive will be deposited. 
• Health & Safety  
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10 Contact Numbers (Correct at the time of preparing this document) 
 
 
Applicant   Agent 
 
Mr & Mrs Morris 
c/o Agent 
 
 
 
 
 

Matthew Gullick Architects 
11 Tennyson Drive 
Malvern 
Worcestershire 
WR14 2TQ 
 
01684 572984 
matthew@matthewgullick.com 
 

 
 

 
Other useful numbers 

 

Historic Environment Record      01905 765560 

Inspector of Ancient Monuments, English Heritage     0121 6256820 

Institute for Archaeologists      0118 09316446 

Worcestershire County Archive      01905 763616 

Worcestershire County Museum      01299 250416 

Keeper of Archaeology, Worcester City Museum     01905 25371 

Coroner’s Officer, Worcester Police      01905 723888 

 
For further information regarding this brief please contact 
 
 
Planning Advisory Section 
Worcestershire Archive & Archaeology Service 
The Hive 
Sawmill Walk 
The Butts 
Worcester 
WR1 3PB 
 
Tel: 01905 765869  
 
 
E-mail: mglyde@worcestershire.gov.uk  
 
 
Reference to this document should be 
 
Glyde, M., 2014, "Requirements for a programme of archaeological work at Haughmond, Leigh, 
Worcestershire." Archive and Archaeology Service, Worcestershire County Council,  
 
 
 
 

A DIGITAL VERSION OF THIS BRIEF IS AVAILABLE UPON REQUEST 

mailto:matthew@matthewgullick.com
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