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SUMMARY 

 
This project, carried out by Wolverhampton Archaeology Group in 2005 from September 

through till November, examined Wrottesley Lodge Farm and the mystery that has been 

surrounding it for over 300 years. We have looked at historical records and 

archaeological reports, studied the local landscape, performed field walking 

investigations and most significantly of all, carried out a large scale geophysical survey 

which has given us some remarkably tantalising results. 

 

 The suggestion from the project could be a substantial site from prehistory covering 

many acres although this will need to be confirmed by excavation and further resistivity 

surveys during 2006 as the fields become available. 

 

INTRODUCTION 
Wrottesley Lodge Farm is situated approximately 5 miles west of the city of 

Wolverhampton just off the A464 leading to Shifnal. 

 

 
 

Figure 1 General position of Wrottesley Lodge Farm and area of interest. 
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The farm itself is partly situated on the county boundary between Staffordshire and 

Shropshire with the western edge bounded by County Lane. Most of the farm is for arable 

use but some animals are present in small numbers at certain times in the year. 

 

 

Figure 2 Wrottesley Lodge Farm 

 
A full list of field names was supplied by Jim Johnston, who is co-owner along with his 

brother John, and these were entered on to the large scale map of the farm as supplied by 

the SMR Office, Stafford. See figure 3. 

 

Also on the same map are records of entries on the SMR database denoted by various 

coloured symbols.  

 

The green triangles indicate prehistoric interest (flint scatters and retouched blade), the 

grey circles are non dateable features (possible track way and old hedge line) and the red 

star shows a medieval feature (deer park). 
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Figure 3 Field Names of Wrottesley Lodge Farm. 

 

The geology of the area consists of Lower Keuper Sandstone on the Triassic belt and the 

fields are gently undulating at around 100-150 metres in height. The highest point is 166 

metres and is situated in Wrottesley Park Plantation which houses a water reservoir 

owned by Severn Trent. 

 

In 1999, this site came to my attention whilst engaged in a project about the Roman 

settlement at Greensforge but I was unable to follow it up until fairly recently when I met 

Peter Leigh and David Burton both from Pattingham Local History Society. As we both 

had an interest in the area we visited the Johnston Brothers who imparted their 

knowledge of the farm’s history to us. Both of the brothers, Jim and John 

were very keen to find out more about their farm and to try and put the 

mystery to rest. 
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The mystery stems from Dr Robert Plot’s book ‘The Natural History of Staffordshire’ 

written in 1686 and he describes what he saw whilst visiting the site: 

 

‘that noble antiquity near Wrottesley in this county, where there yet remains, either the 

foundation of some ancient British City, or other fortification, of great extent; it including 

above a moiety of Wrottesley, and part of Pateshull, Pepperhill, and Bonningal parks; 

also some parcel of the two Commons of Kingswood and West-bach, the whole 

containing in circuit about 3 or 4 miles, lyeing part in Staffordshire and part in 

Shropshire, as mark’t out by the shaded line in the Map. Within the limits whereof there 

are several partitions yet visible, running divers ways like the sides of streets, tho’ hard to 

be fully traced, because interrupted both by the mattock and plow, the foundations being 

dayly dugg up by the farmer, to mend high-ways, make inclosures, and pavements; and 

then all levell’d by the latter:’ 

 

  

Figure 4 Area pointed out by Plot (dotted line oval shape, centre) from The Natural 

History of Staffordshire (1686). 

 
Plot also describes large stones in the vicinity one of which ‘contained 100 loads’ (for a 

wagon?) and another ‘so great, that after 10 loads of stone were hewed off it, required 36 

yoaks of Oxen to draw it’.  

 

An article by Wm. Hutchinson (The Wolverhampton Journal, September 18
th

 1903) 

describes his visit to the site and he states  he has ‘examined numbers of stones in the 

walls, which have been roughly dressed for building purposes’ and also ‘in a ploughed 

field near to Wrottesley Lodge Farm, and close to where the “ruins” (of Plot) were most 
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plentiful, there is an open circular piece of ground  about 60 yards in diameter, (see 

figure 5), a grove of well-grown trees; they are mostly beeches but may represent former 

oaks; Mr G B Mitchell states that not twenty years ago there were, piled up irregularly 

among these trees, a number of very large slabs of stone’. 

 

Figure 5 Open circular piece of ground in Fir Tree Piece. 

 
In 1973, Mr Clive Rasdall of the Albrighton and District Historical Society, whilst field 

walking in the area, found a large collection of flint flakes, cores, nodules, microliths, 

saws, blades and scrapers (over 600 in total) indicating the location of a lithic working 

site. The vast majority of these finds were assigned to the Mesolithic period. 

(Transactions of the Shropshire Archaeological Society, 1974, Volume 59, pages 209-

210). 

 
Tong Archaeological Group wrote an article entitled ‘Research into Wrottesley, 

Tettenhall, near Wolverhampton, County of Stafford 1983-1985’, which describes their 

investigations into the site during that period, when they were trying to locate the position 

of the deserted medieval village of Wrottesley. Initially they investigated the Old Park 

area (our area of interest) and then moved eastwards towards the present Hall. They 

comment that ‘evidence of early settlement, to confirm or deny the existence of an 

Ancient City as mentioned by Dr Plot has failed to materialise in spite of a great deal of 

field walking in the Old Park area, but the finding of Mesolithic flints is in line with the 

earlier work that is recorded within the Shropshire Archaeological Society Transactions 

Volume LIX- 1973/74’. 
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Other writers and historians have visited the site over the years and have come up with 

theories ranging from a Roman site to nothing being there at all, but Plot actually visits 

the site and describes what he sees before large scale damage occurs and to my mind 

this is the biggest clue to what lies beneath the soil.  

 

AIMS AND METHODS 

 
This site has been a mystery for over 300 years and our initial aim was to try and gather 

as much information as possible about what was lying underneath the fields (if indeed 

there was anything there) by using non-invasive techniques.  

 

Several members of the group were tasked to look for relevant historical records and 

journals in local libraries whilst others gathered information from Plot’s book. A visit to 

the Sites and Monument Record Office in Stafford proved very fruitful with printouts of 

all significant archaeological finds and detailed maps of the area.  

 

A visit online to Multimap.Com was excellent with aerial photographs of the relevant 

fields available although sometimes quality was an issue. Old Maps.Com also proved 

worthwhile giving us an insight of the area at the end of the 19
th

 century.  

 

Probably one of the best surprises was shown to us by Jim Johnston when he produced 

for us a copy of the Wrottesley Estate Map dated 1634, the original of which is held in 

The Salt Library in Stafford. This gave us a great insight into the area 50 years before the 

visit of Robert Plot and the map itself was remarkably detailed and accurate. He also 

showed us a few of his finds from the fields which included two holed stones and a 

pointed tool made of stone resembling a broken course needle without an eye . 

 

Talking to Jim gave us an excellent appreciation of the fields on the farm with regard to 

their physical characteristics as he has worked and ploughed them all his life so we found 

out which ones were stony and at what depth, which ones were wet or well drained, 

which ones had been altered and so on and also about any stories or history attached to 

them which had been passed down through the years. There must have been continuity 

through the ages with the farm because local farm labourers would have been employed 

and stories would have been passed from father to son and to neighbour and to work 

colleagues thus giving uninterrupted lines of history, going back to the early days of the 

farm. 

 

So far, I have only described research methods employed by the group and that in itself 

will only give us part of the story, so in order to learn more we had to get out into the 

fields for ourselves. 

 
stone So what did we do in the fields? It was important to get to know the area we were 

dealing with so a landscape study was made, looking at such things as roads, hills, 

boundaries, footpaths, fields, hedges, woodland, water supplies, supplies and adjacent 
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areas. Once this had been done we could ‘home’ in on the field concerned which was 

called ‘Fir Tree Piece’, the site of the many Mesolithic flints found. 

 

This field, approximately 300 x 300 metres was set out in 20 metre squares using the grid 

reference of the flint finds from 1973 as the starting point and was investigated by field 

walking during the period of the study by WAG (Wolverhampton Archaeology Group) 

deliberately and by chance whilst carrying out other work. A map of the field was also 

produced using a GPS system attached to a laptop computer. The adjacent field, 

Windmill Hill, was also mapped out using the same GPS system (see figures 17 and 18). 

 

One final tool was left open to us which I believe no one has ever used on this field and 

that was geophysics. Suspecting a Stone Age site, resistivity would probably not be a tool 

employed; maybe magnetometry would be a better alternative to look for ditches and 

areas of burning but due to unusual circumstances, resistivity was used initially. 

Resistivity was done mainly using an RM15 meter but some was also done using an older 

RM4 which was slower to use. 

 

Magnetometry of the field was also carried out since the group had access to a 

gradiometer (FM36) and for the most part was done at the same time as the resistivity. 

 

Due to the rather unexpected results in Fir Tree Piece, geophysics was continued into 

Windmill Hill whilst it was still possible to do, however because of tall vegetation from 

the turnip crop combined with wetness we had to give up on the field and move back to 

Fir Tree Piece. The field has since been turned over to sheep and when they have 

munched their way through the leaves, the field might, for a short period, be available to 

us until further sowing.  

 

One very important piece of information was given to us by Jim Johnston concerning 

Wrottesley Park Plantation which is owned by Severn Trent Water. During his walks 

through the trees in the Plantation he noticed certain features (see figure 14) around the 

western edge next to Windmill Hill. Members of the group followed this up observing the 

same features. Permission to carry out more detailed examinations in the plantation has 

been requested from Severn Trent and very recently they gave us the go ahead, with 

conditions, to undertake these investigations which could include excavation. 

 

RESULTS 
 

Aerial images were obtained from Multimap.com and are available free of charge, 

however, when enlarged, they do become pixellated. 
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Figure 6 Aerial view of southern half of Wrottesley Lodge Farm showing Fir Tree 

Piece (1), Windmill Hill (2), Wrottesley Park Plantation (3) and farmhouse 

(4).(Multimap.com). 

 
Looking at Fir Tree Piece (field number 1, figure 6), there is a diagonal parch mark 

across the field which equates to a water pipe put in circa 1985 by Severn Trent. This 

then follows the road and heads towards the twin reservoirs in Wrottesley Park Plantation 

(3). This mark becomes apparent when viewing the geophysics data (see figures 

15,17and 18). 

 

Field 2, Windmill Hill, shows a faint feature which appears roughly circular in shape and 

occupies over half of the eastern side of the field being over 150 metres in diameter. It 

appears to be just contained within the limits of the field boundaries. 

 

Certain other parch marks are apparent in the field west of the farmhouse (4), 

(Richardson’s Hill) and extend over quite a large portion of it, continuing into the next 

field to the south (Garden Field). 

 

The oldest OS map we could find from Old Maps.Com showed us that the area had 

changed very little since the map was produced in the late 19
th

 century (circa 1890) with 

field boundaries almost matching those of today.  We can also note that Wrottesley Park 

Plantation was in existence at that time as a mature plantation. 
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Figure 7 Old Wrottesley circa 1890. (Old Maps.Com) 

  
Yates’ map of Staffordshire dated 1775, (figure 8) shows some wooded area to the south 

of the lodge but does not give much accuracy, due to the scale, therefore it is impossible 

to tie the wooded area to Wrottesley Park Plantation or to any other field. We do know 

that the building was known by the name of ‘Lodge’. Interestingly there is no mention of 

a windmill which is clearly shown on Plot’s map (see figure 4), so we can only assume it 

had ceased to function by this time. 
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Figure 8 Yates’ map of 1775. 

 
The estate map dated 1634 supplied by Jim Johnston (Appendix 1 and Figure 9) gave us 

a real insight to the area as it was over 370 years ago. At this time, our area of interest 

was described as ‘Wrottesley Park’ and we know from the SMR PRN 01184 that a 

‘licence to form a deer park at Wrottesley granted 21 ED 111 (1348)’ 

 

All of the western side of the estate was enclosed as a deer park on the map and 

supposedly the deer park was very well established at this time (maybe even past its 

prime). The accuracy of the old map is quite incredible as it fits a modern map when 

overlain and both are at the same scale. This is quite a feat when considering it was 

drawn nearly 400 years ago. 

 

We can also see from the map that the park was well wooded however as one would 

expect in deer parks there are areas unwooded to encourage young grass shoots to grow 

to attract deer (‘Gostie Laund, The Launde and the Old Laund’can be seen - the modern 

equivalent word being lawn).  
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Figure 9 Western side of estate map dated 1634 (area of deer park) 

 
Field walking within Fir Tree Piece produced several hundred pieces of flint ranging in 

size from nodules to microliths. All of the pieces seemed to be consistent with earlier 

finds reported by Shropshire Archaeological Society and Tong Archaeological Group i.e. 

of Mesolithic origin and consisting of nodules, cores, scrapers, blades and microliths. 

However these finds have not been verified by expert analysis and this will be organised 

in due course. A few sherds of pottery were also made in this field; however these were 

identified as only being of Post-Medieval origin. 
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 A small number of similar flints were found by individuals whilst walking fields in the 

immediate vicinity but a large scale operation was not carried out anywhere else due to 

manpower, field conditions and time constraints. 

 

 

 
 

Figure 10 . Selection of flint tools and flakes from Fir Tree Piece. 

 
The pierced chert stone was found very close to the entrance of Fir Tree Piece and was 

stumbled on by accident by one of our group. It appears to have been well used and was 

probably for flint knapping. 
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Figure 11. Selection of flint tools and flakes from Fir Tree Piece. 

 
Talking to Jim Johnston about the fields gave us some interesting information to add to 

what we had found out. Fir Tree Piece has always been full of sandstone pieces, some of 

which were quite large, some were of a roughly shaped appearance and always within 

plough depth. A lot of these have been taken out of the field and either dumped at the 

field edge, used to make and repair walls, given away or dumped on the small circular 

‘copse’ in the field. Ploughing has not been carried out at great depths, usually being 

confined to fewer than 30 cm because of the problems with sandstone damaging the 

plough. These pieces or slabs of sandstone are not confined to this field but are present in 

Windmill Field too and also in Wrottesley Park Plantation. 

 

Some of the pieces of stone have been deposited on the circular copse in Fir Tree Piece 

however it does appear already to contain a great deal of stone in its own right and is 

associated with a legend of an ancient burial according to Jim Johnston. 
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Figure 12 Large slab of sandstone at edge of Windmill field measuring 1.2 metres. 

 

 
 

Figure 13 Sandstone blocks used to make walls. 
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As I mentioned earlier in the report, Jim Johnston has shooting rights in this plantation 

(which belongs to Severn Trent) and he has pointed out several humps and bumps 

running through the trees. The impression one gets is of pathways enclosed by a bank or 

wall but not running in very straight lines. These features can be seen on the boundary 

between the Plantation and Windmill Hill and although some of the ‘undulations’ at the 

very edge of the Plantation can be explained by the dumping of stones over the years 

from the ploughed fields, the ones further in the wood are not so easy to explain. 

 

Figure 14 Undulations’ running through Wrottesley Park Plantation 

 
Geophysics in the shape of resistivity and magnetometry were carried out on an area of 

Fir Tree Piece and also a smaller portion of Windmill Field. 

 

In total, the geophysical survey covered an area of approximately 180 metres by 160 

metres on Fir Tree Piece and 160 metres by 40 metres on Windmill Field. Slightly more 

resistivity was done compared to magnetometry, due to interference from the two 

pipelines running through the field affecting the magnetometer. The oil pipeline, put in 

around 1970, also cuts through Windmill Field and again the sensitivity of the instrument 

was affected. 

 

Areas of high resistance can be seen on the resistivity plot as darker lines and these can 

be features such as walls, foundations and paths; areas of lower resistance are usually 
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show up as lighter lines and would probably be associated with ditches and holes where 

deeper soil has accumulated, allowing more water in, which in turn gives less resistance 

to an electrical current. There are many problems associated with this procedure and 

other factors such as soil type, degree of wetness and stone type can interfere with the 

procedure but generally the features as outlined will be seen under favourable conditions. 

 

Magnetometry shows areas of magnetic change in the soil and features such as hearths, 

areas of burning, iron, kilns and ditches will be seen under favourable conditions. 

Magnetometers are highly sensitive and interference from electrical currents and other 

electrical equipment will affect them. Apparently there is an electrical sensor on the oil 

pipeline and this has manifested itself on our results along with the metal tip of our grid 

posts giving a high reading.  

 

 

Figure 15 Resistivity survey of Fir Tree Piece. (Each grid is 20x20 metres). 
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Figure 16  Resistivity survey of Windmill Field. (Each grid 20x20 metres). 
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Figure 17  Approximate positions of resistivity surveys in Fir Tree Piece and 

Windmill Field. 
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Figure 18  Approximate positions of magnetometry survey for Fir Tree Piece and 

Windmill Field. 
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DISCUSSION 

 
The most intriguing aspect of this investigation is what to make of the geophysics result. 

At its best it can give us a glimpse under the surface of the fields as to what was there and 

how large an area it covered but at its worst, create total confusion and dispute by way of 

its interpretation. 

 

Here we seem to have some of both; on the one hand we can see nice dark high resistance 

features looking for all the world like enclosures but on the other hand, thoughts are the 

features are caused by permafrost from the last ice age creating cracks in the sandstone. 

 

My experience of the subject is very limited; however from the papers I have read it 

seems that cracks open in the stone due to water freezing (limestone being very common 

due to its porosity) and soil penetrates the cracks. This deeper soil then affects the crops 

growing on the field resulting in cropmarks being visible from aerial photographs and 

looking very similar to our results. However, on a resistivity survey, the gaps filled with 

soil, to my mind would have less resistance and would show up as lighter marks. 

 

If these patterns are typical of frost damage then why are they not evident continuing into 

Windmill Field and why no evidence from aerial photographs?  

 

On examining the resistivity for Fir Tree Piece (figure 15), there is evidence of straight 

and circular features (just on the Western edge a small circular feature can be seen ), 

surely frost damage would occur in a ‘crazing’ pattern? Again in Windmill Field (figure 

16), there are curved and straight features which appear to me to be man made. Perhaps 

the fields contain a combination of ice cracks and man made features and at this stage we 

simply do not know. 

 

Interestingly, if we go back to what Plot says by way of the foundations being dug 

through for stone to make enclosures, pavements and highways, this is not conjecture on 

his part but a reporting of what is going on at that place at that time. He has seen what 

appears to be track ways running through the fields but they are made of squared pieces 

of sandstone so I do not believe it to be a great jump to accept what he says is true. 

Obviously he believes them to be from a British City or some other fortification but this 

is conjecture and not reporting of fact.  

 

If we accept the theory that the geophysics is correct then we are most likely looking at 

the remains of what Plot saw. I am sure Plot would have known about the old deer park 

and would have taken into account any features that may possibly have been associated 

with it e.g. the hunting lodge (which is now incorporated into the farm buildings). 

 
By looking at the shape of the features in Fir Tree Piece, it is not hard to imagine their 

use as being some form of animal enclosure as there appears to be gaps in the structure to 

allow passage of animals from one field to another. The ‘fields’ seem to be congregating 

around a central rectangular area, so was this some form of ‘house’? Perhaps the animals 
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were moved from one field to another in rotation to avoid parasites or to allow the 

vegetation to recover.   

 

 The circular feature at the very western edge of the resistivity survey in Fir Tree Piece 

(figure 15), is about 4-5 metres in diameter and there is no knowledge of any land drains 

in the vicinity so might this be some form of house foundation? The size and shape would 

be right for a circular hut. 

 

What have we got in Wrottesley Park Plantation? Undulations run through some areas of 

the wood and could be a continuation of the ploughed out features from the other two 

fields. Are they track ways or wall foundations which have remained undisturbed since 

prehistoric times or again could they have been a remnant of the ice age? We do know 

there are many pieces of sandstone in the woodland but were they a result of dumping 

from the fields (to clear the plough land) or were they used to make ‘reaves’?   

 

How can we put a date on this when there is no direct dating evidence? If we look at what 

we have got there is post medieval pottery in the field which equates to what Plot said 

about the area being put under the plough when he visited circa 1680. This pottery 

probably found its way there from the farm manure heap being spread over the fields. 

 

 Before the fields were ploughed they were part of the deer park so quite probably the 

area was wooded with some grassy ‘launds’ and we know the deer park was created 

around 1350. It would seem unusual to build some structures or walls (excepting the 

hunting lodge) in a deer park if hunting on horseback was happening so maybe we can go 

back further in time. Since a request was made to create a deer park it may well be the 

land was already serving that purpose with deer roaming around. 

 

It would seem the medieval village of Wrottesley was centred around the old manor 

house so it would be unlikely to be some features from another village being so close, and 

besides there is no evidence of pottery from that period and indeed any other, which is 

very strange considering we have Iron Age and Roman activity less than half a mile away 

to the West (which does show pottery and artefact evidence). Pottery in Roman times was 

so plentiful and cheap that if it was there then we would have most likely found some. So 

can we trace the age of this site back to pre-history or is it a natural occurrence? 

 

We have got huge pieces of sandstone described by Plot; we have what looks like a huge 

circular feature 150 metres in diameter on aerial photography; we have what might  be 

visible ‘reaves’ in the plantation (undisturbed by modern ploughing); a circular feature 

about 5 metres in diameter on the resistivity plot; possible enclosures on resistivity; door 

jamb and lintel size slabs of stone for hut making; shaped pieces of sandstone; situation 

on the highest point around, flint tools and weapons, and local legend of some old burial 

on the circular copse in Fir Tree Piece. So is this a settlement from the prehistoric period 

and especially the transition between Neo/Mesolithic when farming was being adopted? 
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 Interestingly there is something on resistivity in Windmill Field that resembles the 

‘wedge’ shape of a passage grave (see appendix 4) and is around 20 metres long (see 

circled area on figure 16-resistivity plot). 

 

Magnetometry of the fields clearly shows the oil and water pipelines as well as the 

interference from the electrical sensor on the oil pipe. 

 

 As a small group, our knowledge of interpretation of magnetometry is very limited and 

we were struggling to see anything of consequence in the plots, however there could be 

little to see anyway apart from possible hearths and areas of burning. Ditches may not 

have been dug if there was a plentiful supply of sandstone to build walls instead. 
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CONCLUSION 
So do all these mights and maybes add up to permanent prehistoric activity and can they 

even be linked to the large number of flints found? Our impression of the Mesolithic 

period is one of hunter gatherers where they would set up a summer camp and hunt game 

and then retire to their winter quarters with food to last them through the winter. Was this 

area such a summer camp where they left flint tools scattered in a heap on the ground 

after catching and killing their deer and dismembering them ready to take away? Or was 

it something more substantial which shows they were in the process of settling down and 

farming animals and maybe crops? 

 

We seem to have this huge void between Mesolithic (flints) and Post Medieval (pottery) 

periods where there is only negative evidence. There are lots of pointers but without 

excavation evidence we will go around in a circle. It would be nice to believe that our 

resistivity evidence is correct and the features can be linked to the flints thus making this 

a permanent settlement from the transition between Mesolithic and Neolithic periods.  

 

The distinct lack of early pottery from fieldwalking can indicate several things: 

1. There is nothing there except Mesolithic flints and the remainder is natural 

(summer camp). 

2.  Pottery had not come into use at this time (permanent settlement). 

3. The plough has not gone down far enough to disturb it. 

4. The pottery has disintegrated over several thousand years. 

 

Are the large slabs of sandstone natural or have they been dug up and shaped by 

Prehistoric farmers for walls, houses and even megaliths? Excavation will help to answer 

that one. Hopefully it can confirm the geophysics and we can find some dating evidence. 

So really the only conclusion from this project is that excavation is essential as the next 

step and that can only be done when the fields are available, probably in August 2006. 

 

 However, Wrottesley Park Plantation is available at any time and the best time for 

woodland would be when the vegetation, which in this case is brambles and bracken, has 

not grown through. This would allow us to investigate the undulations and the sandstone 

blocks as a preliminary to the main excavation in the fields, however due to tree roots and 

animal activity we would have to expect a certain amount of context re-arrangement. 

Initially, we felt that geophysics was not really a good idea in the woodland due to 

obstructions and the very dryness of the soil caused by the tree roots taking the water out 

but if we have time we may try just a couple of grids to rule it out. If it works, it can 

definitely help us to look for stone features. 

 

Straightforward excavation will only tell us if there is something there in the shape of 

sandstone wall foundations i.e. confirm or deny the geophysics, but in order to glean as 

much information from the site our technique will have to encompass soil sampling for 

pollen, seeds and snails, look for charcoal or organic material for radio carbon dating and 

maybe fine sieving for animal bones. Evidence from the prehistoric periods is usually 

thin on the ground so great care and vigilance will be required otherwise valuable 
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material will be missed. My feeling is if there is something there it will be within 30 cm 

of the top which equates to the depth of ploughing. Only time will tell ……… 

 
One final intriguing point for discussion cropped up whilst looking at Michael O’Kelly’s 

book about Newgrange. In it he describes some carvings on stone within the Neolithic 

tomb (see Appendix 5), which some ascribe to hallucinatory shapes witnessed by 

Shamanistic holy men and these were then recorded in stone. It’s an interesting theory but 

what if these marks represent features on a plan? What if it was a plan of the local 

territory or land which was administered by this particular person or group? Some of the 

shapes within our resistivity plot are apparent in these depictions such as diamonds, 

wedges, circles and curved lines – wouldn’t this be an interesting one to prove! 
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Appendix 1 

 
           Wrottesley Estate map dated 1634 
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Appendix 2 

 

 
 

O S map 1945 – Wrottesley. 
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Appendix 3 

 

 
 

Outcrop of natural sandstone on footpath near boundary with A464 
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Appendix 4 

 

 
 

 

Wedge shaped long cairn (Britain BC – Francis Pryor) 
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Appendix 5 

 

 
 

 
Carvings on stone in Newgrange Neolithic tomb (Newgrange–M O’Kelly) 

 


