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SUMMARY 
A programme of archaeo-topographical survey was undertaken at Caus Castle on 19-20 March 2016 
alongside a UAV photogrammetric survey of the same area and a targeted electrical resistance survey of a 
section of the outer enclosure of Caus (Carey 2016). This work was funded by the Castle Studies Trust (CST) 
to advance understanding of this well-preserved, yet poorly-researched site, and followed an earlier 
unfunded magnetometry survey of the outer enclosure in 2015 (Carey 2015). 
 
The archaeo-topographical and photogrammetric surveys have recorded a number of previously 
unidentified features across the site, allowing a significant reinterpretation of the development of the 
medieval castle and associated settlement. Features in and around the inner bailey and motte of the castle 
are particularly well-preserved, allowing a re-appraisal of the layout of this area in the later phases of the 
ŎŀǎǘƭŜΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ Earthwork features in the outer enclosure were less well preserved, although a 
number of important observations can still be made. A number of potentially important features outside of 
the castle and Scheduled area were also recorded. 
 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
The archaeo-topographical survey of Caus Castle would not have taken place without the initial work of 
DƛƭŜǎ /ŀǊŜȅΣ ǿƘƻ ǿŀǎ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǘƻƭŜǊŀƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊΩǎ Ŏŀǎǳŀƭ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ǎǳǊǾŜȅΣ ŀƴŘ ƭŜŘ ǘƘŜ 
geophysical survey campaigns on site. Adam Stanford of Aerial Cam undertook the photogrammetric 
survey. 
 
Mervyn and Helen Roberts of Caus Castle Farm, Westbury kindly granted permission for the survey to be 
undertaken on their land.  
 
It should be noted that Caus Castle is on private land and there is no access to the majority of the site 
discussed in this report. 
 
 

 
Figure 1. Location map 
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INTRODUCTION 
This report presents the results of the archaeo-topographical survey of Caus Castle and a small area of 
adjoining land to the south-west. It combines the evidence of a ground survey, using a differential GPS and 
hand-and-tape techniques to create a hachured plan of earthwork forms across the site, and the digital 3D 
model created via a UAV-mounted photogrammetric survey. The site had previously been subject to basic 
surveys as part of its depiction on various Ordnance Survey map editions, but never part of a concerted 
archaeological investigation. 
 
The results of the geophysical surveys in the outer enclosure of the castle are reported elsewhere (Carey 
2015; 2016), but will be integrated as part of a formal academic paper into the castle and its wider context. 
 

PROJECT BACKGROUND 
 

Site Location  
Caus lies at a height of between 200m and 220m OD, and the underlying soils of the area are recorded as 
well drained brown earths of the Barton association (Ragg et al 1984) overlying Downtonian Sandstone 
(BGS, nd).. The massive earthworks which contained the castle and borough are situated on a high ridge at 
the east end of the Long Mountain, with extensive views from its southern perimeter across the Rea Brook 
valley, although the site physically stands immediately over a smaller tributary valley running through from 
the hamlet of Wallop (Fig. 1). The topography of the survey declines from NE-SW, with the area to the 
immediate north of the inner bailey representing the highest part of the site, and the area to the west of 
the castle representing the lowest part of the site. This latter area of the outer bailey largely forms a 
narrow but flat-topped plateau, perhaps extending 60m across at its widest point.  

Aims and Objectives 
The key aim of the archaeo-topographical surveys was to assess the extent of upstanding archaeological 
earthworks across the site and feed this evidence into a prospective interpretation of settlement 
development at the site. While a number of researchers have made statement concerning the origins, 
development and contraction of Caus, there has not previously been any form of detailed archaeological 
investigation at the site prior to 2015. This non-invasive, integrated survey approach therefore is intended 
to provide a new benchmark of evidence-based research. 
 
The surveys objectives were to identify any evidence to support or dispute the theory that the outer 
enclosure at Caus originated as an Iron-Age hillfort, to develop an understanding of the tree-covered mote-
and-bailey castle, and assess any evidence of the borough settlement recorded at Caus in the medieval 
period. In order to complete the narrative, the survey was utilized to identify evidence of late-medieval and 
post-medieval redevelopment.  
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Figure 2. A near-vertical perspective on a digital mode l of Caus. The motte and inner bailey (A), outer bailey (B) and 

outer enclosure (C)  are highlighted . Scale and orientation  are approximate. (original  model by Adam Stanford ) 

 

Archaeological and Historical Background 
Caus is believed to be the site of a small multivallate hillfort (Fig. 2: C), situated on a prominent hill 
sometimes referred to as Caus Beach at the south eastern end of the Long Mountain (Scheduled 
Monument NHLE 1020147). It has been speculated that the castle may re-utilise the site of an earlier Iron-
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Age hillfort (Shropshire HER PRN 00249), although no conclusive has been identified. The medieval motte-
and-bailey castle developed at the highest point of this conjectured earlier enclosure, along the 
southeastern perimeter of the hillfort.  
 
It has been suggested, from placename evidence, that Caus Castle superseded the ringwork of Hawcocks 
Mount, 1.2 km to the east (Barker 1981). Caus Castle is thought to have been built by Roger fitz Corbet in 
the late 11th or early 12th century taking the name from his ancestral home in Normandy. wƻƎŜǊΩǎ ŦŀǘƘŜǊΣ 
/ƻǊōŜǘ όŘŜǊƛǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ǿƻǊŘ ŦƻǊ ΨŎǊƻǿΩύΣ ƛǎ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŀ ŦƻƭƭƻǿŜǊ ƻŦ Roger of 
Montgomery (subsequently Earl of Shropshire) at the time of Norman Conquest, although his absence from 
Domesday Book would suggest that he died prior to 1086 and his estates inherited by his son, although the 
former may still have been alive in 1081 (VCH 1968, 311). The first documentary reference to the castle is in 
1140 (Buteux, 1996: 2), although ambiguity in terms of the relationship and potential transition from 
IŀǿŎƻŎƪΩǎ aƻǳƴǘ ǘƻ /ŀǳǎ /ŀǎǘƭŜ Ŏŀǎǘǎ ǳƴŎŜǊǘŀƛƴǘȅ ƻǾŜǊ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎŀǎǘƭŜ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƻǳǊŎŜ ƛƴŘicates. Documentary 
evidence survives for the borough, effectively summarised by the Central Marches Historic Towns Survey. 
King John granted a market charter on 10 April 1200, to Robert Corbet, with the charter for a fair granted in 
1248. The town expanded through the 13th and 14th centuries, with 28 burgages recorded in 1274, 34 in 
1300 and 58 in 1349 (Buteux, 1996: 2), reduced to 20 by 1455 and 10 in 1541 (VCH 1968, 310). The original 
Corbet line died out in 1347, and the barony passed to the Stafford family. The last recorded house in the 
borough is mentioned in 1614, although the castle had been subject to significant investment by the 
Stafford and Thynne families in the 16th and early 17th centuries, before it was surrendered to parliament 
after a short siege during the English Civil War (VCH 1968, 309).  

Documentary evidence makes reference to a number of buildings and infrastructure features. These 
include the chapel of St. Nicholas, founded in the 12th or 13th century, still furnished in 1612 and probably 
used as a domestic chapel until the destruction of the castle (Shropshire HER PRN 05106). This has 
traditionally been located as opposite the inner gate of the castle. In addition, the chapel of St. Margaret 
has been recorded from documentary sources as founded in 1272 and last recorded in 1447, although its 
location is unclear (Shropshire HER PRN 05107). It has been suggested that the main interior street, running 
between East Gate and Wallop Gate was still in use as part of a field road in 1816, although a re-reading of 
the first Ordnance Survey edition would suggest that it shows a track leading from the eastern entrance in 
the outer enclosure to the castle, and a second track skirting around the north side of the outer enclosure 
(VCH 1968, 310).  
 
Archaeologically the site has been subject to passing discussion (Beresford 1967, 188, 480-1; Higham and 
Barker 1992), but has never been subject to a recorded excavation or survey. The current report therefore 
represents the first detailed analysis of the archaeo-topographical form of the castle. 
 

ARCHAEO-TOPOGRAPHICAL SURVEY 
The ground survey of Caus was undertaken using a Trimble dGPS, with the results infilled with hand-and-
tape methods in areas of high tree cover, as around the motte and inner bailey of the castle. The site was 
surveyed using the analytical earthwork survey approach (Bowden 1999), with earthwork feature identified 
visually, the top and bottoms of slope recorded, and the severity of slope indicated by a hachuring 
symbology. Interpretation is explicitly embedded into the data collection stage of this approach, with 
models of understanding of a site development evolving as the archaeo-topography is recorded. Adam 
Stanford of Aerial Cam produced the photogrammetric survey. For ease of accessibility the report will 
primarily use the model created by Adam Stanford to identify features visually, only using the hachure plan 
for the otherwise inaccessible motte-and-bailey area of the site. 
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RESULTS 
 

The motte-and-bailey castle (fig. 3) 
Due to dense tree cover the central castle area was not accessible to the photogrammetric and dGPS 
surveys, with coverage in this area relying on hand-and-tape methods of recording. The large circular motte 
stands at the south-west end of this area, at one of the highest points of the hill. It measures c.55m in 
diameter at its base and c.17m in diameter at its summit, standing c.12m in height. If at some stage a ditch 
had separated the motte from the bailey area to the north-west, then the motte base may have originally 
been a more oval shape. Several slight earthwork scraps divide up the summit of the motte, and at least 
two phases of overlying standing masonry recorded. A degraded terraced area was recorded partway up 
the slope of the south side of the motte, measuring c.40m in length and c.2m in width. This appears to be 
part of an access way to a rear entrance in the castle to the south-west of the motte, possibly the 
Ψ²ƻƭǾŜǎƎŀǘŜΩ ǊŜŎƻǊŘŜŘ ƛƴ мотф ό±/H 1968, 309).  
 
 

 
Figure 3. Hachure plan of the motte and inner bailey. A rectangular courtyard arrangement with flanking buildings 

can be seen in the inner bailey. A terrace on the south side of the motte  links the inner bailey to a postern gate to the 
south -west of the motte.  

 
No ditch was recorded in the area between the motte and the bailey area, and the only traces of an 
enclosing rampart in the bailey were at the north-east end by the principal entrance into the castle. The 
rectangular bailey area measures c.70m by c.45m. The bailey area is divided into a number of small 
rectangular enclosed spaces around its perimeter by low earthen banks and masonry elements, with a 
large, presumably open, space in the centre, measuring at least 35m by 20m. Scatters of apparent building 
material were identified, including early post-medieval bricks, and some areas of mortared masonry in situ 
were recorded. The largest of the rectangular enclosed spaces was on the north, measuring c.24m by c20m, 
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with a lower set, adjoining square enclosure measuring c.7m by 7m internally. At the north-west end of the 
bailey the enclosed areas adjoin two standing oval areas of rampart bank up to 3m in height, presumably 
representing the castle gatehouse. The intervening area between these two sections of rampart bank and 
adjoining enclosures measures 4m wide and 25m in length, and is likely to be the central passageway 
entrance into the castle bailey (Fig. 4). At the south-east end of the bailey, at the base of the motte, is a less 
well-defined rectangular enclosure roughly measuring c.30m by c.15m, which includes internally a well-
preserved masonry-lined open well. 
 

 
Figure 4. The entrance to the inner bailey viewed from the north -east, from a position in the outer bailey.  

 
The castle is surrounded by a large ditch, varying in width from c.10-20m and up to 6m in depth. Around 
the south-western and north-western sides of the castle is a smaller outer ditch measuring c.7-14m wide, 
the outer of which partially consists of a counter-scarp bank. This outer ditch widens significantly on the 
south-western end as it reaches its terminus, at which stage a near- continuous stretch of bank runs up to 
the inner castle ditch, possibly indicating the existence of a rear entrance into the castle compound. Inside 
the inner and outer ditches of this area are a large face of rock-cut mudstone surface (Fig. 5), and possibly 
the origin of some of the masonry fragments still identifiable on the ground at Caus. The position of this 
rock outcrop suggests that it continues beneath the motte, and that the latter mound may have been built 
over an outcrop on the summit of the hill. 
 
























