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1.1 

1.2 

1.3 

Summary 

A~ NOTIIWELL AND DESBONOUGH IIfPASS 

A6 ROTHWELL ANIJ DESBOROUGH BYPASS 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT: STAGE 6 

TRIAL TRENCH/NO 

As a fUrlher ,laKe of archaeological miliKalion within the corridor of the proposed A6 

Rothwell and Desborough Bypass, a prOKramme of trial trenching was andertaken. The 

trenches were located ulollg the whole length o/Ihe route, targeted particularly al su,pecled 

archaeological ,ites highlighted from Ihe previous surface col/nOon and geophysical surveys, 

The results collfirmed the pre,""'ce of fhree sites of archaeological inleresl; all iron Age 

settlement (Site 9), Romall enclosures and Iron AKe pit alignment (Site 15) and all undated 

trackway (SiTe 11). There were few associilled finds. No suh-sur/ace remains were }iJzmd 

associated with olher previou"ly identified sites, and it appears unlikely thill other sub.,tantial 

archaeological/eatures survive withinlhe route corridor. 

INTRODUCTION 

Nortltamptonshim Archaeology undertook a sixth stage of archaeological fieldwork along 

the route of the proposed A6 Rothwdl and DeshOl'ough Bypass, Northamptonshire (Fig la 

&. b). This comprised a series of 43 tl'ial trenches in areas of the I'oad, a length of 

approximately 6 km. Detailed geophysical survey had previously been undertaken in a 40 

m"wide corridor along most of the route. The trial trcnching was undel'taken in order to test 

knoWII or suspected sites, and to examine apparently blank areas. The trcnching strategy 

was approved by Highways Agency's Archaeological Adviser as an appropriate 

archaeological mitigation response. 

The work was undel'taken On bchalf of URS Thorburn Colquhoun as part of the 

Environmental Assessment of the impacts of the proposed new road. The road corridor 

investigated was taken from the Highways Agency's Compulsol'Y Purchase Order (M No. 2) 

l'i'i7. 

The fieldwork was carried out in December 2001 in genel'ally good field conditi(lIls, 

NOR1'I1AMJ'TONSH1Nh' ARClIAEOLO(;Y Page 4 of jti 
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3.1 

3.1.1 

3.1.2 

A6 ROTIIWELL ANlJ J)1!SROROUl;H RYI'ASS 

METHOD 

The trcnches were opened up under archaeological supervision using a JCB mechanical 

excavator equipped with a 5-foot (oothlc" ditching hucket The trenches were machine

excavated as far as the surface of natural substrate. Where archaeological deposits were 

encountered, they were found to survive only as features cut into the natural substrate, all 

overlying stratigraphy having been truncated. 

TIIC trenches were hand-cleaned as necessary to define potential archaeological features. 

Where features were present, the trenches were planned at 1 :50 or 1:100. All potential 

archaeological features were sampled by hand excavation so as to define their character and 

retrieve finds for dating purposes. Soil samplcs were taken from a selection of features in 

order (0 establish the potential of the site for palaeo-environmental material. 

Spot heights were taken and reduced to Ordnance Datum levels. A colour transparency and 

monochrome photographic record was taken of selected trenches and features. Material not 

presented in this r~port is kept in archive for deposition in a suitable repository. 

RESULTS 

GHNHHAI. 

A total of 43 trenches were approved, but one of thcs~ (Tr~nch 18) was abandoned as it 

proved 10 have been targeted On " water pipe (rig. 4). Of th~ r~maining 42 tI·enches 

excavated, 33 contained no remains of archaeological interest. Details of these arc 

presented in the Context Inventory (Appendix 1) but they arc not described in the body of 

this report. The trench numher is included as " prefix within each context number (eg. <iO(), 

= Trench <), HI()Os = Trcnch 10 etc.). 

The unproductive trene,hcs include those positioned to examine two of the sites identified in 

the geophysical survcy - Sites 13 and 14. These can now be dismissed as being of no 

archaeological interest. l1lC anomalies labelled Silc 13 (Fig 2) were probably geological in 

ongm. llerc, Trench I revealed bands of sand within the clay substrate which may have 

NOHTlfAMPTONSHJRH A HCffA f.;OU)(; r fuge 5 (~f 16 
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3.1.4 

3.1.5 

-'.u, 

A~ 1I(1T1TWl!LL AND DESBOROUGH BYPASS 

caused the geophysical variations. It is also possible that the installation of an artesian 

water pump at the edge of the field (infonnation from Mr Howes, landowner) caused a 

certain amount DJ disturbance to the surrounding area which registered on the magneto meter 

survey. The apparent scatter of pits, labelled Site 14, were not located in Trench 7 (Fig 7), 

and the anomalies here can probably be accounted for by geological variations or ferrous 

objects in the ploughsoi/' 

10 the northern part of the route, Trenches 2 and -' on the periphery of Site 8, also failed to 

identify any archaeological features. 11 Se"mS likely that this Iron Age/Roman occupation 

identified from the surface scatters of material, lies exclusively to the west of the road 

corridor. 

The trial trenches positioned in area of surface tlint concentrations at the southern end of the 

route (Pig. 8, Tr"nches 37-3H, Site 10) did not reveal any associated prehistoric ["atures. 

The putative cropmark enclosure (Site 7) can also he seen to havc be"n misinterpreted and 

was almost certainly caused by natural variations. The eone"ntration of medieval pottery at 

Site 12 (Fig H, Trenchcs 35-36) also appeared not to be associated with suh-surface features, 

and the nature of this site remains enigmatic. It would appear either to relatc to a site mostly 

or entirely ploughed out, or else represent a peculiarly dense deposit of dumped material. 

The flint scatter at Site 11 (Trenches 30-32) does not appear to be associated with 

prehistoric features. The trackway at this site, identified on the geophysical survey (Trench 

32), remains inwnclllsively dated. 

Several sites, identified in the geophysical survey can now be confirmed to be of 

archaeological significance. 

• Site 15: trackway, enclosures and pit alignment (Fig 6) 

• Site 11: trackway with probable enclosure outside the road corridor (Fig 6) 

• Site 9: enclosures (Fig 7) 

NOIITlIAMPTONSHIII}"' ,~IICIIAt<:OU)(iY 
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3.2.1 

3.2.2 

1.2.3 

A6 R01'HWJ;;U. ANI) I)HSHOR()(I(ill nyptl.ss 

SITE 15 

Trench 27 (Fig 9) 

A dilch [2708] encountered at the notlh"easlern cnd of this trench formed the western edge 

of a (rackway aligned NW-SE. The ditch fonncd a shallow wide U-shape measuring 1.0 m 

wide and 0.35 m in depth; the fill (2707) was sandy sill with frequent ironstone and 

charcoal. Several sherds of Roman pottery were rc(rieved from this ditch. The ditch forming 

the eastern cdge of the trackway was not observed in (he (rench but was shown to be situated 

c. 9.0 m away from the first ditch On the geophysical survey. A large ovoid pit 12705] waS 

located towards the centre of the trench measuring l.H m in width and 0.66 m in depth and 

filled hy sandy silts with frequmt ironstone (2704). The pit was undated. but possibly 

Roman on the basis of its locatinn. Some animal bone was retrieved, but a soil sample 

(Sample 1) was large! y stGrile. 

Trench 28(Fi;: 9) 

Three ditches were observed in this trench, all these were aligned roughly east-west. The 

southern-most of these ditches 12808] formed part of a rectilinear enclosure identified in the 

geophysical survey. This ditch measured 1.05 m in width and 0.35 m in depth and had a 

shallow concave profile. The second ditch [2~06]. situated 3.0 m fmm [2R08J. was 0.6 m 

wide and 0.35 m deep. and had steep sides with a tlat base. This ditch was not identified by 

the geophysical survey and may form pari of the trackway. 'lbe third ditch 128041 had a 

wide V-shaped profile and measured 1.1 m in width and 0.4 m in depth. Tt would appear to 

define the southern side of an enclosure identified in the geophysical survey. East of the 

trench. it appears to make a sharp turn to (he north-west and would seem to be equivalent (0 

the Roman ditch 12708], encountered in Trench 27. 

Trench 29 (Fig 9) 

The pit alignment was encountered beneath 1.2 In of colluvium. The trench was widened to 

expose the full extent of Onc of the pits [29071. This was sub-rectangular in shape. and about 

0.85 m deep (Fig 10, Section 6). The primary fill 01 the pit (2906) consisted of a sandy silt 

with frequent ironstone fragments, while the upper fills (2905 and 290fi) contained very little 

ironstone and may represent a. final slow silting episode. There were no indications that the pit 

had Once held a post. although had the [lost been withdrawn and the pit infilled again it would 

not necessarily havc left any trace of its preSGnce. A further pit ill the alif,'TIl11cnt [2<)IOJ was 

visible at the eastern edgc of the trench and waS situated c.O.7 m from the excavated pit. A 

NORtHAMI'T(}NSIllRE ARCHAlmu)(; y PUlle 7 of 16 
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shallow gully 12909J was encountered at the southem end of this trench. This gully measured 

0.65m in width and O.17m in depth and was aligned cast to west across the trench. It may 

correspond to one of the faint anomalies on the geophysical survey running at a slight imgle to 

the pit alignment. 11 was without finds. 

SlTt: 11 

Trench 32 (Fig <J) 

The trackway was delineated by two parallel gullies aligned NE-SW, situated 5.5 m apart. 

Both the gullies, [3204J and [3206J, were s.imilar in form, being steep sided with concave 

bases and measuring "1.0 m wide and 0,3 m deep. No finds came from the gullies and these 

features remain undated. No further features were observed in this trench. 

SITE 9 

Trench 9 (Fig 10) 

The enclosure ditcb was encountered in the western end of Trench 9, was aligned east to 

west and formed part of the north-<:ast scclion of a large rectangular enclosure identified in 

the geophysical survey. The enclosure ditch was found to have been dug ill two phases (Fig 

10, Section 16). The original ditch [9.111 was cut 1.5 m in depth below the topsoil >lnd was 

V -shaped in form with steep sides. The fill (9\2) Wl.' a sandy clay with frequent ironstone 

fragments and occasional cobbles. The later re-cut [909] was a shallower wide V-shape and 

was 3.2 m in width and 1.05 m in depth. This ditch was filled with sandy clay with moderate 

icoMtnne inclusions (910), ami some evidence of lip-lines coming in from the western (ic. 

inner) edge of the ditch. !\ small skrd of Iron Ag<: pottery and a lump of fired clay were 

recovered. This later phase was offset slighl.ly to the cast of the original cut. Two further 

small features were also found in this trench located outside the enclosure. Olle of these 

[903] contained a sherd of pottery dating to the Iron Age and was situated to the east of the 

trench. The second feature [9051 was less well defined and may have been a tree throw hole. 

Trench}O (Fig 9) 

A sllbstantial ditch was found 10 m from the northern end of this trench. This ditch [1007] 

measured 2.301 in width and 1.2m in depth "nd was aligned NE-SW (Fig 10, Sectioll 14). It 

had bcc.nidcntificd .in the geophysical survey as a curvjlinear field boundary. The fill of the 

ditch (1008) consjsted of sandy sill with modcrate quantities of .ironstone evident as tip 

lines. This feature cut an earlier ditch [10031 that could not be observed in its entirety due to 

the width of rhe trench. The earlier dilch was 1.4 m .in depth and may have been on a slightly 

NORTHAMI'TONSIJIRH AXCHAlWUHi Y Pogo 8 of 16 
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4.2 

4.2.1 

4.2.2 

A6 ROTHWFl.T. AND DI1SBOROUOTT BYPASS 

different alignment (0 [1007 [. The upper fill (1006) yielded some Iron Age pottery and 

worked tlint. 

FINDS 

WORKED FUNT 

Six pieces of worked flint were recovered. There were three hlades, two flakes and onc core. 

All were either un stratified or found residually in later features. They represent a 

heterogeneous background scatter of prehistoric t1int work 

CONTEXT TYPE DESCRIPTION 

1006 fill of ditch 1003 2 blade fragments and 1 flake fragmenl; all sharp and 
ullpatillated 

2906 fill of pit 2907 I hlade; thin ahradcd cortex; moderately patin.ted 

3502 subsoil 1 rough, thick l1ake; abraded cortex; moderately patinated 
~~·~'·',".m ~'~,,-.--~-----

4HH colluvium multi-platform pebble core; sharp and unpatinatcd 

POlTERY 

JronAge (c. 600 HC -AV 50) 

Six sherds of Iron Age pottery were recovered from the evaluation. None arc particularly 

informative or chronologically diagnostic. The predominant inclusions in the fahric of the 

pottcry arc !,'Iog and ironstone. Neither is indicative of date and it is usual to find the bller as 

an inclusion in Iron Age pottcry where much of the bedrock consists of Northampton Sand ami 

Ironstone. The tlint-tempered sherd from 1()()6 may be early Iron Age. The others could be 

any date within Ihc Iron Age. 

There are no profiles or rim forms but the thin-walled sherds suggests bowls may be present. 

There arc two joining sherds from a prohahle howl decorated with at least two parallel 

grooves. The sherds arc lOO small to tell if the decorative style dates to the earlier Iron Age 

(I'DR decorated wore,) or to the latcr La Tctlc period. 

NURTIlAMPTONSHIRE ARCHAHOLOr. y l'age.9 of 16 
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To date there are no good assemblages of IrOIl Age pottery from the Desborough/Rothwcll area 

[or comparison, and it is therefore diftlcult lO aSSeSS the date of the pottery from the general 

appearance of the sherds. Nevertheless, some of the sherds look similar to pottery from early 

Iron Age sites in north Northamptonshire, such as Gretton (Jackson and Knight "I9S5) and may 

date to this period. 

CONTEXT TYPE DESCRIPTION 

904 fill of Pit 903 I large grog-tempered sherd from l1at-b:L,edjar 

910 fill of Ditch 909 I small grog-tempered body,herd with shallow incised 
decoration on exterior surface 

__ ,r ..• 

1006 fill of Ditch 1003 I tiny sandy sherd in a dark grey fabric 

1 small flint- and sand-tempered bodysherd 

"' thin leached bodysherd, oxidised interior an(l exterior 
.. 

2906 fi 11 of Pi! 2907 I small grog-tempered sherd, very eroded 
•.... ,. 

Roman (c. AD 50 -400) 

A number of sherd, of Roman pottery were recovered. Only those sherds from Context 2707 

(Ditch 2708) represent finds from a Roman feature. The," comprised several sherds from just 

two vessels of probable 2"" century date. The remaining sherds were from superficial deposits 

and were highl y abraded. 

CONTEXT 

2707 

3402 

4103 

4203 

TYPE DESCRIPTION 

fill"f Ditch 2708 7 sherJ, from a necked greyware jar with rilling on neck. 2"" 
century AD" 

subsoil 

calluvium 

colluvium 

Many 'mall sherds from a greyware dish with black surfaces. 
211u cenlury AD? 

"I small nbraded oxiJisl..:J sherd 

2 small abraded oxidiseJ shl..:rds 

4 tiny abraded sherds, possibly all Roman 

Medlt'valand later (c. AI) 1000 onward) 

There were 16 sherds of medieval and post-medieval poHery. None were from scaled J"posits 

and the unglazed pOltery was extremely abraded. The poltery represents 110 marc lhan a 

background se:atter resulting from the manuring of arable fields and perhaps casual losses. 

NORTHAMI'J'ONSIIIRE ARCHAHOI.O(JY 
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," 

CONTEXT TYPE DESCRIPTION 
.~.-~.-~ 

301 topsoil 1 sherd of medieval Coan;~W;iTI; 
"." .. _-

ROI topsoil I s"erd of possible medieval Lyvedon/Stanion B ware 

3402 subsoil 'I ,herd of Midland Yellow glazed ware 

3502 subsoil 2 ,herd, of possible medieval Lyvedon/Stanion II ware 
~".~ 

3702 subsuil 2 ,herds of medieval SI Neots Type ware 
--, .. " -~-~. 

3902 subsoil 2 '"erds o/" Midland Yellow glazed ware 

4103 culluvium 3 sherds of medieval Lyvcdon/Slanion ware 

1 sherd of Midland Black ware 

I ,"erd of Midland Yellow ware 

1 sherd of glazed earthenware 

sherd of post-medieval pancheon 
- .. , ._-

ENVIRONMIJNTALAND l!CONOMIC INVlCATORS 

Three hand-collected to-litre soil samples were retained and processed llsing a 'siraf' tank. 

The resulting tloats were scanned for charred plant remains and molluscs. 

Sample I. Context 2704 (Pit 2705), Site 15. This yielded only a few 

Chenopodium a/hum (fat hen) seeds. The fresh and lustrous appearance of Ihe 

seeds suggested they were modern and therefore intrusive. 

Sample 2. Context 2904 (Upper fill of Iron Age pit 2907). Site 15. This yielded 

apparently modern C.all",m seeds amllwo Ceciliodes asicula (molluscs). This is a 

hlll'rowing species and should therefore be viewed as intrusive. A moderate 

amount of charcoal was also noted however Ihc fragments appear to be to small to 

allow further identification. 

Sample 3, Context 2906 (lower fill of IrOI] Age pit 2907), Site 15. The sample 

proved 10 be sterile, 

All three samples contained no material of interest and have little potential for further work. 

Ii is doubtful whether usd'ul molluscan evidence survives anywhere in the acidic ground 

conditions of the Northamplon Sand geology. 

ANIMAL HONE 

4.4.'1 Animal bone was recovered from ,iuSI two contexts, the uppet and lower fills (2703 and 

NORTHAMl'l'ONSllllIE ARCHAEOi.OG Y Page J J of /6 
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4.4.3 

4.4.4 
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5.1 

5.2 
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2704) oIPit 2705 (Site 15). 

A total of two pieces of bone with a 10lal weight of 6 109 were identified to species. All 

elements were identifiable. They were hoth of a mature cow (Hos), possibly the sam.e 

animal: 

(2703) cow prox.imal radius 

(2704) cow mandible 

The hones were well preserved with no evidence for gnawing or butchery. It is not possible 

to draw any conclusions from this small assemblage other than Ihe identification provided. 

Bone does not survive welt in the acidic soils of Northampton Sand, and (his may account 

for the lack of banc at Site <) where, in a settlement context, it would be expected to have 

heen deposited. In the siles more peripheral to settlement, bone is unlikely to have been 

deposited in great quantities anyway. 

DISCUSSION 

The evaluation has identified three areas of archaeological inlercst, Sites 15, 11 and 9. 

These sites all lie on ridges of NorthamplOn Sand and Ironstone, close to areas where 

archaeological material has been reported ftom former quarries. The sites appear to he quite 

faithfully defined by the geophysical survey. confirming that the survey was reliable. This 

indudes the alignment of Tron Age pits al Ihe southern end of Site '15, which shows up 

reasonably clearly On the geophysicill survey, despite being buried by over a metre of 

colluvium. 

Site '15 consislcd of shallow-ditched enclosures of Roman date. A pil was encountered in 

Trench 27, and there arc indications from the geophysical survey Ihat other features may be 

present within the enclosures. The general paucity of finds does, however, suggesl Ihat the 

site does not represent the core of settlement. A soil sample from the pit was largely sterile. 

The edge of the former quarry (now re-instatl:d land) lies within Ihe northern arm of Trench 

26, and, while no archaeological fcalurcs were IounJ in that (rench, it is probable that 

fealmes generally were preselll eXlending inlo quarried land. 

NORTlI.4MPTONSHIIIEARCHAHIUIGY i'all" 12 of I r. 
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The alignment of pits On the southern edge of the fidd was found 10 be well preserved. The 

single fragment pottery from the excavated pit was not closely datablc, but such features 

represent prehistoric land division often not closely associated with settlement. Neither soil 

sample from the pit yidded any remains of significance. There Were no other features in that 

trench with the exception of a shallow gully which may not have heen related to the pits. 

The only subsurface features at Site ]'1 Were a pair of shallow ditches forming a possible 

trackway towards the bottom of the hill slope. This remains undated, but the ditch tllls were 

not obviously modern, and a Roman date seems the most likely option. No other features 

were found in thc trenches in this field, but several discrete and scattaed anomalies show up 

on the geophysical plot, and it is possible that some of these are archaeological. 

Site 9 was confirmed to be Iron Age, although finds were very sparse and precise dating not 

possible. It may have been long-lived, although the absence of any Roman pottery from 

anywhere in this field suggests that it is of pre,conquest date. The enclosure ditch in Trench 

9 was found to be substantial and of two phases. The ditch in Trench 10 was of a similar 

sizc and possibly alsO of two phases, indicating that it is likely to be Iron Age in date. 'Ibe 

fact that the medieval ridge and furrow cultivation wa~ shown to respect the ditch on the 

geophysical plot had led to the initial suggestion that it was a medieval field boundary. 

However, the depth of the ditch, together with the presence of sherds of Iron Age pottery, 

suggests that the feature is Iron Age in origin but was presumably still extant in the medieval 

period. It lIlay forlll the "Hit hem side of a large endosure, hut if this is the case it is undear 

where the northern side might he. The feature in Trench 11 was shown to be a shallow 

Iynchet (a boundary to presumably medieval ploughing). The most likely positioll for a 

northern houndary ditch is approximately along the join of the two geophysical grids 

belween Trenches 8 and 11. The medieval ploughing again changes direction in this area. 

Altcrnatively, the ditch in Trench '11) may be a linear boundary rather than an enclosure. 

Other sites along the route identified in the earlier stages of desk-based and field assessment 

have been shown to either lack identifiable subsurface features, or lie exclusivdy outside 

the road corridor. 
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A6 IWnlWm.l. A NI) IJIfSROROUGU RYPASS 

Scatters of prehistoric tHntwork, such as those in (he ploughsoil at Sites 11, 9 and 10, arc 

commonly not found to correlate with subsurface features, although it is possible that 

occasional pits arc present which the relatively low density of trenching failed to find. 

Similarly, there may be (he occasional feature relating to the concentration of medieval 

pottery (Site 12), although it remains unclear whether this represents occupation which has 

been virtually completely ploughed away, or is merely a by-product of manuring fields. 

The putative cropmark endo,ure (Site 7) was targeted in Trench 40 and the absence of any 

trace of this feature (confirming the results from a trench dug in 1993) indicates that thi~ site 

can be dismissed. The Iron Age and Roman poltery from the ploughsoil in this field appears 

likely to have derived from the known site to the east (Site 6) although again the possibility 

of isolated features within the road corridor cannot be ruled out. 

The cropmark features to the south of Site 6 also appear to he dubious_ It is notable that 

there was a deep build-up of hill-wash in this part of the field, reaching a depth of around 

1.5 m in Trenches 42 and 43 (Appendix I), and it is most unlikely that crop growth would 

be affected by subsurface features here. [t seems prohable that the archaeological features 

arc restricted to the northern part of the field. 

SUMMARY OF RRS(j/" 1:5 FROM AU, PIIASES OF WORK 

.-"'~ . 
SITE DESCRIPTION REMARKS .. __ ._-_. 
1 'The Hermitage' moakd site Outside road corridor 

and possible cemetery .. -
2 Romallo-British and Anglo- 300 m east of mad corridor. 

Saxon site in former Ironstone 
quarry ----=--_. .-

3 Bronze Age, Iron Age and 900 m cast of road corridor, 
Romano-Hritish site in former 
lrOI,l~tonc Quarry 

".-'.,',-~ 

4 AIlglo-Saxon cemetery 150 m cast of road corridor. 
--'-',.,-~. 

5 
-

qropmark enclosure and linear West of road corridor. The projected line of - . __ . . _"" 

NORTHAMl'J'ONSHIRH AIIC/IAliOLOGY 
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A6 ROTHWELL AND DESBOROUGH BYPASS 

SITE DESCRlI'nON REMARKS 
features the northern linear feature, a possible 

trackway, was not found either in the 
geophysical grid, nor in Trenches 37 and 38, 
The southern linear feature may be a relict 
field boundary, 

6 Crop mark Iron Age/Romano· 50 m cast of road corridor. Associated 
British enclosure features do no! appear to extend into the road 

corridor either on the western Or southern 
sides. 

7 Cropmark enclosure Not located by geophysical surveyor trial 
trenching ami Can be discounted. Superficial 
potterv in this field probahly from Site 6. 

8 Iron Age and Romano-British Main concentration of pottery lies c.-lOO m to 
site discovcrcd in fieldwalking the west of the road corridor. No fcatures 

found in geophysical survey and trial 
trenching. Site probably lies exclusively 
outside road corridor. 

9 Iron Age enclosures and Iron Age settlement extends across full widtli 
prehistoric flint scatter ofroa~corridor. No features relating to 

'sJffacc flint scatters found in trenching. i 
10 Prehistoric flint scatter No associatcd features found in geophysical 

-'-_. surveyor trenching (Trenches 37-39). 
11 Ditched trackway and flin! Trackway crosses road corridor but is t 

scatter undated. No features associated with flint 
, 
I 

scatter found in trenching. I , 
12 Concentration of medieval No associated features discovered in 

pottery discovered in gcophysical surveyor trial trenching 
fieldwalking (Trenches 35-3H). Any features possibly all 

ploughed out. --._. 
I3 Linear geophysical anomalies Trial Trench 1 did not reveal any features. 

Anomalies probably natural or caused by 
modern disturbances. West of Trench I, a 

- ,---
single linear feature may he a ditch_ 

-14 Discrete geophysical No features found in Trench 7_ Anomalies 
anomalies north of Site 9 probahly not archaeological. 

]I:::::"""" ,,~~.~IlR~_es ,.;.F.I\;l!U(J:;SoccuPY width of road corridor but db. ' .... ' ,', l 

and pit(s); Iron Age pit not appear to be dense and are probably· " 

.- -
alignment -- - --

marginal to settlement. ---,._-._-
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A6 Rothwell and /J(:!shorOlIRh Hypass S'ta}{e n: J\pp(~ndix ] 

AI: CONTEXT INVENTORY 

lA Iron Age M medieval PM pot -medieval FC fired day 

ilii',!~~~':,g . .!'tl.i;,!'II;;'·!·.········,,··:·,····,'···,··.··.· •. 1 ••••••••.••. 11: ••• 1111,'
1 

•.• :11 •• 1'(1 
"..,;> .. :i·.'··'····· I .• i ( 

I 
1 30 0.5 101 Topsoil O,25-0.3m Ihick 

102 Nalural Boulder Clay 
103 Field drain 
104 Fill of field drain 

2 30 0.35 201 Topsoil n 7<;_n l", thick 
202 Natural Boulder Clay 

3 30 0.5 3(ll Topsoil 03-0.35m thick 
302 Natural Boulder Clay 

4 30 0.4 401 Topsoil n 7<;_n l" 

402 Nalural Boulder Clay 
'i 30 0.4 501 Topsoil n 'Ul" I thick 

502 Natural . Clay 

6 40 U.4 601 Tupsoil U.25"U.3m thick 
602 Cut of gully OAm (Ieep, O.oRm wide, runs IJ-W 
603 Fill of (602) mid brown siUy clay 
fl(14 Cutol gully IUm deep, 0.45m wide, rutls Ii-W 
to S 01[6(2) 
605 Fill of [604j mid brown silty clay 
606 Natural Boulder Clay 

7 30 OA 701 Topsoil 0.35m thick 
702 Nalural mixed clays 

8 30 0.4 ROl Topsoil 0.Z-O.25m thick 
802 Natural ironstone and s.nd 

!J 30 U.35 901 Topsoil O.3m thick 
902 Natural ironstone and s.nd 
903 Cut of ovoid pit 0.8m wide, O.2m deep 
904 Fill of [903] dark orange grey sanJy silt 
\lH5 Cut of pit'lll.75m wide, 1I.35m deep 
906 Fill of [90S] mid orange hrown sandy ,ill 
907 Void 
908 Void 
909 Cut of ditch 2.1 m wide,I.05m deep, CIII, ditch 
['Ill) 
9111 Fill "I' [~O~] mid grey brown sandy clay 
911 Cut of ditch 15m deep, cut by [909] 
912 Fill of ['Ill] light orange brown clay 

10 30 0.4 1001 Topsoil O.3-0.3Srrlthick 
1002 Natural ironstone anu,sanJ 
IOOJ Cui of dilch lAm deep, cui hy [11107] 
1004 Primary fill of [1(03) dark brown sandy silt 
lOOS Fill of [HIm] dark grey sandy sill 
1006 Upper fill of [10(3) brown sandy silt 
11107 CIII "I' ditch 2.2501 wide, 1.25m deep, culs 
(1003) 
lOOk Fill or [IIKI7) dark hrown sandy silt 
'11)09 CUI of gully O.3m deep 
HlHI Fill or ['I(#)9j mid brown s.ndy silt 

NORTHAMPTON.I'lIllIL ARClIAH)U)(!Y 

!j'-; I 

modern glilSS 

pot (M) 

pot (lA) 

pol (ll\); Fe 

POI (lA); rtitll 

J'age 1 of 5 



• 
• 
• • 
• 
• 
• • • 
• 
• 
• 
• • 
• 
• • • 
• 
• 
• 
• • • 
• • 
• • 
• 
• • 
• 
• • 

116 Rothwell and Desboroug/t Bypass Slagf 6: Appendix I 

i0r~'1';h.I····.;<:ij'I;;]' [:0 •• ••···• ••.• ·.i;:) ••••.•• •. : ....;:.ji.;iIi,;iI1in ; ['.; •.••.•...........•. ,. ..<i 'J:: : 
11 30 0.55 1101 Topsoil 0.3m thick 

1102 Natural mixed clays 
1103 Layer 9.7 m wide, 0.3 m deep, mid reddish 
hmwn '~n<lv sill. Fill of· ". 

12 30 0.55-0.83 1201 Modem overhurden O.ISm thick 
·1202 Buried topsoil O.25m thick 
1203 Suhsoil 0.25m thick 
1204 Natural boulder clay 
1205 Field drain 
1206 Ironstone make-up of field drain 

13 30 0.6 1301 Topsoil O.25-0.3I1lthick 
1302 Natural huul"er clays 

14 30 0.6 1401 Topsoil 03-035m thick 
1402 Natural boulder clays 

15 30 0.5 1501 Topsoil 0.25-0.3m thick 
1502 Natural hnulder clay' 
15(13 Fill of [l504J mid-dark grey brown clay 
1504 Cut of drainage gully 0.5m wide, O.2Km deep 

16 3D 0.5 1601 Topsoi~thick 
1602 Natural' . clays 

17 30 0.55 1701 Topsoil 0.25-0.3m thick 
1702 Natural houlder clays 

18 ~ sewerr;;;;c 
19 30 0.4·0.6 1901 Topsoil 0.25-0.301 thick 

1902 Natural boulder clays 
1903 Fill of [1904] mid grey orange silly clay 
1904 Tree throw 
1905 Field den ill 
190fi Ironstone make-up of field drain 
I Y07 Field dr"ill 
1908 Ironstone tnake.up of field drain 

20 31 0.5-0.6 2001 Topsoil 0.25m thick 
20in Nalural boulder clays 
2003 Field drain 
2004 Ironstone. make-up of field drain 
2005 FidJ drain 
2006 Ironstone. makc~ur of field drain 
2007 held drain 
2008 Ironstone make-up of field drain 

21 30 0.55 2101 Top,oilll.3m thick 
2102 Natural boulder clay 

22 31 0.6-0.7 220l Topsoil 0.3m thick 
2202 Natural houlder davs 

23 31 (1.1\ 2301 Topsoil 0.5Ill thick 
2302 Natural houldcr c;:lays 
2303 Held drain 
2304 Make-lip of ficlJ drain 

NUJUJ JAMPTONSHlRE ARCiIALUH)(lr 
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25 

26 

27 32 

28 34 

29 30 

30 

31 36 

0.55 

2403 Natural boulder clay 
2404 Field drain 
2405 Field drain fill 
2406 Field drain 
2407 Field drain fill 

2501 
2502 

0.35-0.5 26(H 

0.45 

2602 ;:"IV""" 
2603 Nalural lronstonc and sand 

2701 Topsoil 
2702 Subsoil 0.3 
2703 Upper fill of [2705]100;" groy hrown sandy 
silt 
2704 fill of [2705]looso dark brown sandy silt 
2705 Cut of pit 1.8m wide, 0.66m deep 
2706 Void 
2707 Fill,,!, [2708] dark orange brown sandy sill 
2708 Cut of ditch 1.0m wide, 0.35m doep 

OA-O.5 2801 Topsoil O.3m 
2802 Subsoil O.ISm 
2803 Fill of [2804] mid reddish hrown silt 
2804 ClIt of ditch 1.lm wide, OAm doep 
2805 Fill of [2806] reddish hrown silt 
2806 Cut of ditch 0.6m wide, 0.35m deep 
2R07 Fill"r [2808 J mid dark reddish hrown sill 
2808 Cut of ditch 1.05m wide, O.36m deep 

0.43-1.25 2901 Top",il 
2902 Subsoil! hillwash 1I.2-1.2m deep 
2903 Natural ironstonl': and ~and 
2904l'ill of [29071 dark reddish brown silry clay, 
with lens. of charcoal 
2905 I'ill or [29071 mid brown clay silr 
2906 Primary fill of [29071 mid brown ,ill 
2'107 Cut of pit 0.86m deep, 1.50m in diameter 
2908l'ill of [2909] mid brown clay silt 
2'10'1 Cut of gully 0.65m wide, 11.17m deep 
2910 Unexcavaled ,uh s4u,,,c pit 

0.45-0.6 3()()\ 

3002 SlItlSoil 
3003 ironstone and ~al1d 

0.55-0.7 311)\ Top,oil 0.3m 
3102 Subsoil O.om 
3103 Natural ironstOIli.: and sand 

NORTHltMI'TONSll1Rl,' ItJl(Hltlc'OLOGY 
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A6 UIJ/hwdl and f)esborough Bypass Stage 6: Appendix 1 

·;:,.··", •..•. I;!:::: ·:i;i·;'i'·<Oili,·U)··li ....... i.:, iil .·i. /i·· •• ·!·,i:ii;lii';:;·i·':,H},i< .•..• 
32 33 0.4-0.0 3201 ~~E:,~;,I .3m 

3202 S~",,)il IUm 
3203 Natural ironstone and sand 
3204 Cut of gully 0.9m wide. 0.3m deep. N side of 
track 
3205 Fill of [32041 mid orange hrown silly clay 
3206 Cut of gully 1.05m wide, 0.28m deep, S side of 
track 
3207 Pill of [3201i] mid hrown urange silly day 

33 30 0.35-0.45 330:1 Top soil 0.12S ·n.30m thick 
3302 Mixed soils O.lO-O.ISm thick. 
3303 Natural sub soil clays 

34 30 IIAo-o3U 3401 Top soil I thick 
3402 Mixed soils IU5-0.2l1m thick pot (PM) 
3403 Natural clays 

35 30 0.50 3501 Top s"il at 0.30-0.35m thick 
3502 Subsoil pot (M);f1int 
3503 Field drain 
3504 Ironstone make up "f field drain 
3505 Natural mixed clay, 

36 30 0.50 3601 Top· 'il at 1 thick 
3602 Natural clay' 
3li03 Field drain 
3604 Ironstone make up of field dr.in 

37 20 0.55 3701 Top s"il at 03(1 .,m' thick 
3702 Sub,,,il pot (M) 
3703 Natural clay 

JR 40 0.55 3801 Top soil at 0 , thick 
38()2 Natural clay and ironstone 
3803 Possible natural water channel 
3804 Fill of [38031 
3805 Natural ironstone 

39 311 0.60-1.37 3901 Top snil at 1135-0AOmtii'lCk 
3902 Suh ,,,il at O.20-0,2Sm thick pot (PM) 
3903 Down hill wash deposit up tu 1.37m thick at 
NF cnd of trench 
3904 Natural imnsLonc and days 

40 30 OSO 401.1"1 Top soil at 0.25-0.30m thick 
4002 Suh soil at 1I.211-1I.25m th;"k 
4003 Natural clays and ironstone 

41 30 0.70-1.011 4HlI Top soil at O.3(HL1'~ thick 
4102 sub soil at 0,15-1I.2I1m thick 
4J03 flill wash '1\ O.20-1.10m thick pot (PM & M); 

flint 
4"104 Land drain 
4105 Ironstone blucks fur land drain 
41 ()6 Natural ironstone and sands 

42 30 0.70-125 4201 Top soil at lI.lm thick 
4202 suh s"il at 11.30-0,3501 thick 
HII] Hill wa,h at O.20-0.Wm thick pot (M) 
4204 Natural ironstone and sands 

43 30 o .50-lJill 4301 Top snil at 1I.25·.IJ.3l)m thick 
4302 Suh soil at O.15-0.20m thick 
4303 Hill wash at 0.20- 1.I0rn thick 
4304 Natural clays. 
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