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Abstract 

;j 6 RUSHDEN - HIGHAM FERRERS BYPASS, SITE 3 

A RCHAEOLOGICAL TRIAL EXCA VA TION 

OCTOBER 2001 

Six trial trenches were e-xcavated rm land off Newton Lane, Higham Ferrers, as 

archaeolo,;ical mitigation work5 in connection with the proposed A6 bypass. The site had 

been idenliJied as part of a probable Roman selllement through previalL" surface collection 

and {?eophysical surveys. The excavation confirmed the presence of Roman remains in the 

form of substantial ditches and suggested that the site limirs were correctly defined by the 

{?eophysical survey. No structural features were discovered although q/Latltities of finds 

su,;,;cst that there was occupation near/Jy, probably with u j()CUS west of Ihe proposed road 

corridor. 

INTRODUCTION 

Northamptonshire Archaeology carried out a trial excavation in October 2001 at Site 3 near 

Newton L,me, as part of ongoing works prior to the development of the A6 Rushden - Higham 

Ferrers bypass. The work was carried out in accordance with the Archaeology Brief set by 

White, Young and Green Consulting Engineers in September 2001. 

The purpose of this trial excavation was to establish the extent of Site 3 and the nature of the 

archaeology present so that recommendations for mitigation works could be made. 

IJACKGROUND 

Prior to this phase of work Northamptonshire Archaeology produced three reports detailing 

archaeological remains that would be affected by the bypass. 

• A(, Rushden and Higham Ferrers Bypass Detailed Archaeological Desktop Study 

October l~!)(j 

• At'> Rushden ""llTigilam F~m"s Bypass Archaeulogical Evaluation: Stage 2 

I'ieldwalking and Geophysical Surveys February 1997 

• Additional Geophysical Survey at Site 3, A6 Rushden - Higham Ferrers Bypass July 

20tl! 

These previous phases of work irienti("i"d the site as a Romano-British settlement and field 
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A6 Rushde" _. Higha", F"rrers ByP"ss; Archaeological Evaluation 

system, with possible hearths or kilns. 

GEOLOGY 

1lle sile lies upon an area of Great Oolite Limestone and Great Oolile Clays. When the 

trenches were opened they revealed a medium brown mixed day natural substrate, with sandy 

patches and white necking. 

METHODOLOGY 

Six trenches were opened total! i ng c. 188 square metres using a .J CB 3CX equipped with a 

1.5m-wide toothless ditching bucket. The trenches wcrc located in accordance with the 

Brief so as to sample features identified in the geophysical survey and examine apparently 

blank areas. 

The archaeological features present were planned at a scale of 1 :50. Peatures were sampled 

by hand excavation and recorded in accordance with Northamptonshire Archaeology's 

standard single context recording system. Sections Were recorded at a scale of 1:20 and 

spot heights reduced to levels ahove Ordnance Datum. 

Topsoil varied in depth across the site from O.25rn to 0.40m and consisted of brown loamy 

clay, under this lay brown clay subsoil with mixed pebble inclusions. In Trenches 4 and 5 

deep plough marks were visible in the mixed clay natural. 

TIINNUIl 

(20 m x 1.5 m) 
This trench was positioned to exami.llc an enclosure ditch and an area to the west. Towards 

the east clld of the trench were two small gullies running on slightly dilTcr~nt alignments 

(Pig J, 104 and 106). They were both filled with brown clay that contained mixed pebble 

inclusions and charcoal l1ecking. Gully 104 was c. ·t .05rn wide and O.25m deep, it cut 106 

which lay slightly to the west. (:uUy 106 was c. (J.40m deep, c. ·t .21Jm wide and contained a 

few sherds of Roman pottery (Io'illt (7). 

TRENCH 2 
(15111 x 3.0 m) 
This trench was positioned to examine anomalies interpreted as a possihle hearth or kiln. 

NOHTHAMl'1'(!NSH/!1.£ AIIC/IAFOlDGY Page 5 u/1 () 
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Running north-cast tu south-west through this trench were two ditches (206) and (208). 

They wcn: similar to those in T!-ench 3 pU and 311) bcing of similar shape and 

orientation. Ditch 206 (Fill 2(7) yielded two coarse sherds of Roman and Iron Age pottery 

as well as animal hone. Ditch 208 (Fill 209) contained SOme animal bone. The relationship 

between the two was obscured by a modern drain (Fig 4, Section ·1), but the observations 

from Trench 3 indicate that the deeper ditch (206) cut the shallower onc (208). 

1'RENCH) 

(15 m x3.0 m) 
This trench was positioned to examine an area of chaotic geophysical readings in the curner 

of the field. Two large sets of ditches ran through this trench. The earlier two ditches (313 

and 311) ran roughly north-cast to south-west and were cut by two gullies (309 and 307) 

and a ditch (304) running north-west to south-cast (Figs 3 & 4, Sections 2 & 3). Numerous 

land drains cut both the features and a redundant water pipe ran along the length of the 

trench. 

Ditch 313 (Fill 314) yielded a small assemblage of Roman pottery and there were also a few 

sherds from Gully 307 (Fill 30fi). The largest assemblage from the excavations came from 

Ditch 304 (Fill 3(5), which also yielded a fragment of saddle quern and some animal bone. 

There were two .probable Iron Age sherds from Gully 309 and a probable medieval sherd, 

the latter of which may well be intrusive from a field drain. 

TRh"NCH4 

(lOmx1.5m) 
This trench was positioned to examine the northern limit ofthe enclosures, but contained no 

archaeological features. The sub'oil was quite deep and the trench might have been cut 

along the length of a furrow. 

TRENCH 5 
(20 m x 1.5 m) 
This trench was positioned to examine a scatter of small anomalies that may have 

represented pits_ Root disturbance waS present at the eastern side of this trench, but it was 

void of archaeological features. 

TRRNCH6 

(20 m x 1.5 m) 
This trench was positioned to examine the southern limits of the enclosures. Two shallow 

furrows, forming part of medieval field system, ran north-cast to south-west through this 

NOlU lIA MPTONSH1RL AIIClIAL()U)(lY 
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trench. They were c.Jm wide and no marc Ihan 0.25m deep. 

F1NOS 

The evaluation produced a small group of finds dating from the Iron Age and Roman periods. 

The assemblage comprised, pottery sherds, animal bone, fired clay, tile and one Slone quem. 

Most of the material was retrieved from Trench J. 

TilE POTTER Y 
In total there were 32 sherds of pottery weighing c. 453 g. There were very few diagno~tic 

sherds, the majority being abraded body sherds displaying few features and making 

identification difficult. All were coarse wareS. 

Chronologically, the earliest fabric type is four sherds of hand-made shell/tlillted gritted ware 

from Trenches 2 and 3. One was a diagnostic sherd (Context 305), which dates to the early to 

middle lron Age (peTS. corn. D .Iackson) and is furnished with a flat-topped rim and thumbed 

impressions. It is possible that some of the other sherds may be Iron Age but extensive 

abrasion makes accurate identification difficult. 

Fragments of Roman pottery were retrieved from all the trenches. The largest assemblage 

came from Ditch 304 in Trench 3. The presencc of grog-tempered wares in both hard- and 

soft-fired fabrics, together with shell-gritted wares and greywares ~uggests a fiTht to second 

century date for the assemblage. There is a notahle absence of colour-coated wares and fahrics 

which post-date the mid second century. 

CONTEXT NUMBER 
107 20'1 305 306 .,1U 314 402 ~U2 607 

No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt 
1 8 1 20 2 30 . .. -

~.~)ma:o _ -
~t:rnpcTcd 1 :\7 12 1 18 1 _. 

f-;s Shd!-~ritteJ 1 6 1 22 R 106 1 5 1 8 I 
Gn=.yw::Irc 2 H j S 1 '12 1 lH 2 50 1 17 . -

~,;il-ied ware 1 2 I 4 j H 

~,val 1 (, +--.". -
lTldet. 1 3 1 3 
TOTAl. :\ 20 , 30 Ll 156 3 n 3 36 'I ~5 1 IB 3 5:\ 2 32 

6.2 I'm; OTHER n/vlIS 

The other finds include fired-clay (9g), c('rarnic w,i tile (151g) and a large piece of ~tone 

saddle quem from Dilch 304. 

NORTHAM I'TONSf II Ri': A.RC/fAlX )rOGY 
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ANIMAL BONH 

Eighteen fragments (355g) of animal bune from Seven COIl!cxts (207, 209, 30S, 306, and 

607) were examined to determine species present, state of preservation and potential for 

further analysis, 

Fragmentation waS moderate and surface ahrasion was low, Evidence for butchery was 

noted On two picces and canid gnawing on a further two pieces, No evidence of burning was 

noted, 

The species present were Ovicaprid (7 fragments), Ens (7 fragments), Equus (2 fragments) 

and Sus (1 fragment). A single indeterminate fragment was also recorded . 

The small size of the assemblage limits any potential to a brief description of the species 

present. They are all commOn to Iron AgclRomano-British farmsteads. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The absence of archaeological features in Trenches 4, 5 and 6 shows that the geophysical 

snrvey plot reliably defines the limits of the Romano-British enclosures. The chaotic 

anomalies in Trenches 2 and 3, though! to be kilns or hearths, appear to he caused by dumps 

of material in the ditch fills. There was a reasonably large quantity of domestic refuse, 

including a qucrnstone in the ditches in Trenches 2 and J. 

There WaS evidence of intercutting ditches, with at least two phases of ditches on different 

alignments in Trench 3. The pottery recovered indicates that occupation began in the Iron 

Age and continued into the early Roman period, .lthough this chronology was not reflected 

in the stratigraphic phosi ng where the earlier gullies yielded exclusively Roman pottery. It 

is therefore possible that the Iron Age occupation lies outsiue the area investigated. 

The quantity of domestic refuse indicates settlement nearby, but not necessarily within the 

enclosures lying in the road corridor. The main foclJs of occupation would seem to lie to the 

west However, there may b" groups of small features such as pits and post-holes oot found 

in the trenches and not identifiable from the geophysical survey. 

The lack of archaeological features in the northern field (Trenches 4 and 5) may be due to 

N()fITHAMPTONSHJRE ARCHIIEOL()(;Y Page 8 of 1() 
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A6 Rushden - Higham Ferra, Bypass: Archaeological Fvalua{ion 

ueeper ploughing than normal, evidclIlin the plough marks on the geophysical survey and 

visible in the trenches. These would have the potential to remove the shallower gullies. The 

furrows in Trench 6 confirm the presence of medieval agriculture in this field also. 

STATEMENT OF POTENTIAL 

The evaluation provided a modest assemblage of artefacts of Iron Age and Roman date. 

The limited investigations of the site do nut provide a sufficient overview of activity here to 

make further analysis of the material collected worthwhile at this stage. However, the 

material should be added to any further archaeological finds made in later stages of 

mitigation, and the potential of the group as a whole assessed when these further stages of 

mitigation are completed . 

RECOMMENDA nONS FOR MITIGA110N 

Further mitigation of this site should take the form of, 

• an area excavation between Trenches 'I and 3 across (he full width of the road corridor 

(c. 90 m x 60 m in extent). 

• two additional trenches (each c. 30 m x 2 m) positioned to examme the linear 

geophysical anomalies in the southern arca outside the proposed area of excavation. 

The excavation area and trenches should be stripped using a mechanical excavator fitted 

with a toothless bucket, working under archaeological control, to expose the uppermost 

archaeological levels. 

The exposed archaeological deposits should be cleaned by hand as necessary to define their 

extents and plauned. 

Peatllres across the whole of the excavation should be sample excavated so as to define all 

significant relationships, and at the following minimum levels: 

Linq!f ~titches: 5%, targeted at intersections, terminals and evenly spaced segments alollg 

their length. 

Ring/curvilinear ditches: 25% targeted at terminals and in evenly spaced segments. 

Timber structures represented by post-holes, beam slots etc: 50% of each feature. 

Pits: 50% of each feature. 

Bucials and other ~p"eial deposits: full excavatioll 

NomlIAMf'TONSf1l11~ AUCHIIFOLOGY Page 9 o[ 10 
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The excavation should include an appropriate environmental sampling strategy. Bulk 

samples of at least 30 litres should be taken from appropriate contexts for charred plant 

remains. Appropriate samples should also be taken for waterlogged remains, if 

encountered. Strategies for phosphate sampling should also be considered. 

There should be a financial contingency for the scientific dating of appropriate samples_ 

Following completion of fieldwork, a post-excavation assessment report and updated 

project design should be prepared in accordance with standard Northamptonshire and 

English Heritage (MAP2) procedures. The results of the previous evaluation and any other 

work on the site should be incorporated in the assessment. 

The updated research design should include a programme for undertaking appropriate 

analytical research, publishing the resuIts, and depositing the archive in suitable 

museum/rep()sitory. 

'l1Je above recommendations exclude any requirements of the Highways Agency regarding 

the publication and other dissemination/display of the results of the excavation, which 

should be regarded as additional requirements. 

NOl{TIIAMPTONSIIIRE ARCHM{ILOOY 

A. SI':f.1VICE OF NOlnlIAMrTON~lllHE COUN1'Y COUNCIL 

23 NtW, 2001 

NOR 11 III MPTONSHIRE ARCIIII/·.DLOGY Page 10 ofl () 
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of Her Majesty's Stationery Office C Crown copyright. Unauthorised reproduction 
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