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10
Archaeology in the future

MARTIN TINGLE

21st- CENTURY ARCHAEOLOGY 

At the beginning of the twentieth century, 
archaeology was a new discipline that had only 
recently developed from the antiquarianism of 
previous centuries, but transformed by scientific 
methods and the theoretic frameworks of the social 
sciences. It was practised by a small group of 
amateurs drawn from the middle and upper classes 
amongst whom there were both the talented and 
innovative as well as an array of incompetents and 
frauds. A century later archaeology has become a 

mainstream academic discipline taught in most of the 
‘old’ universities and increasing appearing in some 
of the ‘new’. It is also a multi-million pound sector 
of the construction industry. It was estimated in 1999 
that the number of professional archaeologists, made 
up of those employed in commercial archaeology, 
local government planning agencies, national heri-
tage bodies, and museums, numbered over 3000 
(Aitchison 1999). In addition to all this, media cov-
erage, especially from television programmes has 
made archaeology a branch of popular entertainment 
attracting audiences of millions. It is debatable how 

10.1  Time Team filming at the Prebendal Manor House at Nassington in May 2003.
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far these programmes actually reflect the true nature 
of the discipline however it is undeniable that they 
have raised its public profile 

PPG16

The single most important event in the growth of 
archaeology over recent years was the governments’ 
introduction in 1990 of Planning Policy Guidance 
Note 16. This instructed local authorities to consider 
the impact of development on archaeological remains 
before issuing planning permission. Crucially, it en-
sured that the cost of investigating the archaeology 
of any site became the responsibility of the developer 
rather than the local government. As a result of this, 
the old county archaeology units were divided into 
‘curators’ and ‘contractors’. The curators remained 
within the county planning departments maintaining 
a database of all the known archaeological finds 
within the county (the Sites and Monuments 
Record) and advising on the level of archaeological 
intervention that should be applied to each planning 
application. The ‘contractors’ who were initially 
the County Council field archaeologists, became 
notionally independent bodies bidding to take on the 
work that had been stipulated by the curators. For a 
short period the contractors continued to work only 
within their old county boundaries but this quickly 
broke down as the more commercially minded units 
began to bid for contacts in neighbouring areas. 
In addition senior staff began to leave the county 
units to set up small independent organisations 
as did some of the larger university archaeology 
departments. In a recent review of professional 
archaeological activity within Northamptonshire 
during 2003, it was revealed that at least nine separate 
archaeological contractors had been working within 
the county (Horne 2003). 

The impact of these changes on the archaeology 
of Northamptonshire has been an increase in the 
number of rescue excavations in the county carried 
out by a greater variety of organisations. Since 
Northamptonshire is situated at the junction of the 
M1 and M6 and linked to the A1 by the A14, it is 
unsurprising that recent large scale developments 
within the county have been connected to trans-
portation and retailing. At sites such as the Daventry 
International Rail Freight Terminal (DIRFT) and the 
Retail Parks at Brackmills and Couteenhall on the 
edge of Northampton, large scale excavations have 
taken place in advance of development. 

The DIRFT site initially covered an area of 
73 hectares next to the A5 at Crick. Geophysical 
surveys indicated three areas of intensive settlement 
and initially two of these were subject to pre-
emptive excavation between August and December 
of 1994 by Northamptonshire Archaeology (the 
former county council archaeological unit). This 
produced evidence of Roman and Anglo-Saxon 
occupation as well as two Iron Age settlements 
that were unusual both for their density and the 
complexity of their formation (see Chapter 4, this 
volume). A second season of excavations took place 
at the site between August of 1997 and September 
1998, but this time carried out by the Birmingham 
University Field Archaeology Unit. This produced 
yet another extensive and long lived Iron Age 
settlement on either side of a broad palaeochannel. 
A final excavation, carried out by the Swindon 
based Foundations Archaeology in 1999 on the site 
of a proposed hotel, revealed still more Iron Age 
settlement remains 

While it is true that, during the last twenty years, 
more archaeological work has taken place within 
the county than at any period previously, there are 
real problems associated with the expansion of 
commercial archaeology. Competitive tendering 
by archaeological contractors can lead to large sites 
such as DIRFT being divided between a number of 
organisations, which are under no obligation to co-
operate in the final publication of the site. Although 
most contractors are conscientious in their publication 
of site reports, commercial pressures could force 
them to produce reports as ‘in house’ documentation 
that will never reach a wider audience. It also begs the 
question of what would happen to partially completed 
sites if an archaeological contractor were to become 
insolvent. 

PROJECTED THREATS TO THE 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RECORD

Over the last 25 years, the threats to the archaeology 
of Northamptonshire have remained the same, 
however the responses to them have changed. Mineral 
extraction, road building and urban expansion have 
continued devour the landscape but in recent times, 
only after some sort of archaeological investigation 
of the threatened area has taken place. However, 
strategies to mitigate against the unrecorded loss 
of archaeological remains are based on our current 
knowledge of the archaeological record and this has 
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10.2  The Daventry International Rail Freight Terminal under construction. 
Reproduced by permission of the Historic Environment Team. © Northamptonshire County Council 
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sometimes proved insufficient. Twice in the last five 
years Roman villas have unexpectedly come to light 
during construction work in Northamptonshire In 
1999 the construction of a roadway across a housing 
development at Wootton cut through a Roman bath 
complex while the construction of a composting 
facility at Stanion in 2002 revealed the entire wing 
of a villa. However on both occasions, negotiations 
between the developer and the Historic Environment 
Team at Northamptonshire County Council resulted 
in suspension of the development while rescue 
excavations and recording work took place  

Agriculture remains the largest single area in 
which there is little scope to either restrain or 
record the destruction of the archaeological record. 
Although the agricultural erosion of archaeological 
remains has been a feature of the landscape for 
thousands of years, the destruction has accelerated 
with widespread post-war mechanisation. Most 
of this takes the form of the gradual erosion of 
subsoil features and thus has no obvious visual 
impact however a particular problem that affects 
Northamptonshire and other neighbouring Midland 
counties is the destruction of medieval earthworks. 

10.3  The earthwork remains at Lilbourne before their destruction in 1993. 
Reproduced by permission of the Historic Environment Team. © Northamptonshire County Council
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It has been estimated that by 1992, 85% of the ridge 
and furrow that had existed in 1940 was destroyed 
mostly by ploughing (see D. Hall this volume). 
Perhaps the most striking single example of this 
took place at Lilbourne as recently as 1993. When 
the M1 and then the M5 had been constructed the 
junction of the two motorways narrowly missed the 
earthwork remains of a castle mound, associated 
with house platforms and hollow ways, next to an 
isolated church and surrounded by ridge and furrow. 
While the church and the castle mound were legally 
protected, the surrounding earthworks were not and 
consequently these were all completely destroyed 
when the site was ploughed for the first time 
since the medieval period. Throughout the county, 
some preservation and recording of the threatened 
earthworks has been achieved through government 
sponsored conservation schemes, but these have are 
limited in their extent and resources 

FUTURE RESEARCH AGENDAS FOR 
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE

In the latter months of 1999, English Heritage began 
a process of consultation that lead to the production 
of a series of county based discussion documents, 
which sought to establish an agenda for the future of 
archaeological research in various English regions. 
Within this process, a series of papers were written 
that documented the current state of archaeology in 
Northamptonshire and its likely future. It was from 
the first section of these papers that the preceding 
chapters of this volume were derived and from the 
second section that these concluding statements are 
drawn. The original documents can be viewed at:
www.le.ac.uk/ar/east-midlands-research-framework.htm

THE PALAEOLITHIC 
(Greg Phillips and Sandy Kidd)

It is hard to deny that the number of Palaeolithic 
finds from the county is minute when one considers 
that enormous timespan that is covered by the 
period even allowing for the fact that for much of 
this period, the English Midlands would have been 
on the edge or beyond the limit of human habitation. 
It is possible that there could be unrecognised 
examples in archive collections and there is also the 
possibility of new finds such as the recent discovery 
of an in situ knapping site, just over the county 
boundary in Leicestershire. Such discoveries may be 
facilitated simply by re-visiting the locations of the 

few accurately provenanced lower Palaeolithic finds 
to establish whether they truly represent individual 
finds or were part of larger activity areas. The extent 
of gravel quarrying in the Nene valley around 
Northampton should in theory enhance the potential 
of locating primary context palaeo-environmental 
and archaeological sites. 

THE MESOLITHIC 
(Greg Phillips)

Within the river valleys a high priority should be 
given to the to the investigation of gravel islands 
and alluvial fans. This may involve the utilisation of 
specific field survey methodologies that are targeted 
specifically at the discovery of the smaller single 
use sites. Further analysis is required of existing 
lithic assemblages, starting with the attempts to 
refine their dating on typological grounds. Included 
in this assessment would be an examination of 
assemblages such as those recovered by Hall and 
Martin, particularly to identify sites where late 
Mesolithic and Earliest Neolithic material is present 
on the same site. Given the likely scale at which 
Mesolithic communities may have interacted with 
the landscape, it would be of obvious advantage 
to establish links with archaeological groups in 
neighbouring counties.

THE NEOLITHIC AND BRONZE AGE
 (Andy Chapman)

Although Northamptonshire may lack a range 
of upstanding prehistoric field monuments, the 
county has in recent years been subject to several 
high quality landscape surveys and excavations. 
This has included the Raunds Area Project, and the 
publication of the results will form a benchmark 
for such studies at a national level. Unfortunately, 
the inevitable limitations of the current system of 
contract tendering and developer funding mean we are 
unlikely to see research within a development project 
on a comparable scale again. However, this makes 
it more important that we are flexible enough to 
exploit the inevitable chance opportunities that will 
arise within fieldwork carried out primarily on sites 
of later periods. Within the present system, known 
major sites of Neolithic date will have a high priority 
for preservation, but there may be opportunities to 
explore the environs of such sites, such as in potential 
development of the area around the causewayed 
enclosure at Dallington, Northampton. Within the 
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Bronze Age there are numerous recorded ring 
ditches of ploughed out round barrows. Many of 
these will not warrant protection and development 
may provide opportunities to examine some 
examples, as with a round barrow adjacent to a 
new link road to the Brackmills industrial estate in 
Northampton, where radiocarbon dates have been 
obtained for both the round barrow and a satellite 
cremation.

The nature and chronology of the transition be-
tween the Mesolithic and Neolithic is far from 
clear even if it is simply viewed as the extent to 
which agriculture supplemented or substituted for 
hunting and gathering. One way of elucidating this 
may be through more detailed examination of sites 
that appear to have both later Mesolithic and early 
Neolithic elements in their assemblages, but it may 
be that the quality of survival is generally too poor 
to provide significant advances in understanding 
within the county.

The excavation evidence from the county has 
inevitably been biased towards sites on the gravel 
terraces of the Nene valley, and any opportunities 
to excavate Neolithic and Bronze Age sites on the 
higher claylands that cover so much of the county 
must be fully exploited. The recent discovery of a 
causewayed enclosure and associated monuments 
at Husbands Bosworth, Leicestershire near the 
Northamptonshire border, highlights the potential 
that exists (Clay 2002).

Further studies of palaeo-environmental evidence 
for the introduction and development of agriculture 
should be made together with the increased use of 
scientific dating techniques. The broad range of 
survey data that is available for Northamptonshire, 
particularly from the Raunds Area Project, should 
also make it possible to examine the way in which 
different landscape zones were exploited at different 
times.

THE IRON AGE 
(Sandy Kidd)

In order to advance the study of the Iron Age in 
Northamptonshire, a number of interrelated issues 
need to be addressed. Firstly to clarify terminology, 
for instance by establishing a common classificatory/
terminological system for IA ceramics based on 
David Knight’s definitions and guidelines (Knight, 
1998 and forthcoming). Also to review the potential 
for scientific dating and to issue guidelines for proper 
implementation through PPG16.

In the study of settlement and landscape it would 
be a priority to improve the understanding of how the 
Iron Age landscapes developed and functioned and 
the restrictions imposed by the natural environment. 
Continued aerial survey and morphological an-
alysis, aimed at the integration of excavation, 
survey and environmental data could achieve this. 
It would be necessary to recognise the scale of 
study required to investigate landscape change 
and ensure the integrated analysis and publication 
of projects undertaken through PPG16 (e.g. in the 
Upper Nene valley and at Crick) and major backlog 
projects (eg Stanwick villa). There is scope for 
further environmental data for landscape change, 
especially woodland clearance on the claylands as 
well as the application of new techniques such as 
multi-element analysis to enhance understanding of 
landscape function.

In order to improve understanding of the organ-
isation of social and economic relationships, 
the following topics should be considered. The 
application of lipid and stable isotope analyses to 
improve understanding of the relative importance of 
pastoral and arable production. Further research into 
the social and economic role of Northamptonshire’s 
hillforts, including a comprehensive modern restudy 
of Hunsbury hillfort and its museum archive. Further 
research into the social and economic significance 
of distinct settlement types e.g. agglomerated 
settlements, neighbourhood groups. Sub-regional 
identity and diversity also need further study. 
Are Rockingham Forest or northwest Northants 
socially and/or economically distinct from the better 
understood Upper Nene valley/Ise valley? Topics 
that would be appropriate for detailed research 
would include Northamptonshire’s iron industry 
and pit alignments

THE ROMAN PERIOD
(Myk Flitcroft & Jeremy Taylor)

Northamptonshire generally has a wealth of 
information on the Roman period although there are 
still numerous areas in which our knowledge of the 
period could be extended, as well as completely new 
areas of research. Recent trends in Romano-British 
archaeology have tended to emphasis aspects of 
the interaction between native populations and the 
incoming power of Roman imperialism 

Initially, it would help to establish a better under-
standing of later Iron Age society in this area given 
its position on the likely boundary of three tribal 
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groups. A better understanding of the period during 
and immediately after the conquest would elucidate 
the nature of the military occupation that led to the 
establishment of Civitas centres out-side the county. 
The likely re-organisation of the countryside, 
the development of local centres and even the 
construction of the road network are all areas that 
require attention

Specific recommendations for future work might 
include a study of settlement morphology and 
land use in particular landscapes such as those 
of Raunds, Crick, Wollaston and Courteenhall. 
Other areas with potential for landscape study 
may be identified by re-evaluating existing survey 
information (eg Hall & Martin; Foster). There is a 
marked shortage of botanical and faunal reports from 
Roman sites in Northamptonshire indicating that 
palaeo-environmental analysis needs to be prioritised 
in future project briefs.

There is still great potential in the study of in-
dustrial production, particularly regarding the upper 
and lower Nene Valley potteries and Iron production. 
For the former, fabric analysis and the study of kiln 
sites would both increase the understanding of 
the link between settlement and supply as well as 
looking at the relationship between the pottery and 
tile industries. Future research on Iron production 
should refine the basic information we already 
possess and concentrate on areas such as Laxton/
Rockingham Forest and/or the Higham Ferrers/
Bedfordshire borders where significant blocks of 
landscape may still survive to provide contextual 
study of the industry.

In order to increase the understanding of the way 
in which regional identities were expressed during 
this period it may be appropriate to consider factors 
such as regional variation in settlement architecture 
or even portable artefacts. Similarly, the evidence 
from local religious practices, such as structured 
deposition, human burial, especially in boundary 
contexts and even the religious associations of 
architecture may be fruitful areas for future study. 
As a more immediate and practical outcome for 
the Roman archaeology of Northamptonshire, the 
publication of important excavations at small town 
of Ashton is an urgent priority. 

THE ANGLO-SAXON 
(Tony Brown & Glenn Foard)

The nature of the Anglo-Saxon conquest of North-
amptonshire and the restructuring of the post Roman 

economy has yet to be addressed. In consequence, 
excavation of sites spanning the fifth century is a high 
priority. In contrast to the ditch systems of the Iron 
Age and Roman periods, there is no known system 
of early/middle Saxon land division. Does this imply 
that Roman fields continued to be used when Roman 
settlements had been abandoned. There should also 
be a more wide ranging study of settlement change to 
examine the apparent retraction of occupation from 
the boulder claylands.

Since Northamptonshire was cut in half by the 
creation of the Danelaw, the county provides a 
suitable setting for a comparative study to examine 
what effect the political division had the development 
of settlement. Similarly a study of the ‘great re-
planning’ could examine the nucleation of villages 
and their relationship to the creation of common 
fields. A major objective should also be to isolate 
any features in the open field and village plan forms 
that derive from an earlier landscape and thus 
provided the basic framework around which re-
planning took place.

The growth of urban areas and the development of 
markets as well as burhs such as Northampton and 
Towcester requires further study. It would also be 
desirable to establish the relative importance within 
regional and national trade networks, of goods 
originating from Northamptonshire. 

THE MEDIEVAL
 (Glenn Foard)

Factors such as sparse documentation for the period 
before the 13th century creates numerous areas 
which could be illuminated by future research. 
With the exception of pottery production, there is 
a lack of knowledge of medieval industry in both 
urban and rural contexts. Very few pre-15th century 
buildings are known other than churches and a small 
number of manor houses. The identification of any 
surviving buildings of a lower status, such as a small 
hall house that was recently identified at Gretton, 
would be an obvious priority.

Northamptonshire and adjacent areas of Leic-
estershire and Warwickshire represent one of the 
best preserved areas of medieval field systems. 
However, a comparison of field systems mapped in 
the early 1990’s with an aerial survey made in 1999 
revealed considerable destruction had taken place. 
This suggests an urgent need for detailed earthwork 
surveying of threatened areas as well as fieldwalking 
survey of recently ploughed out field systems to 
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devised. For instance, many topics are suitable 
for a mature degree or post-graduate study, or for 
publication in county archaeological and historical 
journals. In all cases there should be some clearly 
defined (academic) end-product for the authors, so 
they do not feel they are doing unpaid work for 
Local Government (even though they are). There 
are many suitable topics, and, above all, many 
types of building survey are required. In some cases 
a particular need is clear enough to be presented as 
a short-term project worthy of an application for 
funding from English Heritage or other bodies. In the 
absence of supporting historical studies, it will be 
impossible to be aware of all the many categories 
of physical remains likely to survive, and they will 
not be adequately dealt with before they disappear. 
If action is not taken, the post-medieval period will 
be not be properly recorded or preserved because 
of failure to generate interest because it is ‘too 
recent’.

INDUSTRIAL ARCHAEOLOGY
(Jenny Ballinger)

The study of the industrial period lags far behind 
that of other periods and a considerable amount 
of work is required to ensure that industrial and 
modern sites and monuments are given due weight 
alongside earlier archaeology. However since 2000 
the profile of the archaeology of industrialisation has 
been raised in the county and a substantial amount 
of work undertaken. 

Northamptonshire Industrial Archaeology Group 
(NIAG) continue their sterling work on behalf 
of industrial archaeology in the county and local 
volunteers continue recording of modern military 
archaeology. The Emergency Recording Team of 
English Heritage (formerly Royal Commission of 
Historical Monuments of England) have undertaken 
a survey of all surviving buildings (including 
factories, workshops, warehouses and leather 
preparation premises) relating to the boot and 
shoe industry and a representative sample of these 
buildings have been added to the statutory list. A 
similar survey of all watermill sites in the county 
has also been undertaken by Geoffrey Starmer of 
Northamptonshire Industrial Archaeology Group. 
English Heritage have complete studies of the 
Cold War monuments including making scheduling 
recommendations in Northamptonshire. Former 
industrial and modern military sites are routinely 
assessed through the planning process using supple-

examine the nature and extent of any manuring 
scatters that were present.

Recent work on smoke blackened thatch roofing 
has revealed a hitherto unsuspected potential for the 
preservation of plant remains. A survey of the more 
than 500 straw thatched buildings in the county is 
needed to identify and protect this rare resource.

Finally, the morphology of settlement remains 
a priority both at currently occupied and deserted 
earthwork sites. Although most of the latter have 
already been surveyed by the Royal Commission for 
Historic Monuments, considerable additional detail 
could be added to their plans 

THE POST MEDIEVAL
(David Hall)

The post-medieval period has an enormous wealth 
of documentary evidence relating to all its physical 
and social aspects. In the past, the known existence 
of written records has encouraged an unwarranted 
neglect of later archaeological remains, by med-
ievalists, on the premise that ‘everything was known’. 
For all the selected topics, except field systems, the 
extent and importance of the archaeological resource 
is not fully known because of lack of a full assessment 
of the historical record.

For the countryside, good examples of hedges 
and of ridge and furrow, have been identified. 
Forest earthworks need protection, and the areas 
of medieval woods require mapping on the SMR 
so that informed advice can be provided about 
tree-planting schemes. Parks and gardens need both 
historical and ground survey work, and comparative 
assessment with neighbouring counties.

Urban settlements need study to ascertain why 
and how they developed in terms of commerce and 
industry. The significance of inns, alehouses and 
stabling requires further work.. The early industries 
of cloth and leather still have several unknowns 
about their respective decline and growth. Building 
materials and buildings require considerable input 
to make the most of the important information that 
they can reveal.

The recent research assessment exercise sought 
to identify areas where specific historical work 
is required urgently, and to ensure that suitable 
landscapes and monuments are preserved to enable 
future archaeological and historical researches to 
be fruitful. Local groups need to be to encouraged 
to undertake specific tasks that are essential to 
progress the research frameworks currently being 
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ONGOING ARCHAEOLOGY IN 
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE

While most of the archaeological activity that is 
carried out in the county is generated by building 
developments, mineral extraction and transport 
projects, an element of purely academic research 
is still present. These range from multi-disciplinary 
studies initiated from university departments to the 
work of local societies and individual fieldworkers.

The villa at Piddington was originally discovered 
in 1781 by limestone quarriers but then was virtually 
forgotten until 1979. Since then it has been the 
subject of one of the longest running programmes of 
excavations in British archaeology. The Upper Nene 
Archaeological Society has raised funds to convert 
a local chapel into a museum and will continue with 
fieldwork at the site for the foreseeable future. As 
well as Piddington, important excavations have taken 
place at Easton Maudit, where a villa, apparently 
with round towers at each end, was revealed and at 
Rushton, the Ise Valley Archaeological Society are 
continuing to excavate an important roman site. In 
the upper Nene valley the Whitehall Farm project 
is a re-examination of the villa at Nether Heyford 
linked to a Community Landscape & Archaeology 
Survey Project (CLASP) 

At a migration period site at Polebrook, excavations 
and geophysical survey are being conducted by a 
team from the Middle Nene Archaeological Society, 
the Nene Valley Archaeological Trust and the Uni-
versity of Brunei. This has produced evidence for a 
series of rectangular buildings within a regular and 
well planned settlement. 

In the spring of 2000 a two year pilot project 
began to prepare for a long-term multi-disciplinary 
study of the Medieval landscape in the Whittlewood 
area. The project, which will look at 11 parishes in 
Northamptonshire and Buckinghamshire, has been 
established by the Medieval Settlement Research 
Group to investigate the origin and survival of con-
trasting patterns nucleated and dispersed settlements 
in the area. It is intended to look at the influence of 
Romano-British land use on later settlement as well 
as the chronology of medieval settlement formation 
and the significance of environment, demography 
and lordship settlement patterns. There will also 
be a consideration of the functioning of villages 
in the 13th and 14th centuries, which will include 
the varied experience of contraction after 1350. The 
methodology will combine documentary and place 

mentary planning guidance 15 (Planning and the 
Historic Environment) and PPG 16 (Planning 
and Archaeology) and a substantial number of 
buildings have been recorded prior to demolition, 
conversion or redevelopment. Where possible active 
conservation of sites is encouraged through use of 
Defra’s agri-environment schemes. To date there has 
been only one excavation specifically targeted at the 
industrial period – on the line of the former Stoke 
Bruerne to Blisworth plateway. Northamptonshire’s 
Modern and Industrial Heritage: A Management 
Strategy 2001-2006 has been produced and although 
not formerly adopted and only partially implemented 
due to resource issues this document lays down a 
framework for the future development and study 
of the industrial period in Northamptonshire. In 
a wider context Diane Sutherland has produced 
Northamptonshire Stone, an authoritative work on 
the geology and building stone of the county. 

There is, however, a considerable amount of work 
yet to be done, particularly on the larger research 
questions. Why did the county not experience 
large-scale industrialisation until after 1850? Were 
the factors behind industrialisation/urbanisation in 
Northamptonshire similar or different to those in 
counties that had experienced industrialisation at 
an earlier date? Did industrialisation / urbanisation 
improve or worsen the living conditions of the 
population of Northamptonshire. What was the 
full extent and impact of military activity up to and 
including the Cold War?

There are a wide range of individual research 
topics which would beneficially aid an understanding 
of the industrial period in Northamptonshire. 
These include the link between craft industry 
and larger scale manufacturing with emphasis 
on the type of accommodation used for domestic 
industry; the relationship between urbanisation / 
communications revolution within the county with 
an emphasis on the production and distribution 
of bricks; power sources for factories and other 
industrial complexes; the relationship between 
development of planned farms, enclosure, land 
ownership and new ‘scientific’ methods of farming; 
better understanding of the role and extent of 
field buildings in the landscape; continuity and 
change in settlement patterns in the county and 
the impact of the Co-operative Movement on the 
social, economic and physical development of 
settlements. 
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10.4  The excavation of a migration period settlement at Polebrook 
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In addition, the Northamptonshire Gardens Trust 
have an ongoing programme of historic parks 
and gardens surveys while the Northamptonshire 
Industrial Archaeology Group have a continue to 
study the countys’ rapidly disappearing industrial 
legacy. Military archaeology was recently promoted 
by a national survey of the ‘Defences of Britain’ 
which have a regional expression in groups such as 
the Sywell Aviation Museum and the Carpetbagger 
Aviation Museum at Harrington. A national scheme 
for the identification and recording of individual 
finds, the local Portable Antiquities Scheme, has 
lead to the appointment of a Finds Liaison Officer for 
Northamptonshire. This post has been particularly 
important in encouraging metal detectorists to 
provide information about their finds which can be 
incorporated within the county sites and monuments 
record. Individual metal detectorists and groups 

name evidence with fieldwalking, earthwork survey, 
environmental sampling, geophysics and eventually, 
small-scale excavation (Jones 2000). The progress 
of many of these various projects can be accessed 
through the website of the Northamptonshire 
Archaeological Society (www.northants-
archaeology.org.uk). 

In 2004, Dennis Jackson began a study within 
the Hunsbury hillfort, both to assess the nature and 
extent of surviving archaeological and to examine 
the options for their long-term preservation and 
management.. This began with a geophysical survey 
of the area around the east entrance, which revealed 
the location of the quarry edge within the hillfort. 
This was confirmed by subsequent trial trenching 
which demonstrated that far more of the hillfort 
interior had survived than had previously been 
imagined. 

10.5  Dennis Jackson at the Hunsbury Hillfort during geophysical survey of the interior.
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upper Palaeolithic Lyngby Axe, the only known 
Iron Age lead torc, the only demonstrable Roman 
vineyard, two of the five known Roman baptismal 
fonts with Chi-Rho monograms and one of only 
four Anglo-Saxon helmets yet found. It has one of 
the most completely excavated Roman villas in the 
country at Piddington and at Raunds, the largest 
and most comprehensive integrated excavation and 
landscape survey ever carried out in Britain. Despite 
the destruction of the last 50 years it still retains 
some of the country’s best surviving medieval 
earthworks of field systems and villages. 

In 1974 John Steane wrote The Northamptonshire 
Landscape as part of a series edited by WG Hoskins 
entitled The Making of the English Landscape. It 
was then the latest attempt in a tradition that dated 
back to John Bridges, to summarise and explain the 
historic environment of Northamptonshire. Thirty 
years later this volume has attempted to continue 
the process, in the hope that if people understand 
their archaeological heritage, they will appreciate 
its value and ensure its continued preservation and 
study for the archaeologists of the future. 

such as MARS (Midlands Archaeological Research 
Society) have been invaluable in rescue excavations 
and research projects such as work on the Naseby 
battlefield and the Grafton Regis Civil War siege.

The tradition of individual fieldworkers continues 
to be represented by the likes of David Hall who is 
completing his long term Northamptonshire Survey, 
parish by parish. Similarly, Gill Johnston and Burl 
Bellamy are currently engaged in research on 
Fineshade, castle, abbey and its landscape and Mark 
Richardson and Mark Patenhall continue to record 
worked flint from the quarries and fields around 
Wollaston and Irchester.

CONCLUSION

Archaeology in Northamptonshire has been 
transformed in the last 30 years. The county, and 
indeed most of central England, was once dismissed 
as an area devoid of significant archaeological 
remains that predated the early medieval period. 
Today we know this to be untrue. In terms of finds 
alone, Northamptonshire boasts the only known 

Fig  Higham Caption: In sub zero temperatures 
during December 2002, two young visitors 
experimenting with Roman writing tablets 
were amongst the 400 who attended an Oxford 
Archaeology open day in Higham Ferrers 


