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Preface

All statements and opinions in this document are offered in good faith. Souterrain Archaeological
Services Ltd (Souterrain) cannot accegsponsibility for errors of fact or opinion resulting from data
supplied by a third party, or for any loss or other consequence arising from decisions or actions made
upon the basis of facts or opinions expressed in this document.

Fieldwork

Martin Wilson BA HonaMCIfA, MIEnvSc, MEAGE, $&A
Dr Matthew EdgewortiBA Hons PhDIAfA, FSA
Mercedes Planas BA, M34Sc Eng), MCIfA

Report: Martin Wilson

Report Edit:Mercedes Planas
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Summary

In April / May 2015, sevenevaluation trenchesvere excavatedn a former orchardin the village of
Cogenhoe, Northamptonshirén an area which had the potential to reveal evidenc®omaneBritish
and Earlymedievalactivity or occupation The proposeddevelopmentsite is approximately0.9 ha and
the trial trenches provided a sample of approximately 4.6%

Archaeological features were exposed in four of the trenches. These comprised three gullies, a ditch and
an arrangement of eleven poehbles, the latter considered to be the site of an early medievalibgil

A single sherd of Angi®axon pottery was found in one of the pbstes. The overall assemblage of
carbonisedcereal grains and other planbhacrofossils recovered from the pdgiles and three other
linear features are congruent with the Anglaon period or later.

Souterran Archaeological Services Ltd. June 2015 6
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1. SCOPE OF THE DOCUMENT

1.1  ThisreportK I & 6SSy LINBLI NBR o6& {2dziSNNI Ay ! NOKI S2f¢
for Architectural Tectonicéthe Agent) on behalf oMr | Roy, Esq., Station Road, Cogenhibe
presents the results of an archaeological evaluatwrtrial trenchingat a Proposed Application
Site (Fig.1) the former site of Penr@ Orchard, Station Road, Cogenhoe, Northamptonshikg (i K S
{ A iT®&dbjéctive of the evaluatiois to assess thesignificance of potential buried heritage
assetsto assist in the determination @ planning application.

2. PLANNING BACKGROUND

2.1 A preapplication discussion took place at the Site on th& Rfarch 2015, between the Agent
andLiz Mordue, Assista§rchaeological Advisor of Northamptonshire County Couheile@fter
Wi I 1M viav of the archaeological sensitivity of thdocality (post4), the AAA has
recommendedhe implementation of a programme of archaeological work in accordance with a
Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI), approved in advance by the BAeApurpose of the
work is toensure thatpotential buriedremains of archaeological importangg the Siteare
adequately investigated and recordedrhis isih accordance witithe National Planing Policy
Framework.

22 The archaeological investigation was undertaken in accordance with a Written Scheme of
Investigatiol whichwas prepared in response Brief provided bythe AAA.

3. SITE LOCATION AND ASPECT

3.1 The proposed development site is located on tiweth side of the village Cogenhoe, centred on
national grid reference E482920, N260830. It comprises an open parcel ofneraduing
approximately0.9ha,situated to north of Station Road and to the west of Church Street. Until
recently, the site was a mature orcharthe trees have been recently felled and the stumps are
just above ground level. The ground is fairly level throughout at approximately 85m OD

3.2 The geology is understood to be comprised largely of Northamptonshire sand and Ironstone. In
the north pat is understood to comprise Oadby Member diamictompomrly sortedterrigenous
sediment.

3.3 The proposed development sities outside othe Designated Conservation Area of Cogenhoe.

4, ARCHAEOLOGICBACKGROUND

4.1 Theproposed development sitevas considered to have the potential to contain archaeological
remains pertaining tahe Iron Age, RomanBritish and Early MedievdAnglaSaxon) periods.
5FGF YR FNOKIFS2ft23A0rt Ay@SadAdalrarzy NBLRNJI
Historic Environment Recoravere reviewed on the 20 April 2015. The information is
summariseds follows:

! NPPF paragraph 141

2t SyyQa hNOKFNRE {dFdA2y wSRSIOE0R IcRemSof IKVRsSgationfar NdAKcharoldiicaly & K A NB £
Evaluation Project: SOU1899, April 2015V.1,Souterrain Archaeological Services Ltd

% Brief for a Programme of Archaeological Investigation of Land at@@mhard, Station Road, Cogenkib&th April 2015)

Souterran Archaeological Services Ltd. June 2015 7
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4.2

4.3

44

4.5

4.6

Iron Age and Romana®ritish Periods

A range of discoveries dating from the Iron Age and RonBaitsh period have been made in

the vicinity of the Site. The earliest known find vaa&omarcremationurn andsomecoinsin

the 18" century®, which is thought to have been located somewhénethe field to the NE
(c.200m). Another urn was exposed during railway construction work some 200m or so to the N
of the Site in the 1840s

A probable area of late Iron Age and RomdBriish occupatiof, and a possibleemetery,
existed about 2@m to the west of the Sitehetween St Peters Way to the north and Station
Road to the south The evidence came to light during house building in the second half of the
20" century. The first discovery, in 1951, comprised of three inhumation burialsdaft and

two childreri. Abronze bracelefound with the burials was stylistically dated to the Romano
British period. In 1962, andhaped corn drying oven, of*3r 4" century date was excavated,
and later preserved in a front garden (now No.5, Cdtn &lose¥’. Further discoveries include a
4™ century Romarcoinfound in the back garden of No.16 Station Rgad 24m SSé&f the Sitel’

and, in 1971,a number of wstratified artefacts were recovered from the locality including
possible Iron Ageottery, Roman pottery and roof tile, querns, bronze personal items and coins,
also of & and 4" century daté? Roman ditches were also noted during construction wémk.
1975, a late Roman inhumatiasf a decapitatedmale, with the head placed betweerhe legs,
was found in a gardéfabout 130m SW of the Site.

Possible ditchesf Romaro-British datehave been identifiedrom aerial photographs, in a field

b 2F {G tSGSNRa 21 & 0o'Omn99n Xil diripping frS watgipelipeF (G K S
took place in the vicinify (c. 10m- 145m NW of the Site). The works, within an 8m wide pipeline
corridor did not expose any archaeological features, although three sherds of pottery and a late

2" century AD coin were recovered from topsoil.

Aditch containing latdron Agepottery was found in 1972 during ground work on the south side
of the historicvillage (c.290m SW of the Site

The Early Medieval Period

It is postulated that ditches known from cropmartsthe northwest of the Site denote the site
of a possible Saxon settleméhtPottery has been found above them during fieldlking® and
ten sherds dating from thearlyto middle Saxomeriod wererecoveredduring the construction
of a Surface Water Sewer across the same ard®97 (c.250 NWj.

* HER 2118/0/1SP 83 61

® HER ENN2110/0/GP 8300 6000
®HER2126, SP 8281 6069
"HER2126/1, SP 8280 6070

8 centred at SP 826607

® HER2126/1/1, SP 8280 6070

Y HERENN10124

" HER2126/0/0, ENN9116, SP 8302 6069
2 HER2126/0/0

B HER2126/1/2, SP 8281 6069

4 sp 828 609

S HER ENN17318092/0/0 SP 828 609
16 5p 831 605

Y HER2132/1

18 HER ENNS8942, HER32/0/0

¥ HER ENN17313P 828 609
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The Medieval Period

4.7  The Ste is understood to be situatedn the western periphery of the medieval settlement of
Cogenhoe. The focus of the historic settlement was centred at Church Street, just over 100m to
the east of the Site. S YSRA SOt @Attt 3S SEGSYRSR 06S@82yR
northeast of the present villagé Earthwork remains of closes, house platforms and scarps have
been recorded on either side of Mill Lahgc.300- ¢.550m NE of the Site). To the north and
northwest of this area there are three linear portiparallel to the course of a mill stream,
which are considered to be contemporary with medieval ridge and furrow earthwdrks.
addition, several¥ dzy” #i¢dS/idage earthwork@have been recorded by aerial photography,
¢.130m northnorthwest of the Sité®, while a earlier part of the medieval settlement &so
unders;(;:)d to have been situatedh the vicinity of Cotton Farm, abodb0mto the southeastof
the Site™.

4.8 Prior to a private Inclosure Award of 1827, there were three open fields in Cog&nkoewn as
Upper Field, Middle Field and Lower Field. These were located on the eastern and southern sides
of the settlement. Earlier smaller enclosures had taken place before the Award, these to
northeast and east of the village. The remaingidfe andfurrow may still be seen in some of
these areas.

Recent Archaeologicalork

4.9  Over the past two decadesseries of archaeological investigations have taken place in proximity
to the Site, prompted by planning applications for new house<d.996, four tial trenches (each
c.25m x 1.5n) were excavatedetween 10m and 80m beyonthe western periphery ofthe
Site®. They revealedhree gullies and four postholesill of uncertain dateand function. Ten
years laterfive trial trenches each 13m by 1.5 SNB SEOI @ § SR 35d400H G @ t &
SV of the Site), althogh there was no significant archaeology predeéminother evaluation, of
five trenches(each13mx 1.5n) G221 LX I OS IniMay{ 20086, but &gais, M@ a 2 |
archaeological evidence wafound®. In 2009, deskased assessments were prepared for
proposed developments at Nos. 37 and 76 Station Eoadwatching brief was subsequently
undertaken during groundwork at land to the rear of No. 76, although nothing of archaeological
significancewas reveale®. Trial trenching took place in June 2012 on land at Watts €lose
(c.160m SW of the Site) which revealed a possible agricultural drainage ditch, or field boundary,

**HER2129

' sp 831611

*2 Sp 829 61¢5P 831 612

*HER 2129/0/6, SP 829 610

>4 SP 833 605

% HER 9058, SP 83 61 (point)

% HER 16965/0/1, SP 828 6@8NA | f 9 EOF @ GA2y G { ( ®tosskir Mifuary 2996gNorthangp@dS Y K 2 S 3
Archaeology

" HER ENN14528, Chapman, A. 2008NDOK | $2f 23A 0Kt ¢NAFf 9EOIGFaGAzy i, {Go t
Northampton Archaeology

% HER ENN104161, Peachey M & Murphy, K.28@haeological Evaluatidn @ { G ® t SGSNDa 21 &% ,/ 23SyK
Archaeological Project Services, CPWO06

2 Warner, A. 2009 (AugPeskbased Assessment for land at 37 Station Road, Cogenhoe, Northamptohiriteampton
Archaeology, Rep.09/7&8eskbased Assessmeni6 Stdion Road, Cogenhoe, Northamptonshikorthampton Archaeology,

July 2009.

% HER ENN105844Archaeological Watching Brief on Land at the rear of 76 Station Road, Cogenhoe, Northamptonshire.
Northampton Archaeology2011.

% HER ENN105929; HER 4997, SB@27
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again of uncertain date. The development plot was subsequently monitored glurin
groundwork?, but no archaeology was found.

Historic Map Evidence
4,10 The first editionOrdnance Surveyl:2,500 scale map of 1885 shows the Site as part of an
enclosed field. The orchard was planted at sometime between 1927 and 1952.

5. OBJECTIVEY¥ THE EVALUATION

5.1 The broad purpose of the evaluation was to identify any buriacchaeologicaremains that
might be affected by the proposed developmeandto assess their significance, condition and
age in order tohelp formulate an appropriatéevel of mitigation to ensur¢hat archaeological
interest of the site is safeguarded

5.2 TheWritten Scheme of Investigatidhus advocated a series of Researdije@tives as follows:

i. to ascertain the location, extent, nature, and date of aaschaeological features or
deposits that may be present;

ii. to establish the integrity and state of preservation of any archaeological featores
deposits that may be present;

iii. to assess the significance (by sample excavatibrgrchaeological remains wdh will
assist in thaletermination ofanappropriate level of mitigation;

iv. to establish the date, nature and extent pastactivity or occupatiorat the proposed
development site

V. torecover artefacts to assist in the development of type series within the region;

vi. torecover palaeenvironmental remains to determine local environmental conditions

Research priorities

53 Given thearchaeological backgrounthe proposed évelopmentsite was considered to have
potential for buried archaeological remaidating from thelron Age to Roman8ritish period
FYR GKS 91 NI &f laBRy\ S bdf XheEReariyjfiéld2data to contribute to the
following Research Objectives (R@entified for the regionby the Updated Research Agenda
(URA of theResearch\gendaand Strategyfor the HistoricEnvironmenbf the EastMidlands™:

Iron Age:

1 The refinement of first millennium BC ceramic chronology, by absolute dating
mechanism andypological analysedR0 4B);

%2 HER ENN105929, Peachey,. 2012 (Sept). Archaeological Evaluation on land at Watts Close, Cogenhoe, Northamptonshire,
Archaeological Project Services, Rep. 67/12; Archaeological Monitoring & Recording on land at Watts Close, Cogenhoe,
Northamptonshie, Archaeological Project Services, Rep.95/12.

s Knight, D, Vyner, B. & Allen, C. 20R2searchAgendaand Strategyfor the HistoricEnvironmentof the EastMidlands,East

Midlands Heritage: An Updated Research Agenda and Strategy for the Historic Environment of the East Midlands
(Nottingham/York).

Souterran Archaeological Services Ltd. June 2015 10
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6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

6.6

1 The assessment of the evidence for the evolution of Late Iron Age (LIA) settlement
hierarchies (R@B. This may have particular regard e continuity and development
of Late Iron Age settlements in the Roman period (URB&4%

RomaneBritish period (AD 48.410):

1 The creation of RomanBritish regional pottery corpora and the publication of key
production centres (RO 5A). This may have with particular regard to enhancing
knowledge of developing pottery industridsiring the Conquest period (URA 5.1.1).

9 The support of scientific analysis of human rem#R®: 5D).

1 The promotion of integrated studies of subsistence, diet and health (RO 5E); this with
particular regard to the diet of the population in rural settlemg (URA 5.5.3).

9 The investigation of the landscape context of Rom&nmitish rural settlements (RO 5H).
This may consider: the impact of the Roman Conquest on rural settlement (URA 5.4.1);
variability and intewrelationship of patterns of rural settlemén(URA 5.4.3); the
development of field boundary networks over time and comparison with earlier systems
of land allotment (URA 5.4.4); and Patterns in the location of settlements in the
landscape (URA 5.4.5).

1 Artefacts: production, distribution and socidentity (URA 5.6).

Early Medieval

1 The impact of Germanic and Scandinavian immigration upon rural settlement patterns
(URA 6.4 1); and the progression from dispersed to nucleated settlement and the growth
of settlement hierarchies (URA 6.4.4).

METHODOLOGY

The evaluation fieldwork was carried obetween the 26" of April and the T of May, 2015.
Severtrial trenches (Figure 2) wemxcavatedoy mechanical excavatoising a toothless bucket
under direct guidance of an experienced archaeidbg

The layout of the trenches wagrangedto provide a representativeoverageof the proposed
developmentsite. The positionsof the trenchesand were accurately surveyed ©rdnance
Survey National Grid eardinates and orthometritieights by means of RTK Differential GPS

Deposits of archaeological interest were investigatesihg hand tools.

An achaeological context recording system was used for registering textual descriptions and
stratigraphic relationships of depdsi

A digital photographic record was made of each trench. The photographic record also includes
working shots which represent more generally the nature of the site and the fieldwork.

All records are referenced with th&orthamptonshire HistoricEnvironment Record Event
numberENN 10761

Souterran Archaeological Services Ltd. June 2015 11
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6.7

7.2

7.3

74

7.5

7.6

7.7

7.8

The investigation was conducted with due consideration to Health and Safety and in accordance
with the requirements of the Written Scheme of Investigation and the Chartered Institute for

I NOKI S2f 234 4a0aQ Staad@$an@ Guiddnée yoRAzDamgichl FieRlEvaluation
(2014.

TRIAL TRENCHIRGSULTS

Seven trenches were excavated across fiteposed @velopmentsite (Fig.3, representing
approximately 4.6% dhe proposed evelopmentsite. Archaeological features were present in
four of the trenches: Trenches 1, 2, 5and 7.

Ly (KS RSaONARLIIAZ2zya 6KAOK F2ffz263s O2yiGSE
features), whilst those in round brackets denote layers, deposits diilstructures.

Trench 1

The trench located in the NW part of the sitwas 30m long by2m wide and orientated
WSW/ENHKFig2). The geological stratum (108pmprised compact light orang@own sandy
clay. The height of this horizon rose graduéidm WSW to ESE: 85.46m to 85.26m (midpoint) to
85mAOD

Cut into the geological stratunmvas a gully [104]c.0.35m and ¢.0.23m dedpig. 3 to 9, which

ran perpendicular to the trencfor a visible distant of 2mrhe gullycontained a single fi(l105)

of mid-brown silty clay.There were no artefacts present. A soil sample revealaingle grain
barley (Hordeumsp.) two grains ofemmer/ spelt wheat Triticum dicoccum/ speljaand one
indeterminate cerealgrain (post Section 8, Table 2). Non-cereal taxa included commoly

chickweed §tellaria media

Thegully [104]was sealed by a layer of subsoil (102) comprised of compact mid clangs

silty clay, ¢0.5m - 0.54m thick.The topsoil (101) was ¢.0.26- 0.3m thick and composed ofith
grey-brown clayey silt, very loose with abundant tree roots. No artefacts were present in the
subsoil or topsoil.

Trench 2

This trench was located in the northern half of the site @idt measured 30m long by 2m wide

and was orientated NNW/SSEhe average depth of the trench was 0.6Fhe geological stratum
(203) atthe NNW end of the trenchvas reached at 84.22m AOD. It compridigght orange

brown sandy clay. The height of this stratum graduialtgeasedo c.84.64m AOD midiay along

the trench, andto 84.29m AOD at the SSE end. Outcropping bands of sandstone were present in
the central to SSE half of the trench.

In the NNWhalf of the trencheleven postholes were revealed, cut into the geological stratum
(Figs.6 to 9). They appeared to represent the site afsingle structurgi.e. a building) The
spacing betweerthem was variable some notably closer, between 0.08m and 0.2{ine.
[218]+220] and [208}-[201]+[212], while others between 0.46rand 0.84n (i.e. [212]+[214]
and [204}+[206]+[208]) They were either suircular or elliptical in plan.HE top diameters
were generally between 0.38 and 0.50m, while théasediameters generally between 0.85
and 0.33m(Figs. 6 and 9, Sections 2 to 10 Their depthsranged between 0.10m and 0.34m,
while sideswere generally between 45°and 75° and bases flat or#flaarEach poshole had a
single fill, composed afompactmid-dark greyish clay silt, with occasional flecks of charcoal.

Postholes [214] and [216] seem to represdhe replacement of a postFigs.6 and9, Sectiorb),
although since their fills were undifferentiated it was not possible to determirtbeir

Souterran Archaeological Services Ltd. June 2015 12

o



ArchaeologicaEvaluationReportt S y @réhard CogenhoeNorthamptonshire

79

7.10

7.11

7.12

7.13

7.14

chronological relationshidt is assumed thateature [224], againsthe trench baulk(Figs.6 and
9, Section 2)represens eitheranother posthole orpossiblytwo adjoinng postholes.

A very small amount oframal bone fragments were presentsixof the postholes: [210], [212],
[214], [219, [220] and [222]. Thesewere from cattle, sheep/ goat and pifpost 8.1, Tablel).
Struck fint was recovered fronposthole [212] and debitage from posholes[204] and R20.
(post. 8.3). A single sherd gbrobable early Angk&axon potery (. AD400-650) was present in
posthole [21Q (post.8.2).

Soil samples were analyseddm the fill of each posholes.A small amount otarbonisedcereal
grain was recovered fromnine of them, attesting to the cultivation of barlefHordeumsp.)
wheat (Triticum dicoccumkpeltgd) and oat (Avenasp.) (post 8.7, Table2). The samples also
produced noncerealtaxa, commonly associated with cultivation.

The postholes weresealed by a layer of subsoil (202) comprised of compact mid oHaruyen
silty clay, c. 0.8 thick. A single body sherd of L @enturyblackglazedpottery was found in the
subsoil. The topsoil (201) was c.0.3m thick and composed of mid-lgreyn clayey silt, very
loose with abundant tree roots; no artefacts were present.

Trench 3

Thetrench was located in the NE part of the s{t&ég.2;Fig10). It measured30m long by2m

wide and was orientatedNNW/SSE. The depth of the trench at the NNW end was 0.5%im.
gradually decreased to 0.4m ovardistance of c. 5nmand remained at0.38m - 0.4mthereafter.

The geology (303) was orangeown sandy clay with occasional ironstone fragments;
comparable to that of Trenches 1 and 2. There were no archaeological features present. The
subsoil (302) was notably greater in depth at the NNW end ofttiech (c.0.4m)gradually
decreasing to .©.24mmidway along the trench and to c.0rh at the SSE end. The topsoil (301)
was generally between. 0.80and 0.23m thick throughoutNo artefacts were present in the
topsoil or subsoil.

Trench 4

The trench was located in the west part of the site (Bjdig.1). It measured30m long by 2m

wide and was orientatedNNW/SSEThe heightof this horizon was between ¢.85.92m AOD
(NNW)and ¢.86.13mAOD(SSE)The geology consisted of light yellowy brown sandy clay. There
were no archaeological features or finds present, although there were occasional ploughmarks
running SSWNNE showing in the surface of the geold§ig.12 which were considered to be
either lae postmedieval ormodern (post 9.4). The subsoil (402yas c.03m -35m thickand
comprised midorangebrown silty clay. Itwas considered to be redundant ploughsoil. The
topsoil (401) was dark grelgrown loose silty clay with abundant roots, c.0n2§ 0.3m thick.

Trench 5

The trench was located near the centre of the $f&y.2) It measured 30m long by 2m wide and
was orientatedWSW/ENE. The height of the geological stratumas 85.26m AOD at the WSW
end, gradually decreasing to 85.03m AODtle ENE end. The ENE end was sondaged by
machine at the ENE end to confirm the geology. In the ENE half, a narrowf5@4li§/8] ran
more or less parallel to the trench for a distancecofam (Figs. 13 and 14 Its fill was very
similar in colour to the geological stratum. Three segments were ‘exedvated through the
gully (Fig 13 and 15Sections 11 to 13 The feature was between 0.4band 0.59m wide and
quite shallow, c.0.0m to 0.1m, with sides sloping gy to a flattish or concave base. There
were no artefacts present. A sample from fill (505) obtained a single graihext (Triticumsp.)
(post Section8, Table.2).

Souterran Archaeological Services Ltd. June 2015 13
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7.15

7.16

7.17

7.18

7.19

7.20

The gully[504/6/8] was sealed by a layer of subso#0@) comprised of compact mid orange
brown silty clay, c. Or8 thick, above which lte topsoil 601) was c.0.3m thick andf similar
composition to that witnessed in all of the trencheo Hrtefacts were presern the subsoil or
topsoil.

Trench6

Thetrench was located in the southern part of the s{tég.2 Fig.16. t was oriented WSW/ENE
and measured 30m long by 2m wide. The height of the geological stré®®®) increased
gradually from 8%2m AOD at the ENE end of the trench8®64mAQD at te WSW end. There
were no archaeological features present. The sub&fiPY was generally ¢.0.2m thick and the
topsoil ¢.0.2m thick. There were no artefacts present.

Trench?7

The trench was located in theEpart of the site(Fig.2). It was orientedNNW/SSEand measured
30m long by 2m wideThe depth of the trench varied between 0.63mNW), 0.3m (midpoint)
and 0.6m (SE)Yhe geological stratunj708)wascomprised ofight yellowy brown sandy claits

height at the NNW end of the trenclvas at 84.50m AOD Thisgradually increasd to 84.82m
AOD mid wy along the trench with a gently fadl 84.70m an the S end.

Two archaeological features weepresent:a ditch [703] at the NW end of the trench, and a
gully [706] in the SE part of thegench (Fig.2, 17 and 22 Both features were cut into the
geological stratumThe evaluation trench was extended t@etNNW to expose sufficient oftch

[703]. The ditch was between GrBand 0.98m wide and aligned NW/SE, and was visible for
about 5m(Figs. 17 to 20)Thke handexcavated segment revealed a depth of ¢.0.5m eadable
profile. The ditch sides NW side of the segment were steeply inclined between a®J0ato a
flattish base (Fig.1&ection 80 = g KA f S (i K S-shape (LIS, BéctiolilS with sides W+ Q
inclinedat ¢.60°. Two fills wee present. The primary fill (7950.1m-.0.2m thick, was composed

of light yellowy brownsandy clay with abundant pebbles, stones and pieces of ironstone
(<0.15m) very similar in colour and constituents as the geological stratum. It was interpreted as
aninitial erosion productThe uppeffill (704), was 0/3-0.4m thick and composed of mid orange
brown silty sandy clay with unsorted pebblatonesand pieces ofronstone (<0.1m).

Thete were no datablartefacts presentA fragment of pig bone and piece from a sheep or goat
were recoveredfrom fill (704) (post 8.1, Tablel). Thesoil samplefrom fill (704) produced a
small, though varied assemblageaafrbonised cereal graifpost. 8.10; Table 2)three of hulled
barley (Hordeumsp.);two of barley(Hordeumsp.);three of free-threshing type wheatTriticum
aestivum/ turgidun); six ofwheat (Triticumsp.);five of Oat(Avenasp.)and eight othersof an
indeterminate nature A possiblgpeaseed(Pisumsativun) wasalso present.

The gully [706tan across the trench on a WSW/ENE alignngEigs. 21 to 24)twasc.0.15n to
€.0.18m deep and c.0.42m wide, with a concave base. It contairs@agée fill (707xomprised of

mid orange brown silty sandy clay, with no clearly discernible division with the subsoil layer (702)
above it. There were no artefacts present. The environment soil sample was devoid of
carbonised plant remains.

Both ofthe archaeological features in Trench 7 were sealed by a layer of subsoil (703) composed
of mid orange brown silty sandy clay with ironstone cobbles. The thickness of the layer varied
between c.0.35 (NNW) to c.0.16 (midpoint), to ¢.0.33m (SSE)with the topsoil equally
variable between c0.15 and c0.35m.
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8. THE FINDS

The Animal Bone by Matilda Holmes PhD, ACIfA

8.1 A small assemblage of animal bone was recorded. It was well preserved and comprised bones
and teeth from cattle, sheep/ goat and pig (Taldle The ample sizes were too small to
comment further on.

Table 1Animal pecies represented (NISP)

Context No. | Taxa | Element Comments
211 2 | umm | ulf
211 1| ox vl
211 1| pig pmax
211 1] slg rad r pf fresh break
213 1| ub ulf
213 1| umm |rib
215 3| umm | ulf
215 1| ox tuml1/2
215 1] slg fem du
219 1| sl/g tum1/2
219 1| sl/g tib
221 1| sl/g tib gnawed
223 1| sl/g rad ruln f
223 1] ox max ml nd m2
704 1| pig tc male
704 1| sl/g tib fresh break
Total 19
ThePottery Identification byJdackie Wells MA

8.2 A single body sherd gfrobable AngleSaxonpottery was present in postole [210] / fill (211)
Its regional fabric typeis A31 (Bedsf. The sherd (12g) is black, unglazed, very hard, with
striations of manufacture on its interior. Its inclusgoare predominarily poorly sortedsub
angular to subrounded milky coloured quartz (GL5mm) Also present ismoderate calcareous
material, and rare iron ordn the absence of diagnostic middle Saxon wares such as Mgpey
the sherd may date to the early Saxperiod, cCAD400-650

TheSruckFlint by Andrew Peachey BA MCIfA

8.3 Seven pieces (33g) of struck flint in a moderately patinated and rolled conditeye recovered
from three postholesPosthole 213] contained a core fragment, small blade and blade&itall
bladelike chips/debitagavere frompost-holes[205] and[221].

3 Bedfordshire Type Series. There is presently no known Northamptonshire equivalent.
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8.4  The core fragmentrom posthole preserves part of a single facettstteindicative of repeated
small blade removals, utilizing a perpendicular striking platform created by the removal of a
tablet-like flake The depth of the core is comparable the length of the small blade in the same
context (25mm), though the latter is clearly derived from a different nodule. The blade was
removed using sofhammer percussion, and a limited exteh ¥ Wg S| N | NRPdzy R (K¢
the bulbar end is probablthe result of platform preparation by abrasiomhebladelike chips
(each <1g) represent a similar process of creating ridges to facilitate accurate blade removal, or
removing overhangs that may obstruct the same process. These methods of core teghaiatbg
maintenance are particularly associated with blade production in the Mesolithic period, although
may continue into the earlier Neolithic, where techniques evdliceutilize rotated cores.

Environmental Assessment of Bulk Sample Light Fractions by John Summers PhD

8.5 Ffteen bulk soil samples were collected for environrtednarchaeological assessmernithe
deposits included four undated ditch and gully fills and eleven posthole fills, which, based on
current artefactual data, could bef AngloSaxon in origin. This report presents the results from
the assessment of the bulk sample light fractions and discusses the significance and potential of
any remains recovered.

8.6 Samples were processed at the Archaeological Solutions Ltd fadilitRagy St. Edmunds using
a0 yRINR Ft2GFdA2y YSiK2Ra® ¢KS fAIKG FNI OGA:
while the heavy fractions were sieved to 1mihe dried light fractions were sorted under a low
power stereomicroscope (x#B0 magnificdon). Botanical and molluscan remains were
identified and recorded using reference literatdt@nd a reference collection of modern seeds.
Potential contaminants, such as modern roots, seeds and invertebrate fauna were also recorded
in order to gain annsight into possible disturbance of the deposithe data from the bulk
sample light fractions are presented in TaBle

Post-holes features

8.7 Samples were examined from eleven pbasies considered to AngiBaxon in date. Carbonised
plant remains werepresent in nine of the samples, with both cereal and feneal taxa
represented.The cereals recovered were hulled barléyofdeumsp.), glume wheatTiticum
dicoccum/ spelty freethreshing type wheatT. aestivum/ turgiduntype) and oat Avenasp.).
Representation of wheat and barley was relatively equal, although only small numbers of each
taxonwas present in each sample. Oat was less common and only recorded in two of the post
hole fills. Although glume wheats were cultivated in Britaimfrprehistory into the Anglk&axon
period, freethreshing type wheat is generally not considered to have been cultivated in Britain
until the mid-ate Iron Age at the earlie¥t which is likely to have been similar for oats.

8.8 Non-cerealtaxa included common chickweedstellaria medi dock Rumexsp.), vetch/ wild
pea Vicia/ Lathyrussp.), small legumes (Fabaceae), plantaRaritago sp.), knapweed

% Cappers, R.T.J., Bekker R.M. &JhE.A. 200@igital Seed Atlas of the Netherlands. Groningen Archaeological
Studies Volume,4 Eelde;Jacomet, S. 2006dentification of Cereal Remains from Archaeological $28sdn),
Laboratory of Palinology and Palaeoecology, Basel Univefgitpey, M.P. 199%tlas of the Land and Freshwater
Molluscs of Britain and IrelandColchester;Kerney, M.P. & Cameron, R.A.D. 1878eld Guide to Land Snails of

Britain and NorthWest EuropgLondon

¥/ YLWBStEEsEs DO | YR { (i NIplh&sbehdy and plantusedrzsoutherNEhéland: de2elopn@nt O NR
FYR NBIA2YyLIfAG&QT LMrehaedlogidalySciendeé® #99% Procedirgsveb the Adhaeological
Sciences Conference, University of Bristol, 1BA®R International Series 1111, Oxfdr30
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8.9

8.10

8.11

8.12

8.13

(Centaureasp.), thistle Carduus/ Cirsiunsp.), stinking chamomileAfthemis cotuly sedge
(Carexsp.) and wild grasses (Poaceae). All of these could have grown as arable weeds amongst
the cereal cropsAnthemis cotulais characteristic of heavy, fertile soils, particularly aiai
substrates. Its presence suggests the cultivation of healy, sdhich is likely to be a feature of

later arable practice rather than prehistoric land use.

Charcoal

Charcoal was present and occasional common in the posthole fills, mostly represented as small
(<5mm) fragments. Charcoal was assessed by seleztiagdom sukbsample of fragments and
fracturing them to produce a transverse section. Vessel patterns were examined under a low
power stereomicroscope (x10 magnification). The charcoal remains were variable, including oak
(Quercussp.) and at least one bér ringporous and one diffuse porous wood type. Further small
charcoal fragments were recovered from contexts (205), (209) and (211). The variation and the
small size of many of the fragments make it difficult to imply that the charcoal represents
remairs of the original posts. Considering the presence of cereals and associated weeds, the
charcoal could have been deposited in the postholes as spent fuel debris.

Undated features

The richest sample was from undated ditch fill (704). This sample peddacumber of cereal
grains identifiable as frethreshing type wheat, hulled barley and oat. Wheat was marginally
more abundant, followed by oat and barley. In addition, a single seed tentatively identified as
pea Pisumsativun) was recorded in (704). dumber of noncereal taxa were present, including
pink family (Caryophyllaceae), orachédriplexsp.), goosefoot@henopodiunsp.), dock Rumex

sp.), legumes (Fabaceae) and stinking chamonilgghgemis cotulp These are all likely to
represent arable weds associated with the crop taxa identified. Stinking chamomile suggests
the use of heavy soils, most likely for wheat cultivation, while oraches, goosefoot and dock all
indicate relatively high fertility, perhaps through soil amendment. Based on thepgsition of

the charred macrofossils in (704), it is likely that this material dates to the Aap}on period or
later.

Contaminants

Modern rootlets and seeds were present in most samples, with occasional insects and
earthworm egg capsules. The centration of such remains was relatively low and does not
indicate significant biological disturbance of the sampled deposits.

Conclusions and statement of potential

The assessment of the bulk sample light fractions has demonstrated the widespread
preservation of carbonised plant macrofossils within the excavated features at Penn's Orchard.
The range and frequency of material is characteristic of an accumulationredlcand pulse
crops carbonised during routine processing and use. It is likely that the range of locally cultivated
crops included hulled barley, glume and fitheeshing wheats, oats and peas. Most raareal

taxa were characteristic arable weeds. Theegence of stinking chamomile indicates the use of
heavy soils, most likely for the cultivation of frelreshing type wheat.

Many of the deposits contained a significant concentration of carbonised remains (up to 3.6
items per litre in (704)). Howev, none of the samples contained sufficient numbers of
identifiable specimens for further detailed numerical analyses. It is considered that this report
has made full use of the available data and that no further work on the assemblage is necessary.
More detailed discussion of the material could be made if it becomes possible to more
accurately date the sampled deposits.
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8.14

8.15

Potential forRadiocarbon dating

Due to the possible significance of the deposits, an assessment of the potential for radiocarbon
dating of the posthole features was requested. The presence of both charcoal and charred
cereals in the deposits means that suitable material for AMS radiocarbon dating is available. The
charcoal was generally not of adequate size to be able to relidbhtify ring counts and stem
diameters. The presence of oak, some of which was identified as heartwood by the presence of
tyloses in the vessels, suggests that the problem of old wood may exist, potentially providing a
date that is older than the event bej investigated. Cereal grains represent a better candidate
for dating as they are the product of a single year's growth.

If deposited towards the end of the lifetime of the pdwles, such remains would provide a
terminus ante quemfor the sampled deposits. If radiocarbon dating is required, it is
recommended that a single rge-finding sample is submitted first to assess the broad date of
the deposits and the accuracy of the calibration that can be achieved. Further dates could
sulbsequently be submitted to further refine the chronology. The posthole fills with suitable
cereal grains for radiocarbon date are: 207, 209, 213 and 215.
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Table 2 Data from the bulk sample ligHtactions

§ é’ éf' %’ s é _f 2 Cereals Non-cereal taxa % Charcoal Molluscs Contaminants 8
= = =3 c c = :: — o
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= ® 7 3 Q I
g |2 3 > |8
g 3
Hord (1),
FTW (1), Quercussp.,
Trit (2), Stellaria medid1), Diffuse
1 |105 |gully Undated10 |10 |100% | 40 X - INFI(1) |X |NFI(1) - XX porous - - XXl XX |- |
Carexspl (1), Small
Medium Poaceae mammal
2 |205 |posthole |?A/S |10 |10 |100% | 30 (X - INFI(1) X |(D) - X Ring porous |- - XX X |- |- |pbone (1)
E/S (1), Medium Fabacea
Trit (1), (1), Medium
3 [207 |posthole [?A/S (10 |10 |100% | 12 (X - [NFI(2) |X |Poaceae (1) - X Quercusp. |- - XX (XX |- |-
Caryophyllaceae
(1), Rumessp. (3),
HB (1), Polygonaceae (1)
Hord(1), Vicia/ Lathyrusp. Small
E/S (1), (1), Centaureasp. Diffuse mammal
4 209 |posthole |?A/S |10 |10 [100% | 15 |X - INFI(3) [X |(1), Asteraceae (2- |X porous X Oxychilusp. |XX|- [X |- |X |bone (1)
SmallFabaceae Small
Hord (1), (1), Small Poaced| Diffuse mammal
5 |[211 |posthole [?A/S |10 |10 |100% | 20 |X - INFI(3) (X |(2), Indet. (1) - X porous - - XX|- (X |- |X |bone (1)
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Stellaria medig1),
Medium Fabacea
(1), Small
Fabaceae (1),
Carduus/ Cirsium
HB (1), Tri sp. (2),Anthemis
(1), cf. Oat] cotula(1), Small
6 |213 |posthole [?A/S (10 |10 |100% 10 |X - |(1), NFI (5)X |Poaceae (1) - XX Quercusp. |- |- XX |- X XX |-
HB (1),
FTW (1),
NFI (1),
Cereal
7 |215 |posthole [?A/S (10 (10 |100% 5 |X X |rachis (1) |[X |Centaureasp. (1) |- (X Quercusp. |- |- X |- X |} ||
cf. Oat (1),
217 |posthole |?A/S 10 10 |100% 10 |X - INFI (1) - - - X - - |- X |-X X |-
9 |219 |posthole [?A/S |10 |10 (100% 5 | - |- - - - X Quercusp. |- | X |-X | F |
10 |221 |posthole [?A/S (10 |10 (100% 8 [X - |NFI (1) X |Plantagosp. (1) |- X - - - X |-X | F |
11 [225 |posthole [?A/S |10 |10 |100% 12 |- - |- - - X - - |- XX |- XX |- |- |
Hord (2), Medium/ Large
12 |423 |posthole [?A/S (10 |10 (100% 12 |X - INFI (1) X |Fabaceae (1) - X - - - X |-X | F |
13 |505 |gully Undated10 |10 [100% 30 X - |Trit (1) - - - - - - - XX |- (XX | |-
cf. Pisum sativum
(1), Chenopodium
sp. (1) Atriplexsp.
(1),
Chenopodiaceae
(1),
HB (3), Caryophyllaceae
Hord (2), (1), Rumessp.,
FTW 8), Medium Fabacea
Trit (6), (1), Small
Oat (1), cf. Fabaceae (4), Small
Oat (4), NH Anthemis cotula mammal
14 |704 |ditch Undateq10 |10 |100% 8 XX - |(8) X (2 - X - - |- XX |-|X | |- |bone (1)
15 (707 |gully Undatedq10 |10 |100% 10 |- - |- - - | - - |- X XX | | |
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9.2

9.3

94

9.5

9.6

DISCUSSION GINDS AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SIGNIFICANCE

Thetrial trenchingrevealed archaeologicétaturesin four trenches(Fig2 Trenches 1, 2, 5 and
7). The features werdistributed broadly across the sifeom NW to SE(Fig2). They consisted of
three gullies, one ditch and eleven pdstles, the latter which were probably associated with a
single structure A single sherd of pottery from a pekble may suggest that the structure was
early AnglaSaxon(c. AD 400-650). The structure s at leastBm in length and may be a hall/
house Carbonised plant remainfom nine of the postholes albeit in small quantities, are
compatible with theAngloSaxon period or laterThe cereal comprisetiulled barley glume
wheat freethreshing type wheat and oatNone of the segments excavated through the linear
features revealed artefacts. However, the compositt@ambonisedcereal grains andther plant
macrofossilgecovered from ditch [7044re congruent witlithe AngleSaxon period or lateiThe
evidenceseemsto accordwith archaeological knowledge from a field c.2b@ the NW where
pottery of the AngloSaxorperiod has been foundnd where the site of a Saxon settlement has
been postulated from aerial photographante. 4.6).

No archaeological features wefeund in trenches placed in the SE part of the site (Trench 4),
the S Trench 6), or in the NE (Trench 3).

There were noarchaeologicafeatures dated to the prehistoriperiods or the Roman period
(ante.5.3). Residual flint artefacts of probable Mesolithic to early Neolithic date were found in
three postholes the latterwhich are considered to date from the Angbaxon period.

There were no archaeological remains associated with the former medieval settlement of
Cogenhoe Neither, was thereevidence of medieval plougbil, whichis consistentwith the
documentary evidencthata K2 g a i K| (opénZieldS wekedoSated on the eastern and
southern sides of the settlemer(i.e. to the E and SE of the siante. 4.8) It is presumed
therefore, that the proposed development site occupies a area of the former medieval
landscape which wasion-arable such as common, heath/waste, outwood or woodland.
However, m each of the trenches, there was a subsoil layer, ¢.0.3m in thickmdssh was
interpreted as a redundant ploughsoil. This laysraled archaeological features whees
present. Notably,in Trench 4, there were plough scores in tgeologi@al stratum. Thesanay
have been causeth the postmedieval period lfy 1885 thesite was part of an enclosed field
ante. 4.10), or during ground preparation formid-20" century achard (ante. 4.10). A single
sherd of c.19 centuryblackglazedpottery was found in the topsoil.

Samples & charcoal were recovered frorfour postholes which are considered suitabléor
submission forradiocarbon dating although it has beemecommended that a singleange-
finding sample isnitially submitted toascertainaccuracy of the calibratiors achievable and to
assess the broad date of the depogaste. 8.148.15)

The archaeological remains are postulated to dmteéhe AngleSaxon period, based on: a) the
presence of a pottery sherd in one of the pdstles; b) compatible plant macrofossil data; and c)
archaeological knowledge from the locality. If the remailesdate to the period then they are
considered to be bdt locally and regionally significamparticularly with regard to thextent and
character ofearly to middleAnglaSaxon settlement along the Nenalley, and tothe date of
origin ofthe nucleatedsettlementat Cogenhoelt is possible that the archaealy represents a
farming unit with postbuilt house, or hall which predates the nucleated settlementThe
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development of many nucleateskettlemensin the East Midlandsegion is widely considered to
have taken place in the mig" century®’.

10. ARCHIVE

101 A photographic record was made and tla@chaeological features have beesurveyed to
Ordnance Survey National Grid-ealinates and height datum

10.2 The OASISOfpline Access to the Index of Archaeological Investigatiangw.oasisac.uk
identification numberfor this project issouterrat215419

10.3 The archive from the project is to dealt with in accordance with therthamptonshire
Archaeological Archives Standanfl Northamptonshire Archaeological Resource CeltddARC
(June 2014).

104  Artefacts will remain the property of thiEandowneralthoughhe/shewill be invited to transfer
finds ownership to thecounty museum facility when this becomes availatiteovision is to be
made by the Developer for retaining the projearchive untilsuch time as a suitable depository
is available and arrangements have been made for the transfer of the archive, including financial
provision to cover on®ff longterm museum storage charges.

11 COPYRIGHI CONFIDENTIALITY

11.1 Souterrain Archaeological Services Ltd retain full copyright of any commissioned reports, tender
documents or other project documents under the Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988 with
all rights reserved; excepting that it will provide an exclusisenice to the Owner in all matters
directly relating to the project as described in the WSI.

11.2 Souterrain Archaeological Services Ltd retains the right to be identified as the author of all
project documentation and reports as defined in the Copyrifetsigns and Patents Act 1988.

11.3 Alicence is to be also grantedtioz NI K| YLIi 2y a KA NB Qa | Xoithe2usFoD 9y @
all reports arising from projects for planning purposes boda fideresearch requests.

11.4 Souterrain will advisehe Applicantof any such materials supplied in the coursepobjects
which are not Souterrain's copyright.

11.5 Souterrain undertakes to respect all requirements for confidentiality about the
I LILI aOnl gyyUpedbsals provided that these are clgadtated. It is expected that owners
respect Souterrain's and the Institute for Archaeologists' general ethical obligations not to
suppress significant archaeological data for an unreasonable period.

37 Knight D, Vyner, B. & Allen, C. 20East Midlands Heritage: An Updated Research Agenda and Strategy for the Historic
Environment of the East Midlandslottingham/York).100; Lewis, C, 2006# KS aSRAS@I f t SNRA 2TRQZ Ay
Archaeology of the East Midlandseicester Archaeolodyionograph 13191
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Figure 3.Trench 1: Undated gully [104] Figure 4. Trench 1: Section 1, gully [104]
5 ~ s
S = 3
g P 8
260845 + [ 260845
_ . -
> -
3 &
260842 4 260842 +
0 2m

Figure 5. Trench 1: plan of gully [104]
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Figure 6.Trench 2: plan of posholes and location of Sections 2 to 10
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Figure 7.Trench 2: posholes prior to excavation
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Figure 8.

Trench 2: posholes.
Top: facing NW
Right: facing SSE
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Figure 9. Trench 2: posholes, Sections 2 to 10
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Figure 10. Overview of Trench 3, facing NW

Figurel1l. Overview of Trench 4, facing NNW
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Figure 12.Trench 4: direction of plough scores (marked by arrows)
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Figure 13. Trench 5. Plan of gully: segments [504], [506] and [510] and locati@eofions 11 to 13
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Figure 14. Trench 5, Sections 11 to 13, facing WSW  Figure 15. Trench 5, Sections 11 to 13

Figure 16. Overview of Trench 6, facing NNE
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Figure 18.Trench 7, Ditch [703] Sections 14 and 15
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Figure 19.Trench 7, Ditch [703] Section 14, Figure 20.Trench 7, Ditch [703] Section 15,
facing SE facing NW

Figure 21.Trench 7, Ditch [706facing NW
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