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Summary

An archaeological evaluation was carried out  by OA East at  Chequers Court  car
park, Huntingdon (TL 2413 7190) within the footprint of a proposed new multi-storey
car  park.  The  evaluation  consisted  of  two  4m x  4m test  pits  located  within  the
proposed  development  area,  in  car  parks  adjacent  to  Sainsbury's  supermarket,
which was subject to a programme of archaeological investigation in 1999.

This  evaluation,  although  limited  in  nature,  has  confirmed the presence  of  well-
preserved,  stratified  archaeological  deposits  and  features  spanning  the  pre-
medieval to post-medieval periods within the proposed redevelopment area. 

This part of Huntingdon appears to have been fairly open, marginal land prone to
flooding  in  the  centuries  pre-dating  the  Norman  conquest,  indicated  by  flood
deposits and the cutting of drainage and/or boundary ditches; the latter are undated.
There is good evidence for the northwards expansion of the medieval town in the
'high medieval' period, represented by the appearance of timber structures and pits
in the south of the site (Test Pit 2). Tentative evidence for industrial and domestic
activities  being  undertaken  in  the  vicinity,  comprising  low-level  blacksmithing,
butchery and food-preparation, was recovered from the pits. The eventual decline
and  contraction  of  the  town  during  the  later  medieval  and  early  post-medieval
periods is again illustrated by extensive cultivation soils recorded in both test pits.
This was followed by limited redevelopment of the southern part of the site in the
late  17th  or  early  18th  centuries  suggested  by  the  construction  of  brick  wall
foundations and a substantial post-hole.  

These results, especially when combined with those from the adjacent St Germain
Street  site,  provide  significant  evidence  for  the  origins,  early  development,
expansion and subsequent decline of Huntingdon. The evaluation has demonstrated
the presence of a sequence of deposits and features that are very reminiscent of
remains recorded elsewhere in Huntingdon, notably as part of the Huntingdon Town
Centre Project.

A small  but  typical  finds  assemblage  was  recovered,  comprising  a  worked  flint,
Saxon, medieval and post-medieval pottery, fired clay, post-medieval brick and tile,
clay tobacco pipe, glass and butchered animal bone. The bulk samples indicate that
there is potential for the recovery of plant remains on the site. The presence of a
single  sherd  of  Middle  Saxon  pottery,  residual  in  a  later  feature,  is  a  relatively
uncommon find in  the town and complements the single sherd of  a similar  date
recovered from the adjacent St Germain Street site. 
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1  INTRODUCTION

1.1   Location and scope of work
1.1.1 An archaeological evaluation was conducted by Oxford Archaeology East (OA East) on

behalf of Huntingdonshire District Council at Chequers Court Car Park, Huntingdon (TL
2413 7190; Figs 1 and 2). This initial stage of archaeological investigation comprised
the excavation of two 4m x 4m test pits within the footprint of a proposed new multi-
storey car park (c.0.39ha).

1.1.2 This archaeological evaluation was undertaken in accordance with a Brief issued by
Andy  Thomas  of  Cambridgeshire  County  Council,  supplemented  by  a  Specification
prepared by OA East.  In consultation with Huntingdonshire District Council and Andy
Thomas, a  scheme of preliminary investigation was agreed in order to further assess
the archaeological potential and attempt to develop a predictive deposit model for the
site.

1.1.3 The  work  was  designed  to  assist  in  defining  the  character  and  extent  of  any
archaeological remains within the proposed redevelopment area, in accordance with
the  guidelines  set  out  in  Planning  Policy  Statement  5:  Planning  for  the  Historic
Environment (Department for Communities and Local Government 2010).  The results
will enable decisions to be made by CCC, on behalf of the Local Planning Authority,
with regard to the treatment of any archaeological remains found. 

1.1.4 In 1999 the adjacent area to the north and west of the current site, up to St Germain
Street,  was  subject  to  a  programme of  archaeological  investigation.  This  work  was
undertaken in advance of redevelopment of the area for a Sainsbury's supermarket,
shop  units,  petrol-filling  station,  a  new road and  associated  parking  areas  (CHERs
CB15040 and ECB885; RPS 1999). The programme included evaluation, watching brief
and targeted excavation; the latter focusing on the footprint of the new road and part of
the petrol station. An assessment report was produced but the site has yet to be fully-
reported on or published, although the available information indicates that significant
remains relating to the Late Saxon, Norman and medieval development of  the town
were revealed,  including domestic  and low-level  industrial  activities,  plot  boundaries
emanating from St Germain Street and the town ditch. 

1.1.5 In  2010  Archaeological  Solutions  were  commissioned  to  prepare  an  archaeological
Desk-Based Assessment (DBA) for the current proposed development (Higgs 2010).
This identified high potential for medieval remains, moderate potential for prehistoric,
early modern and modern remains and low to moderate potential for finds and features
of Romano-British, Anglo-Saxon and post-medieval date.

1.1.6 The site archive is currently held by OA East and will be deposited with the appropriate
county stores in due course.

1.2   Geology and topography
1.2.1 Huntingdon  is  located  within  the  Great  Ouse  Valley  where  the  geology  comprises

Jurassic clays overlain by river terrace gravels and alluvium. The River Great Ouse
flows several  hundred metres to the south-east  of  the site  although a tributary of  it
follows the line of Nursery Road, which bounds the site on the north side where the
northern boundary of the medieval town was located.  It is possible that two drainage
ditches located outside the site to the north-west and south-east may be linked by a
culvert crossing the site (Higgs 2010, 7), but this is unconfirmed.
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1.2.2 A  ground  investigation  survey  by  AF  Howland  (Atkins  2010)  indicates  that  the
underlying  deposits  vary  in  depth  across  the  proposed  development  area.  Four
boreholes  and  seven  window  samples  were  located  across  the  site.  Gravel  was
encountered in all of the samples at a depth of between 1.7m and 2.4m. Clay lay above
the gravel in eight of the samples and 'made ground' was recorded as being between
1m and 1.8m thick.  Interestingly both the shallowest  and deepest  deposits of  made
ground were found in adjacent samples in the northern part of the site, suggesting an
underlying  cut  or  area  of  disturbance  here,  possibly  man-made.  The  report  also
indicates the possibility of  some contamination from hydrocarbons in  the north-west
corner of the site.   

1.3   Archaeological and historical background 
1.3.1 An  archaeological  Desk-based  Assessment  (DBA)  has  been  prepared  by

Archaeological Solutions (Higgs 2010), which included a search of the Cambridgeshire
Heritage  Environment  Record  (CHER)  within  a  500m  radius  of  the  site  and  an
assessment of available cartographic sources. The following section, which should be
read in  conjunction  with  the DBA and  associated  figures,  summarises  some of  the
pertinent elements of this report. This is supplemented by information from other recent
investigations in the vicinity (Fig. 1), notably the adjacent St Germain Street site. The
assessment report for latter was not available for consultation at the CHER when the
DBA was being researched. 

Prehistoric and Roman

1.3.2 Although the proposed development is located within the Great Ouse valley, which is
rich in prehistoric remains (notably major ritual complexes of Late Neolithic and Bronze
Age date), there has been relatively little prehistoric activity recorded in the vicinity of
the site. The latter largely comprises chance finds or residual flints, for example at the
Former Model Laundry site (HUNMOL 05; Clarke 2007) located  c.250m to the south-
east of the current site. Here a small assemblage of flints indicative of on-site knapping
and exploitation of  the river gravels  in  the Mesolithic or  Early Neolithic  periods was
recovered; a small quantity of Iron Age pottery was also found. 

1.3.3 The main focus of Roman-British activity in the area lay to the south-east of the river,
where  the  important  small  town  of  Durovigutum existed  in  the  area  of  modern
Godmanchester,  c.1.5km  to  the  south-east  (Higgs  2010).  Recent  work  within
Huntingdon, however, has revealed a significant Roman presence, especially close to
the river where a number of villa sites and a cemetery have been recorded adjacent to
the castle. Domestic Roman activity, in the form of pits, ditches and wells, was recorded
at the Pathfinder House site to the north-east of the presumed route of Ermine Street
(Mellor 2009), whilst closer to the current site, a substantial Roman ditch was revealed
to  the  south-east  during  excavations  at  the  Former  Model  Laundry,  Ouse  Walk
(HUNMOL 05; Clarke 2007). Immediately adjacent to the latter site, the remains of a
Late Roman building of possible industrial function were recorded at Hampden House,
Temple Close (HUNHAM 08; Thatcher 2010),  c.250m to the south-east of the current
evaluation.  A few  fragments  of  Roman  pottery  and  tile  were  recovered  from  later
features at the adjacent site at St Germain Street (RPS 1999; CHER 15040), indicating
some activity of this date in the vicinity.

Anglo-Saxon

1.3.4 During the later Anglo-Saxon period the town of Huntingdon developed as a port and/or
trading centre located at an important intersection of road and river communications.
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Although the location of the documented Danish and Late Saxon burhs at Huntingdon
(the latter being a re-build or extension of the former) is not known, recent work has
attempted  to  re-assess  the  evidence.  New  research  indicates  that  the  Late  Saxon
settlement is located in the southern part of the area later enclosed by the medieval
town ditch to the north-east and the bar dyke to the south-west (Spoerry 2000). There
is, however, much dispute as to the location of the late 9th to early 10th century Danish
burh.

1.3.5 Late Saxon occupation has been found nearby at Orchard Lane (CHER 13020; Oakey
and Spoerry 1997) and Hartford Road (CHER 11907 and 11908). Excavations at the
Former Model Laundry and the adjacent Hampden House sites located c.250m to the
south-east of the current evaluation revealed a series of substantial ditches/channels
that appear to originate in the post-Roman period. These may be defensive in origin
(part of the 'D-shaped' Danish enclosure?) or could conceivably represent a significant
boundary between habitable land on the higher ground to the south and more marginal
floodplain to the north (HUNMOL 05 (Clarke 2007); HUNHAM 08 (Thatcher 2010)). 

1.3.6 Closer to the current proposed development, the adjacent St Germain/Sainsbury's site
revealed a number of features, including ditches, pits and gullies that appear to date to
the Late Saxon/early medieval period (c.850-1150). These were largely concentrated in
the west  of  the  area,  closer  to  St  Germain  Street  and had been truncated by later
activity. Most of the ditches were aligned east-west or north-east to south-west.

Medieval

1.3.7 By the time of Domesday survey there were 256 burgesses (freemen who were heads
of  households),  two  churches  and  a  mill.  The  major  element  in  the  post-Conquest
townscape was the castle, built in 1068 and at least partially destroyed in 1174.  The
imposition of the castle onto the pre-existing Saxon town necessitated the movement of
the  river  crossing  (resulting  in  the  construction  of  a  wooden  bridge)  and  made  it
necessary to lay out a new High Street and, probably, market place (Kenney 2005, 7).

1.3.8 Huntingdon continued to prosper  and by the early  14th century had attained all  the
hallmarks  of  a  thriving  centre:  sixteen  churches,  two  priories,  a  friary  and  three
hospitals;  a  stone-built  bridge  (CHER 02544)  carrying  Ermine Street  over  the  River
Ouse was constructed in AD 1332. However, by the late 14th century the fortunes of the
town began to change.  A downturn in the local economy combined with a particularly
severe visitation of plague saw the beginning of the decline of the town.  Six of the
churches are not mentioned in documents after the mid-14th century and by the 16th
century  only  four  were  still  functioning:  St  Mary’s,  All  Saints,  St  Benedict’s  and  St
John’s. Archaeological investigations within the town suggest that occupation inside the
town ditch may have been rather piecemeal after the late 13th century ( ibid).

1.3.9 Numerous excavations and investigations within the town have revealed evidence of
medieval  occupation and activity,  most  notably CHERs 11907,  11908,  15040,  15568
and 13020 (not illustrated).  At least part of the development site may have lain within a
fairly marginal location on the edge of the medieval town, although areas closer to the
High Street and other thoroughfares are likely to have been more intensively-occupied.
A   pit  containing  shoe  leathers  and  horn  cores  and  interpreted  as  a  tanning  pit
(CB15649) was identified during emergency recording at No. 4 Chequers Court to the
south-west  of  the  current  site.  Medieval  pits,  post-holes  and  wells  have  also  been
recorded  c.250m to the south-east of the site at the Former Model Laundry site and
Hampden House ((HUNMOL 05 (Clarke 2007); HUNHAM 08 (Thatcher 2010)). .
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1.3.10 Of  particular  relevance  is  the  adjacent  St  Germain/Sainsbury's  site  (CHER 15040),
which  was  subject  to  a  programme  of  archaeological  investigation  prior  to  the
construction of the current retail park in 1999 (RPS 1999, 8-9). Over half of the features
and deposits recorded on this site broadly date to the mid-12th to late-14th century and
include ditches, gullies,  c.73 pits, a timber-lined well,  possible structural remains and
cultivation  soils.  This  evidence  is  very  similar  to  that  recorded  at  other  recent
excavations in the town undertaken by OA East, notably Hartford Road, Walden House
(HUNWHS05) and Gazeley House (HUNTCR07. The features were spread across the
site and indicate that  remains of  similar  date may extend into  the current  proposed
development area. 

1.3.11 The  ditches  and  gullies  were  predominantly  aligned  north-west  to  south-east
(perpendicular to the medieval street) with a less frequent incidence of north-east to
south-east and east-west orientations. These were interpreted as largely representing
property boundaries or land divisions, although a larger feature identified in the north of
the site may have been the town ditch and ditches to the west may be associated with
the  medieval  phase  of  St  Germain  Street.  Although  largely  domestic  in  character,
evidence  for  industrial  activities  including  crop-processing  and  possible  cat-skinning
was  identified;  a  small  collection  of  leather  turn-shoes  was  also  recovered  from  a
medieval well.  There was clear evidence of decline by the 15th century, indicated by
paucity of  material  and general  absence of  features combined with the formation of
extensive cultivation soils as has been identified elsewhere in the town. 

Post-medieval 

1.3.12 The early post-medieval period witnessed a downturn in prosperity for Huntingdon, with
few 16th-17th century buildings recorded in the town beyond that of the 16th century
Falcon and George Hotels, the former of which was used as the temporary Royal Court
and Headquarters in the Civil War.  The level and extent of surviving later post-medieval
and early modern buildings in Huntingdon reflect its revival in fortunes.  Modern remains
recorded in the area of the town consist of a World War I runway on Mill Common and
the World War II RAF 'Pathfinder' forces HQ at Castle Hill House  (Higgs 2010, 10-11).

1.3.13 The adjacent St Germain/Sainsbury's site (CHER 15040) recorded a number of post-
medieval  features  spanning  the  16th  to  19th  centuries,  including  pits,  post-holes,
ditches,  wells,  wall  foundations  and  cultivation  deposits  (RPS  1999,  11-12).
Cartographic  evidence  indicates  that  the  current  site  remained largely  undeveloped,
with some tree coverage; it may have been part of Wood and Ingram's nursery located
on St Germain Street, which had ceased trading by 1950 (Higgs 2010, 12).

1.4   Acknowledgements
1.4.1 The evaluation was commissioned and funded by Huntingdonshire District Council. The

project was managed by Aileen Connor with assistance from Rachel Clarke, who also
co-authored this report. Fieldwork was undertaken by Michael 'Tam' Webster, who co-
authored this report, and Pete Boardman; thanks are due to the site contractors John
Henry Group and to Peter Lummis of Huntingdonshire District Council.  The site was
monitored by Andy Thomas and Kasia Gdaniec, to whom thanks are extended for their
comments and advice. Carole Fletcher reported on the finds assemblage and would
like to thank Rob Atkins for his comments on the brick; Rachel Fosberry assessed the
environmental  samples  and  Chris  Faine  reported  on  the  animal  bone.  Report
illustrations are by Séverine Bézie and Andy Corrigan.
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2  AIMS AND METHODOLOGY

2.1   Aims
2.1.1 The objective of  this evaluation was to determine as far  as reasonably possible the

presence/absence, location, nature, extent, date, quality, condition and significance of
any surviving archaeological deposits within the development area.

2.1.2 The results  of  the DBA (Higgs 2010)  identified  high potential  for  medieval  remains,
moderate  potential  for  prehistoric,  early  modern  and  modern  remains  and  low  to
moderate potential  for  finds and features of  Romano-British,  Anglo-Saxon and post-
medieval date. In addition, the Specification produced by OA East highlighted that this
area of Huntingdon may have been utilised for industrial purposes during the medieval
period,  given  its  slightly  marginal  location  at  the  edge  of  the  medieval  town  and
proximity to known watercourses. The results are likely to contribute to a number of
local and regional research priorities, particularly in relation to the development of the
Late Saxon and medieval town, its economy and cyclical expansion and contraction
through the medieval, late medieval and post-medieval periods. 

2.2   Methodology
2.2.1 The Brief required that all archaeological deposits should be investigated and recorded.

2.2.2 Machine excavation was carried out under constant archaeological supervision with a
tracked 360º type excavator using a toothless ditching bucket. 

2.2.3 The  site  was  surveyed  in  relation  to  the  Ordnance  Survey  by  Rachel  Clarke  and
Michael Webster. 

2.2.4 Spoil, exposed surfaces and features were scanned with a metal detector.  All metal-
detected and hand-collected finds were retained for inspection, other than those which
were obviously modern.

2.2.5 All  archaeological  features  and  deposits  were  recorded  using  OA East's  pro-forma
sheets.  Trench locations, plans and sections were recorded at appropriate scales and
colour and monochrome photographs were taken of all relevant features and deposits.

2.2.6 Environmental samples were taken from a range of features including ditches and pits. 

2.2.7 The site conditions and the weather did not inhibit the archaeological work.
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3  RESULTS

3.1   Introduction 
3.1.1 Two 4m x 4m trenches/test pits were excavated, the results of which are presented and

described below in stratigraphic order. Six phases of activity have been identified that
span  the  pre-medieval  to  post-medieval  and  modern  periods.  Phasing  is  based  on
stratigraphic  relationships  combined,  where  possible,  with  dating  evidence  provided
largely by pottery and ceramic building material (CBM). Further trench and context data
is included in Appendix A, supplemented by full reports on the finds and environmental
samples included as Appendices B and C.

3.2   Test Pit 1 (Fig 3, Plate 1)
3.2.1 Test Pit  1 was located in the northern part of the proposed development area, within

an extension of  the Sainsbury's car park.  It  was excavated to a depth of  1.75m, at
which level a natural of slightly gravelly sandy clay (7) was exposed in the base of a
central sondage. The water table was encountered at this level resulting in the base of
the trench being flooded.  The full  sequence of  archaeological  deposits  and modern
make-up was recorded and is illustrated in Fig. 3, S. 1 and Plate 1.  

Phase 1: undated

3.2.2 A single ditch (8), orientated north-east to-south-west on a slightly curving trajectory, cut
the natural. It measured 0.62m wide x 0.28m deep, had moderately-steep sides and a
slightly concave base and was filled by a single pale yellow brown clay silt deposit (9).
The fill contained no finds but was sealed by a medieval soil layer (6, see below). An
environmental  sample  from the  ditch  fill  produced  small  quantities  of  charcoal  and
animal bone fragments but no other remains (Appendix C2).

Phases 2 – 3: medieval

3.2.3 Layer 6 comprised a pale yellowish-grey silty sandy clay with few inclusions, measuring
up to 0.18m thick and extending across the base of  the sondage excavated in  the
centre of the test pit. It overlay ditch 8 and was sealed by another layer (5, see below).
This layer could be largely natural in origin given its relatively sterile nature, or could
represent an early soil horizon/interface with the natural (7) below. 

3.2.4 Layer 5 was 0.28m thick and was much more mixed in appearance than layer 6 below,
comprising  mottles  and  patches  of  mid  to  dark  blue-grey  clay  within  the  generally
yellowish brown silty clay matrix. A single sherd of pottery broadly datable to the mid-
12th to mid-14th century was recovered from this deposit.  The mottled and clay-rich
nature  of  this  deposit  indicates  that  it  may  in  part  be  derived  from  flood  deposits
suggesting that this area was somewhat marshy or water-covered at some point. These
layers could be contemporary with layers 34 and/or 17 in Test Pit 2 (see below). 

Phases 4 - 5: late medieval to post-medieval

3.2.5 A dark brown clay silt layer (4), measuring 0.2-0.35m thick, extended across the trench
and  sealed  layer  5.  This  is  probably  a  late  medieval  cultivation  soil  similar  to  that
recorded in Test Pit 2; no finds were recovered.

3.2.6 Overlying  4  was  a  c.0.30m-thick  very  dark  grey  silty  clay  layer  (3)  with  occasional
subangular flints and tile fragments that also extended across the test pit. This is likely
to be a post-medieval garden or topsoil and is probably equivalent to layer 13 in Test Pit
2.
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Phase 6

3.2.7 Modern stone hardcore and tarmac car park surface (layers 1 and 2) measuring 0.8m
thick in total were laid on terram which directly overlaid the post-medieval soil layer.

3.3   Test Pit 2 (Fig 4; Plates 2-7)
3.3.1 Test Pit 2 was located to the south-west of Test Pit 1 within the Chequers Court car

park. It was excavated in three stages, the first stage to a depth of 0.58-0.65m below
ground level, which exposed two brick walls and a post-hole, the second stage to a
depth of 0.90m, exposing features cutting earlier layers and the third stage to a final
depth of 1.5m, exposing the natural within a central sondage.  The latter comprised a
mid-yellow brown sand clay gravel (37); the water table was also encountered at this
depth.

3.3.2 Phase 1: undated (Fig. 4; Plate 2)

3.3.3 The earliest feature recorded in the base of the sondage was a ditch cutting the natural
(35) that was aligned north-north-east to south-south-west, and measured 0.50m wide x
0.21m deep with a rounded profile. It  was filled by single pale to mid yellowish-grey
slightly sandy clay silt  (36) that contained a single flint  fragment of Late Neolithic or
Early Bronze Age date.  An environmental  sample from the ditch  fill  produced small
quantities of charcoal but no other remains (Appendix C2).

Phase 2: ?early medieval (Fig. 4; Plate 2)

3.3.4 The ditch was sealed by a 0.32m-thick layer of mid-greyish brown silty clay containing
lenses and lumps of clay (34) and a single sherd of pottery broadly datable to the mid-
12th to mid-14th century.  The nature of this layer suggests that it  might derive from
flooding. 

3.3.5 This  possible  flood  deposit  was  sealed  by  a  layer  of  mid-brown  clay  silt  (17)  that
measured 0.15-0.20m thick and which only appeared to extend across the northern half
of  the  trench.  No datable  material  was recovered;  the only find  comprised a single
fragment of  butchered cattle bone. 

Phase 3: medieval (Fig. 4; Plates 2-5)

3.3.6 Several features were cut into 17, comprising a number of post-holes (18,  20,  22,  24,
26 and 38) and two pits (30 and 32) all located within the northern half of the test pit. 

3.3.7 The exposed parts of  the two pits  30 and  32  (Plates 3 and 4) were fully-excavated
within the limits of the test pit, and were found to be c.0.5m deep and in excess of 1.5m
across, with moderately-steep sides and fairly flat bases. The single fills of both pits
comprised  yellowish  brown  silty  clays;  fill  31  in  pit  30 (Plate  4),  contained  small
quantities of  butchered animal bone in association with pottery datable to the mid-12th
to  mid-14th  century.  Environmental  samples  from both  pits  produced similar  results
including low levels of charred cereal remains, animal bone, pottery, mussel shell and
hammerscale.  The  presence  of  hammerscale  suggests  low  levels  of  blacksmithing
activities occurring in the vicinity. The relationship between the pits and the structural
features was not clear, although it is possible that pit 32 is earlier than the post-holes. A
shallow,  poorly-defined  feature  (38)  located  in  the  north-west  corner  of  the  test  pit
between, and possibly cutting, pit 32 and post-hole 24, may also have had a structural
function but too little was exposed to be certain.

3.3.8 The post-holes (Plate 5) were all sub-circular in plan and measured between 0.2m and
0.48m wide and 0.16m and 0.32m deep. The two deepest post-holes (20 and 22) had
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quite steep sides and were located towards the centre of the group; the remaining post-
holes were relatively shallow with concave profiles. All  contained similar  mid-greyish
brown  clay  silt  fills  with  occasional  sub-rounded  stones  and  pebbles,  two  of  which
contained  pottery.  Post-hole  20 contained  sherds  of  mid-9th  to  mid-12th  century,
including a relatively unabraded sherd from a Middle Saxon shelly ware jar, whilst post-
hole 22 to the immediate north produced five sherds with an overall date of c. mid-14th
century (Appendix B3). 

Phase 4: late medieval to early post-medieval (Fig. 4)

3.3.9 Sealing the pits and post-holes was a 0.10m-thick layer of mid grey-brown silty clay
(16), similar to layer 4 in Test Pit 1, which contained a probably intrusive sherd of 19th
century pottery and a sherd of 13th to mid-14th century date. 

Phase 5: post-medieval (Fig. 4 and Plates 5, 6-7)

3.3.10 Overlying 16 was a 0.4-0.45m thick very dark grey silty clay layer (13), that extended
across  the  test  pit  and  probably  represents  a  post-medieval  garden  or  ploughsoil
equivalent to layer 3 in Test Pit 1. 

3.3.11 This soil layer was cut by a large post-hole (28), and two brick walls (14 and 15; Plates
6 and 7 respectively).  Post-hole  28 (Plate 5)  had near vertical  sides and measured
0.45m wide x 0.70m deep. It was filled by a mid-greyish brown clay silt (29) containing
fragments of  late 17th to early 18th century brick and tile,  clay-pipe and a residual
sherd of medieval pottery. The base of the cut contained tile pieces which were laid flat
to act as a pad for the former timber post.  

3.3.12 The two brick walls were parallel and aligned south-east to north-west in the northern
part of the test pit. Wall 14 measured 1.20m long x 0.23m wide and wall 15 measured
1.40m long x 0.24m wide.  Brick samples from the walls indicate a late 17th to early
18th century date for their construction; they may have acted as offsets or buttresses
for a wall north-west of the test-pit, or may be related to post-medieval garden features.

Phase 6: modern

3.3.13 Levelling and construction layers for the existing car park comprised layer 12, a 0.40m-
thick mixed stone and brick  rubble  layer  that  may have been the fill  of  a  lrage cut
truncating  post-hole  28.  This  was  overlain  by  hardcore  (11)  measuring  0.20-0.26m
thick, and capped by 10, the tarmac car park surface measuring 0.11m thick.

3.4   Finds Summary
3.4.1 A small but typical finds assemblage was recovered, comprising a worked flint, Saxon,

medieval  and post-medieval  pottery (27 sherds,  weighing 0.314kg),  fired clay,  post-
medieval brick and tile, clay tobacco pipe and glass. The presence of a sherd of Mid-
Saxon pottery is of note.

3.4.2 Similar low-levels of artefacts were recovered from the adjacent St Germain Street site,
further reiterating that this was a fairly peripheral area, largely representing backyards
of tenements and cultivation plots stretching back from the medieval road frontages up
to  the  town  ditch.  The  assemblage  includes  Roman,  Saxon,  medieval  and  post-
medieval  pottery,  clay  tobacco  pipes,  Roman  and  medieval  roof  tile,  worked  stone
fragments, worked bone, shell, a single human bone, in addition to a small amount of
iron and copper-alloy objects, glass bottles, iron slag, flint and leather. The latter was
preserved within waterlogged pits/wells and includes part of a collection of 14th century
turnshoes (RPS 1999, 13-24). 

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 15 of 35 Report Number 1252



3.5   Environmental Summary
3.5.1 Only ten fragments of animal bone were recovered, most of which comprises butchered

sheep/goat  remains.  The animal  bone assemblage from the adjacent  site  was  also
small but generally well-preserved with sheep and cattle and lesser amounts of pig,
horse  and  dog  dominating  the  assemblage.  Much  of  this  appeared  to  derive  from
butchery and kitchen waste, although two interesting elements were the presence of a
cat skull, which demonstrated evidence of skinning, and the relatively large number of
goat  horn-cores.  The latter  might  indicate that  some specialised craft-activities were
being undertaken on the site, although the overall butchery pattern did not support this
(RPS 1999, 18-19).

3.5.2 The bulk environmental samples produced a low abundance of charred material; the
Phase 1 ditch samples did not contain any plant remains. The medieval pits contained
sparse charred cereal grains, whilst the presence of hammerscale suggests low levels
of  blacksmithing  activities  occurring  in  the  vicinity.  Again  this  is  comparable  to  the
results from the adjacent St Germain Street site where the results indicated that cereal
processing appeared to have taken place throughout  the medieval  period.  Although
there was some evidence that pits were used for the disposal of refuse, they do not
appear to have been systematically used and some appear to have become overgrown
with weeds and scrub plants (RPS 1999, 27). 
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4  DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

4.1   Phase 1: Undated/Pre-medieval  
4.1.1 The  earliest  features  in  both  test  pits  comprise  small  ditches  on  slightly  different

alignments (north-east to south-west and north-north-east to south-south-west) that cut
the natural. Both ditches are undated, although one (35 in Test Pit 2) contained a single
flint fragment of Late Neolithic or Early Bronze Age date that is likely to be residual. Two
residual worked flints were also recorded at the adjacent St Germain site, where two
possible palaeochannels were also recorded.

4.1.2 A series of parallel ditches with associated pits were also revealed at the St Germain
Street site, concentrated in the western part of the site and assigned to phase 1. These
were aligned east-west or north-east to south-west and may have delineated early plot
boundaries perpendicular to St Germain St, or its predecessor (RPS 1999, 28). Several
of  the  ditches  produced  pottery  broadly-datable  to  the  Late  Saxon/early  medieval
period (875-1150) whilst others produced no dating evidence at all. 

4.1.3 The  similarity  of  these  ditches,  and  to  a  lesser  extent  their  alignments,  with  those
revealed  at  the  current  site  might  suggest  that  the  latter  are  also  plot  boundaries
relating to the early development of Huntingdon. Ditches  8 and 35 could conceivably be
boundaries or land divisions associated with the former lane to the south-east shown
on early  maps,  although  ditch  8 is  perhaps  at  too  oblique  an  angle  for  this  to  be
feasible. It is also possible that the ditches are earlier, perhaps Roman or prehistoric
but further work would be required to establish this. A 'background scatter' of Roman
pottery and tile was found at the adjacent site, suggesting that this part of (modern)
Huntingdon may have been cultivated in this period. This area appears to have been
prone to flooding in the past (see below) and the ditches may have been related to land
drainage.

4.1.4 An unabraded sherd of Middle Saxon pottery (a rare find in the town; a single sherd
was also found at the adjacent site) and a small sherd of St Neots Type Ware (mid-9th
to  mid-12th  century)  were  recovered  from  later  deposits  in  Test  Pits  2  and  1
respectively.  A similar  'background scatter'  of  Late Saxon and Saxo-Norman pottery
was found at the adjacent St Germain site and provides further evidence for activity,
possibly agricultural-related, of this date in the vicinity. 

4.2   Phase 2: ?early medieval
4.2.1 Overlying  the  ditches  were  possible  flood  deposits  and  cultivation  soils,  perhaps

suggesting abandonment of this area in this period. No similar flood deposits appear to
have been identified in the adjacent St Germain Street site, although several cultivation
layers were recorded (RPS 1999,11),  which have initially been assigned to the high
medieval period (phase 3) but may be earlier as they were cut by phase 3 features. 

4.3   Phase 3: medieval (mid-12th to mid-14th century)
4.3.1 In the southernmost test pit (2) there is evidence of a change in use from agricultural to

occupation-related or more domestic activities represented by the appearance of pits
and a number of post-holes that cut the uppermost Phase 2 layer. The pits may have
initially  been  quarries  or  may  have  had  an  industrial  function;  small  quantities  of
hammerscale were recovered indicative of blacksmithing in the vicinity in addition to
evidence of  cereal  crops preserved by charring.  The post-holes,  two of  which were
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relatively deep and produced datable material, do not form a coherent plan and could
represent more than one structure or phase of building or boundary.

4.3.2 These remains are significant as they provide evidence for the expansion of the town to
the rear of the High Street to the south and roads/lanes leading off it into areas that
were previously  quite  marginal.  The absence  of  similar  evidence in  Test  Pit  1  may
indicate that this area close to the Town ditch remained open in this period. Although
the  pottery  from  the  two  dated  post-holes  is  mixed,  the  overall  date  is  12th-14th
century,  with post-hole  22 containing a single sherd datable to the mid-14th to mid-
16th-century  which  might  relate  to  its  final  use  or  destruction  rather  than  its
construction.

4.3.3 Results from the adjacent St Germain Street site indicate an upsurge in activity in this
'high medieval'  period that  has also been recorded on other excavations across the
town, notably those investigated as part of the Huntingdon town centre redevelopment
project to the south of the High Street. Over half of the 268 phased features identified at
the adjacent site have been dated to the mid-12th to mid/late-14th century (assigned
phase 3) and include plot boundaries/ditches, pits and wells. Most were concentrated
along the western part  of  the site close to St Germain Street,  although a significant
group was also recorded in Area D. This area was located in the west of the site and
closer to the current evaluation in the area that is now occupied by the Sainsbury's
petrol  station.  Notably,  this  excavation  area  also  included  a  possible  robbed-out
foundation trench perpendicular to the town ditch/Nursery Road that represented the
only definite structural evidence from this phase on the site. This might indicate that
similar evidence may extend westwards into the current proposed redevelopment area. 

4.3.4 Tentative evidence that this area of the town was utilised for industrial as well as more
domestic purposes is provided by both the St Germain site and the current evaluation.
At the former there are indications that crop-processing and possibly cat skinning (for
the fur trade) were being undertaken in the vicinity; a high proportion of goat horn-cores
may also hint at other craft  activities being undertaken here. The current  evaluation
provided slight evidence in the form of hammerscale for blacksmithing being carried out
nearby. Similar evidence has been found elsewhere in the town, notably at excavations
to the rear of Walden House and Gazeley House (HUNWHS05 and HUNTCR07) to the
south of the High Street.

4.4   Phase 4: late medieval to early post-medieval (mid-14th to late 17th century)
4.4.1 Further evidence for the decline of the town and reversion to agriculture in the mid to

late  14th  century  was  identified  in  both  test  pits.  This  was  represented  by  a  thick
cultivation soil that sealed the medieval features and indicated that the area of the site
was abandoned in this period, probably following the Black Death. No contemporary
artefacts  were  recovered  from  the  layers,  although  this  is  fairly  typical  for  this
horizon/deposit  which  has  been  recorded  in  numerous  sites  across  Huntingdon,
including on the adjacent St Germain Street site where it was purportedly up to 0.6m
thick (RPS 1999, 11).  

4.4.2 Although clearly not directly inhabited in this period, the results from the adjacent site
indicate that this area continued to be managed in this phase (phase 3), evidenced by a
number of ditches and gullies that probably re-established plot divisions and/or to aided
drainage. Several pits and at least one timber-lined well were also recorded that were
concentrated towards the central, southern and western parts of the site and closer to
the current evaluation. These appear to have been located within individual tenements
to  the rear of the medieval frontage(s). Although most of the pits were sub-circular in
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plan,  and are interpreted as rubbish or  cess pits,  some were rectangular  and could
have  had  specific  industrial  functions  associated  with  tanning,  dyeing  or  possibly
retting. These, and the wells, are reminiscent of features identified during excavations
to the rear of Gazeley House and Walden House (HUNTCR07 and HUNWHS05), many
of which cut the cultivation soil and are likely to be industrial features largely dating to
the 14th-16th centuries. 

4.4.3 Several large sub-rectangular pits were assigned to phase 4 at the St Germain site are
datable to the 16th and 17th century and may also have had an industrial origin.

4.4.4 Cartographic evidence, notably Speed's map of 1610, clearly illustrates the retraction of
the urban core in the early post-medieval period with vast areas of previously occupied
land,  including the current  site,  reverting to pasture or  other agricultural  use.  These
areas  on  the  fringes  of  the  habited  zones  would  have  been  suitable  for  the  more
noxious industries such as tanning and skinning.

4.5   Phase 5: post-medieval (Late 17th century to 19th century)
4.5.1 This  area  of  Huntingdon  appears  to  have  continued  to  be  largely  undeveloped  or

marginal  until  the  late  17th  century,  represented  by  the  accumulation  of  extensive
garden  or  cultivation  layers  recorded  in  both  test  pits.  Two  parallel  brick  wall
foundations recorded in Pest Pit 2 date to the late-17th to early-18th century and may
relate to the upturn in fortunes that the town experienced in this period. A partly-walled
narrow lane (marked as 'FP') is shown crossing the site on the 1st, 2nd and 4th edition
Ordnance  Survey  maps  (Higgs  2010,  figs  7-9)  and  it  is  possible  that  these  wall
foundations are somehow related to these. This track or lane would have linked 'Back
Lane' (now Nursery Road) with the High Street to the south-west. The walls, which are
separated by a 2.8m-wide gap, only extended partway into the trench, however, and
there is no surviving evidence of an associated surface. A substantial post-hole (28)
containing brick and tile of a similar date to the walls may be associated with them,
perhaps suggesting the presence of a building here that is not shown on any of the
available maps.

4.5.2 Overlying the walls in Test Pit 2 was a thick rubble soil layer which is probably levelling
for the modern car park, or may represent demolition of a building, whilst in Test Pit 1 a
further soil layer indicates that this area remained open in this period. This evidence is
very similar to that recorded at the adjacent St Germain Street site, where numerous
brick foundations, wells and pits were recorded, some of which also date to the late
17th century. Cultivation deposits were also identified across the site. Some of these
remains  probably  relate  to  the  Nursery  that  was  established  here  in  the  mid-18th
century (Higgs 2010, 12). 

4.6   Deposit model (Figs 2 and 5)
4.6.1 Although limited in nature, the results of this test-pitting evaluation combined with those

of the recent geotechnical survey by AF Howland Associates (Atkins, 2010) and to a
lesser  extent  the  adjacent  archaeological  investigations  at  St  Germain  Street  (RPS
1999) enable a broad deposit model for the site to be suggested. This concentrates on
the levels where archaeology is likely to be encountered ( i.e. natural clays/gravels and
above).

Abbreviations: BH = Borehole;  WS = Window sample;  TP = Test Pit;  BGL = Below
ground level
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4.6.2 Two profiles were created: 

▪ A) south-west to north-east, utilising TP2, WS05, WS03 and BH02

▪ B) south-east to north-west, utilising TP, WS03 and WS02

Profile A  (Table 1)

4.6.3 Natural river terrace gravels were recorded at 7.23mOD at the north-east end of the
profile, and at 7.37mOD towards the centre and south-west parts. These gravels were
below  the  depth  investigated  by  the  evaluation  test  pits  and  are  unlikely  to  yield
archaeological deposits.

4.6.4 Natural  sandy gravelly clay was recorded at  8.28mOD at  the south-west  end of the
profile,  8.07mOD in  the centre  and  dropping  to  7.53mOD in  BH02.  The  latter  may
indicate significant truncation in this area. The earliest (undated) archaeological feature
was  present  at  8.28mOD  (1.2m  BGL)  in  Test  Pit  2;  the  water  table  was  also
encountered at this level.

4.6.5 Medieval layers and cut features were revealed at a depth of 0.8m BGL (8.75mOD),
and a late medieval  deposit  at  0.7m BGL and post-medieval  layers and features at
0.36m BGL. Above this were modern deposits associated with the car park that are of
no archaeological interest. 

4.6.6 It is difficult to correlate the 'made ground' recorded by the geotechnical survey with the
relevant phases of deposition identified within the archaeological test pits. However, it
is clear that WS05 located adjacent to Test Pit 2 has a significant build-up of deposits
(0.9m) that probably equate to the medieval and post-medieval layers recorded in the
test pit. The top of the made ground is 0.6m BGL, which is comparative to that recorded
in the test-pit  and probably represents the top of  the post-medieval  cultivation layer
(13).  In WS03 and BH02 there was some differentiation within the 'made ground' layers
which  might  equate  to  the  late  medieval  and  post-medieval  cultivation  deposits
respectively.

  
No.
Ground 
level

Natural 
gravel

Natural 
sandy 
gravelly clay

Undated 
archaeology
(top)

Medieval 
archaeology
(top of 
Phase 2/3)

Late 
medieval 
archaeology 
(top of Phase
4) 

Post-
medieval 
archaeology 
(top of Phase 
5 below car 
park)

TP2
9.57mOD

- 8.28mOD
1.2m BGL

8.28mOD
1.2m BGL

8.75mOD
c.0.8m BGL

8.9mOD
c.0.7m BGL

9.21mOD
0.36m BGL

WS05 
9.57mOD

7.37mOD 
2.2m BGL

8.07mOD
1.5m BGL

'made ground'
8.97mOD
0.6m BGL

(0.9m thick)

WS03
9.77mOD

7.37mOD
2.4m BGL

8.07mOD
1.7m BGL

'made ground'
8.87mOD
0.9m BGL

'made ground'
9.27mOD
0.5m BGL

BH02
9.53mOD

7.23mOD
2.3m BGL

7.53mOD
2m BGL

'made ground'
8.53mOD
1m BGL

'made ground'
9.13mOD
0.4m BGL

Table 1: Profile A
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Profile B (Table 2)

4.6.7 Natural river terrace gravels were recorded at between 7.35 and 7.37mmOD. These
were below the depth investigated by the evaluation test pits and are unlikely to yield
archaeological deposits. 

4.6.8 Natural sandy gravelly clay was recorded at c.8.05mOD, although in WS2 at the north-
west end of the profile there was a sequence of sand overlain by clay and sealed by
gravel which might indicate the presence of a palaeochannel in this area. The earliest
(undated) archaeological feature was present at 8.05mOD (1.7m BGL) in Test Pit 1; the
water table was also encountered at this level.

4.6.9 Medieval layers were revealed at a depth of 1.3m BGL (8.45mOD), a late medieval
deposit at 1.1m BGL and post-medieval layers and features 0.8m BGL. Above this were
modern deposits associated with the car park that are of no archaeological interest.
The increased depth at which archaeological deposits are preserved in this Test Pit is
largely due to the thickness (0.7m) of the Type 1 stone make-up laid as part of the car
park construction.

4.6.10 As  with  Profile  A,  it  is  difficult  to  correlate  the  'made  ground'  recorded  by  the
geotechnical  survey  with  the  relevant  phases  of  deposition  identified  within  the
archaeological test pits. However, it is clear that WS02 located at the north-west end of
the profile has a significant build-up of deposits (1.25m) that probably equate to the
medieval  and  post-medieval  layers  recorded  in  the  test  pits.  The  top  of  the  made
ground is 0.25m BGL, which is shallower than that recorded elsewhere along the profile
(0.5m – 0.8m) but this may simply be because the make-up for the car park was less
substantial here. 

No.
Ground 
level

Natural 
gravel

Natural 
sandy 
gravelly clay

Undated 
archaeology
(top)

Medieval 
archaeology
(top of 
Phase 2/3)

Late 
medieval 
archaeology 
(top of Phase
4) 

Post-medieval
archaeology 
(top of Phase 
5 below car 
park)

TP1
9.75mOD

- 8.05mOD
1.7m BGL

8.05mOD
1.7m BGL

8.45mOD
c.1.3m BGL

8.65mOD
c.1.1m BGL

8.95mOD
0.8m BGL

WS03
9.77mOD

7.37mOD
2.4m BGL

8.07mOD
1.7m BGL

'made ground'
8.87mOD
0.9m BGL

'made ground'
9.27mOD
0.5m BGL

WS02
9.65mOD

7.35mOD
2.3m BGL
(sand)

7.75mOD
1.9m BGL
and gravel
@ 8.15mOD
1.5m BGL

'made ground'
9.4mOD

0.25m BGL
(1.25m thick)

Table 2: Profile B

4.7   Preliminary Predictive Archaeological Model and Impact Assessment
4.7.1 Combining the results of the above with that from the adjacent site on St Germaine

Street  it  is  possible  to  make  some  broad  suggestions  regarding  the  nature  of
archaeological deposits likely to be present within the proposed development area. In
general it appears that archaeological deposits and features spanning the pre- to post-
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medieval  periods  are fairly  well-preserved,  sealed beneath successive  cultivation  or
make-up  soils  with  little  evidence  of  modern  intrusion  or  significant  truncation.  An
obvious caveat to this is the limited scope of this evaluation which has only provided a
small sample of the area to be impacted upon by the redevelopment.

Pre-medieval

4.7.2 The  results  from  both  this  evaluation  and  the  adjacent  site  clearly  demonstrates
moderate to high potential for negative features being present that cut the natural at a
depth of  c.8.05 to 8.28m (1.2-1.7m BGL). These are likely to take the form of linear
ditches, pits and other features and could be scattered across the redevelopment area;
they may be fairly truncated by later activity. Ditches may align with former road or lane
frontages.  These  may span  the  prehistoric  to  Saxon  periods,  although  Late  Saxon
features are perhaps more likely.

Saxo-Norman and medieval

4.7.3 There is  high potential  for  Saxo-Norman and medieval  features  and deposits  to  be
present at a depth of 0.8m and 1.3m BGL (between 8.45mOD and 8.75mOD). Where
present  these are likely to take the form of  flood deposits,  cultivation soils,  ditches,
structural remains (post-holes, beamslots  etc), pits, quarries, industrial features, wells
etc. Previous work on the adjacent site and elsewhere in Huntingdon has demonstrated
that most features are likely to date to the 'high medieval' period (mid-12th to mid-14th
centuries).  Waterlogged remains  were preserved in  some of  the deeper  pits  and/or
wells.

4.7.4 It is difficult to predict the density of medieval archaeology likely to be present within the
proposed development area, although the absence of pits or structural features in Test
Pit  1  might  suggest  that  this  part  of  the  site  remained  fairly  open  with  the  main
expansion of the medieval town occurring to the south in the area of Test Pit 2. The
latter produced clear evidence of medieval timber structures in this area as well as pits
of unknown function (although hammerscale in their fills indicate nearby blacksmithing).
The adjacent  St  Germain  Street  site  identified  numerous Late  Saxon and medieval
features across the area investigated, with notable concentrations around the Germain
Street frontages and in the north-east of the site close to the town boundary ditch. The
latter could feasibly be located within the current redevelopment area and significant
features including structural remains were identified less than 100m to the north-west of
Test Pit 1 suggesting that similar remains could also be present within the current site.

Late medieval and post-medieval

4.7.5 Late medieval  (mid-14th century-?late 17th century)  cultivation soils  are likely to  be
present across the current site at a depth of 0.7m–1.1m BGL (8.65m-8.9mOD) and may
be cut  by features  such as  wells,  industrial  pits  (tanning  etc),  ditches and  possibly
ovens. Similar evidence has been identified on the adjacent site and elsewhere in (the
more marginal areas of) the post-Black Death town. If present, these are likely to be
less densely-distributed across the site compared with the previous medieval phases,
although the adjacent site indicates a slight concentration  c.100m to the west of the
current site. 

4.7.6 Post-medieval layers and features are likely to be present at a depth of between 0.36m
BGL (9.21mOD) and 0.8m BGL (8.95mOD) and could include brick wall foundations,
wells and cut features such as post-holes and pits. These are perhaps more likely to be
present in the southern half of the current site, in the area of Test Pit 2.
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4.7.7 The impact of the proposed multi-storey car park will clearly be significant, especially in
the  areas  of  the  main  load-bearing  ground  beams.  The  evaluation  has  shown  that
significant  archaeological deposits are present  between  c.8.05 and 8.28m (1.2-1.7m
BGL)  and  8.65m-8.9mOD  (0.7m–1.1m  BGL),  at  least  in  the  eastern  half  of  the
redevelopment area.  In addition, post-medieval layers and features occur at between
0.36m-0.8m BGL (9.21mOD-8.95mOD). The stratified nature of the deposits recorded
by the evaluation indicates that a phased approach to machining and excavation would
be preferential. 

4.8   Significance
4.8.1 This  evaluation,  although  limited  in  nature,  has  confirmed  the  presence  of  well-

preserved, stratified archaeological deposits and features  spanning the pre-medieval
to post-medieval periods within the proposed redevelopment area. 

4.8.2 This  part  of  Huntingdon  appears  to  have  been  fairly  open,  marginal  land  prone  to
flooding in the centuries pre-dating the Norman conquest, indicated by flood deposits
and the cutting of drainage and/or boundary ditches. There is good evidence for the
northwards expansion of the medieval town in the 'high medieval' period, represented
by the appearance of timber structures and pits in the south of the site.  In addition,
tentative  evidence  for  industrial  activities  comprising  low-level  blacksmithing  being
undertaken in the vicinity was recovered. The eventual decline and contraction of the
town during the later medieval and early post-medieval periods is again illustrated by
extensive  cultivation  soils  recorded  in  both  test  pits.  This  was  followed  by  limited
redevelopment of the southern part of the site suggested by the construction of brick
wall foundations and a substantial post-hole in the late 17th or early 18th centuries.  

4.8.3 These  results,  especially  when  combined  with  those from the  adjacent  St  Germain
Street site, provide significant evidence for the origins, early development, expansion
and  decline  of  Huntingdon.  The  evaluation  has  demonstrated  the  presence  of  a
sequence of deposits and features that are very reminiscent of remains recorded on the
adjacent  site  and  elsewhere  in  Huntingdon,  notably  at  the  Huntingdon  town  centre
project (HUNWHS 05 and HUNTCR 07). 

4.8.4 There is good potential  to address a number of specific local,  regional and national
research priorities outlined in relevant publications (Glazebrook 1997; Glazebrook and
Brown  2000)  and  the  revised  Research  Framework  (Medleycott  and  Brown  2008;
www.eaareports.org.uk).  These  include:  understanding  small  towns,  development
cycles  in  towns,  specialisation  and  craft  production,  morphology  (boundaries,
tenements,  zonation  etc),  economy and land-use.  These in  turn will  contribute  to a
forthcoming  publication  outlining  the archaeology and history of  Huntingdon  and its
changing fortunes (Clarke and Connor forthcoming). 

4.9   Recommendations
4.9.1 Recommendations  for  any  future  work  based upon this  report  will  be  made by the

County Archaeology Office.
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APPENDIX A.  TRENCH DESCRIPTIONS AND CONTEXT INVENTORY

Test Pit 1

General description Orientation

The test pit contained a single ditch cutting natural sandy clays and 
gravels. The ditch was sealed by a soil layer in turn sealed by late-
medieval cultivation soil and post-medieval garden or former topsoil. 
Sealed by hardcore make up and car park surface. Base of the test 
pit  flooded at 1.80m.

Avg. depth (m) 2

Width (m) 4

Length (m) 4

Contexts

context 
no

type
Width 
(m)

Depth 
(m)

comment finds date

1 Layer - 0.09 Tarmacadam

2 Layer - 0.7 Hardcore

3 Layer -
0.28-
0.30

Post medieval  top soil

4 Layer
0.25-
0.35

Late medieval/post 
medieval layer

5 Layer
0.15-
0.28

Medieval soil/flood deposit pottery Mid-12th to mid-14th c.

6 Layer
0.12-
0.18

Medieval or earlier 
soil/interface

7 Natural
Clays and sandy fine 
gravels

8 Cut 0.62 0.28 Narrow ditch

9 Fill 0.62 0.28 Ditch fill

Test Pit 2

General description Orientation

The test pit contained a single ditch cutting natural sandy gravels 
and clays sealed by medieval soil layers cut into by medieval post-
holes and pits sealed by late medieval layer and post medieval soil 
which is cut by a post-hole and two brick walls, sealed by modern 
rubble layer, hardcore deposits and tarmacadam car park surface.

Avg. depth (m) 1.2

Width (m) 4

Length (m) 4

Contexts

context 
no

type
Width 
(m)

Depth 
(m)

comment finds date

10 Layer 0.11 Tarmacadam car park Modern

11 Layer
0.20-
0.25

Hardcore

12 Layer 0.4 Rubble levelling material

13 Layer
0.40-
0.45

Post medieval soil/sub soil
Pottery;

CBM
19th-20th c. & Late
17th-early 18th c.

14 Wall 0.23 Brick wall Late 17th-early 18th c.

15 Wall 0.24 Brick wall Late 17th-early 18th c.
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Test Pit 2

16 Layer 0.35 Late medieval soil pottery 13th-mid-14th /19th c.

17 Layer
0.15-
0.20

Medieval soil Bone Animal bone

18 Cut 0.32 0.16 Post hole

19 Fill Fill of post hole 18

20 Cut 0.45 0.32 Post hole

21 Fill Fill of post hole 20 pottery
Late Saxon/Early

medieval (mid 9th-mid-
12th c.)

22 Cut 0.4 0.26 Post hole

23 Fill Fill of post hole 22 pottery Mid-14th c.

24 Cut 0.65 0.18 Double post hole

25 Fill Fill of post hole 24

26 Cut 0.2 0.3 Post hole

27 Fill Fill of post hole 26

28 Cut 0.45 0.79 Post Hole

29 Fill Fill of post hole 28
Pot;

tile/brick

(pot 11th-mid-14thc.)
Late 17th-early 18th

century

30 Cut 0.5 Pit

31 Fill Fill of pit 30
pot/bone/sl

ag
Mid 12th-mid 14th c.

32 Cut 0.52 Pit

33 Fill Fill of pit 32

34 Layer 0.35 Medieval soil pottery Mid 12th-mid 14th c.

35 Cut 0.5 0.26 Ditch

36 Fill Fill of ditch 35 flint

37 Natural Sands gravels and clays

38 Cut ?post hole

39 Fill Fill of post-hole
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APPENDIX B.  FINDS REPORTS

B.1  Flint

By Carole Fletcher 

Assemblage

B.1.1  A  small  worked  flint  (0.003kg)  of  Late  Neolithic  or  Early  Bronze  Age  date  was
recovered from Phase 1 context 36, fill of ditch 35. 

B.2  Glass

By Carole Fletcher 

Assemblage

B.2.1  A single abraded fragment of window glass (0.001kg) was recovered from layer 13. The
glass is thin (1mm) and the surfaces are lightly oxidised and flaking, the thinness of the
glass suggests it may be earlier than the 19th century pottery found alongside it.  The
shard is not closely datable and no further work is required on this assemblage.

B.3  Pottery

By Carole Fletcher 

Introduction 

B.3.1  The evaluation produced a small pottery assemblage of 27 sherds, weighing 0.314kg,
from eight contexts. The condition of the overall assemblage is moderately abraded and
the average sherd weight from individual contexts is approximately 11g. 

B.3.2  Ceramic fabric abbreviations used in the text are:

BRILL Brill-Boarstall Ware

CREA Cream Ware

ENGS English Stoneware

NEOT St Neots Type Ware

HUNLMO Huntingdonshire Late Medieval Oxidised Ware

HUNEMW Huntingdonshire Early Medieval Ware

HUNFSW Huntingdonshire Fen Sandy Ware

MAX Maxey Type Ware

PMBL Post Medieval Black Glazed Ware

RFWE Refined White Earthen Ware

SHW Shelly Ware

STAM Stamford Ware

Methodology

B.3.3  The Medieval Pottery Research Group (MPRG) documents A guide to the classification
of medieval ceramic forms (MPRG 1998) and Minimum Standards for the Processing,
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Recording, Analysis and Publication of Post-Roman Ceramics  (MPRG, 2001) act as a
standard.

B.3.4  Dating was carried out using OA East’s in-house system based on that previously used
at the Museum of London. Fabric classification has been carried out for all previously
described medieval and post-medieval types. All sherds have been counted, classified
and weighed.  All  the  pottery has  been recorded  and dated  on a  context-by-context
basis.

B.3.5  The pottery and archive are curated by OA East until formal deposition.

Assemblage (Table 3)

B.3.6  A single residual sherd of NEOT, a sherd of HUNFSW and four sherds of DNEOT were
recovered from Phase 4 layer 5, dating the context to the mid-12th to mid-14th century.
By comparison both contexts 13 and 16 contain transfer decorated RFWE and can be
dated to the 19th-20th century.

B.3.7  Context  21 produced the earliest  pottery recovered from the excavation,  a relatively
unabraded sherd from a Middle Saxon shelly ware jar (MAX). Recovered alongside a
small glazed sherd from a Late Saxon-early medieval STAM jug.

B.3.8  Context 23 contains a late medieval (c.mid 14th century) sherd from a sooted HUNLMO
jar and a small abraded sherd from a BRILL jug. Also present were sherds of DNEOT,
SHW  and HUNEMW. 

B.3.9  Context 29 produced a small sherd of HUNEMW-HUNFSW which is not closely datable.
From context 31 were recovered a rim sherd from a HUNFSW jar and a body sherd
from a DNEOT vessel. Context 34 produced a single abraded sherd of HUNFSW. Both
context 31 and 34 can be dated to the mid 12th-mid 14th century.

Statement of Research Potential and Further Work

B.3.10  An assemblage of this size normally provides only basic dating information for a site,
however the presence of Middle Saxon pottery an uncommon find in in Huntingdon and
the presence  Late  Saxon-early  medieval  and  medieval  material  although  somewhat
disturbed by later activity, indicates domestic occupation from the Middle Saxon period
onwards.  The material deposited on the site may relate to the activity identified during
the excavation of  the adjacent  Sainsbury's  site on  St  Germain Street  in  1999 (RPS
1999). Should further work be undertaken this assemblage should be incorporated into
the excavation archive and examined in relation to the assemblage recovered from the
Sainsbury's excavation.

Context Fabric
Basic 
Form

Sherd 
Count

Weight 
(kg)

Pottery Date Range 
(Where different 
from overall context
date)

Context Date Range

5 DNEOT 4 0.034 Mid 12th-mid 14th 
century

Mid 12th-mid 14th 
century

HUNEMW 1 0.004 Mid 11th-end of 12th 
century  

NEOT 1 0.003 Mid 9th-mid 12th 
century  

13 CREA Plate 1 0.009 19th century 19th-20th century
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Context Fabric
Basic 
Form

Sherd 
Count

Weight 
(kg)

Pottery Date Range 
(Where different 
from overall context
date)

Context Date Range

ENGS Bowl 1 0.097 18th-early20th 
centuryJar 2 0.032

MODR Plant 
pot

1 0.004  

PMBL Bowl 1 0.039 17th-18th century

RFWE Plate 2 0.025

16 RFWE Plate 1 0.002 19th-20th century

BRILL Jug 1 0.003 13th-mid 14th century

21 STAM Jug 1 0.003 Mid 9th-mid 12th 
centuryMAX 1 0.008 8th-mid 9th century

23 BRILL Jug 1 0.004 13th-mid 14th century

HUNCAL Jar 1 0.013 Mid 14th-mid 16th 
century

c. mid 14th century

HUNEMW Jar 1 0.003 Mid 11th-end of 12th

DNEOT Jar 1 0.002 Mid 12th-mid 14th 
century

SHW 1 0.008 Mid 12th-mid 14th 
century

29 HUNEMW/HU
NFSW

Jar 1 0.003 Mid 11th-mid 14th 
century

31 DNEOT 
(reduced)

1 0.003  Mid 12th-mid 14th 
century

HUNFSW Jar 1 0.009

34 HUNFSW 1 0.006  Mid 12th-mid 14th 
century

Table 3: Pottery dating

B.4  Clay Tobacco Pipes 

Assemblage

B.4.1  A single  short  fragment  of  white  ball  clay  clay  pipe  stem  weighing  0.003kg,  was
recovered from context  29.  The  stem is  not  closely  datable  and  no  further  work  is
required on this assemblage.

B.5  Ceramic Building Material and Fired Clay

By Carole Fletcher and Robert Atkins

Assemblage

B.5.1  A small  assemblage of  five fragments of  ceramic building material  (CBM),  weighing
0.227kg  and  a  single  fragment  of  fired  clay  (0.009kg)  was  recovered  from  three
contexts.  The condition of  the overall  assemblage is abraded and the average CBM
fragment weight from individual contexts is small at approximately 0.045kg.

B.5.2  The CBM and archive are curated by Oxford Archaeology East until formal deposition.
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Statement of Research Potential and Further Work

B.5.3  An assemblage of this size provides only basic dating information for a site. No further
work is required on this assemblage.

Context Form Count
Weight 
(kg)

Description and Fabric Date Range

13 Brick 1 0.032 Hand made brick with sanded surfaces.
Dark red sandy fabric.

Late 17th-early 
18th century

Roof Tile 1 0.006 12mm thick. Hard fired smooth cream-
yellow fabric with pink swirls and  
numerous small irregular voids.

29 Brick 1 0.047 Hand made brick with sanded surfaces 
(mixed with chalk). Red sandy fabric 
with occasional lumps of chalk 1-5mm.

Late 17th-early 
18th century

Brick 1 0.104 Hand made brick with  wiped or wire 
cut surface. Hard fired smooth cream-
yellow fabric with pink swirls and 
irregular voids.

Roof Tile 1 0.038 12mm thick Hard fired smooth  yellow-
pink surfaces and dull pink-red margins
with a grey core and  irregular voids, 
unevenly fired. 

Early post 
medieval

31 Fired Clay 1 0.009 Irregular fragment with  no surfaces. 
Pale and dark grey  fabric with some 
quartz, small amounts of chalk and 
charcoal/

Not closely 
datable

Table 4: Ceramic building material 
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APPENDIX C.  ENVIRONMENTAL REPORTS

C.1      Faunal Remains

By Chris Faine

Assemblage

C.1.1  Ten fragments of animal bone were recovered with 6 identifiable to species. All remains
were  identified  as  sheep/goat  apart  from  a  butchered  cattle  axis  from  context  17.
Context  23  contained  a  single  butchered  rib  fragments.  Portions  of  butchered
metacarpals were recovered from contexts 31 and 34, along with tibia and inominate
fragments.  Although extremely small  the  assemblage most  likely  represents  general
settlement debris

Further Work

C.1.2  No further work is required on the assemblage.

C.2      Environmental samples

By Rachel Fosberry

Introduction and Methods 

C.2.1  Four bulk samples were taken from features within the evaluated areas of the site in
order to assess the quality of preservation of plant remains and their potential to provide
useful data as part of further archaeological investigations. 

C.2.2  The samples were taken from medieval pits and and earlier ditches encountered in both
of the evaluation test pits. 

C.2.3  Ten litres of each sample were processed by water flotation (using a modified Siraff
three-tank system) for the recovery of charred plant remains, dating evidence and any
other artefactual  evidence that  might  be present.  The flot  was collected in  a 0.3mm
nylon mesh and the residue was washed through a 0.5mm sieve. Both flot and residue
were allowed to air dry. The dried residue was passed through 5mm and 2mm sieves
and a magnet was dragged through each resulting fraction prior to sorting for artefacts.
Any artefacts present were noted and reintegrated with the hand-excavated finds. The
flot was examined under a binocular microscope at x16 magnification and the presence
of  any plant  remains  or  other  artefacts  are noted on Table  x.  Identification  of  plant
remains is with reference to the Digital Seed Atlas of the Netherlands and the authors'
own reference collection.

C.2.4  Preservation  is  by  charring  with  no  evidence  of  preservation  by  waterlogging  or
mineralisation. Modern contaminants in the form of rootlets and earthworm egg cases
are prevalent in all of the samples which could indicate that some of the environmental
material within them may be intrusive.  Sample 2, fill  31 of  pit 30 also contains non-
charred  seeds  of  elderberry  (Sambucus  nigra)  and  sloe/cherry  (Prunus sp.).  These
seeds may be modern or they could be contemporary as they are extremely durable
and quite resistant to decomposition.
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Results 

C.2.5  The results are recorded on Table 5.

Sample No. Context 
No.

Cut No. Trench No Feature Type Flot Contents Residue 
Contents

1 9 8 1 Ditch Sparse charcoal 
only

No finds

2 31 30 2 Pit Charred grain, 
uncharred seeds,
charcoal

Animal bone, 
pottery, mussel 
shell, 
hammerscale

3 33 32 2 Pit Charred grain,  
charcoal

Animal bone, 
pottery, mussel 
shell, 
hammerscale

4 36 35 2 Ditch Charcoal only Animal bone 

Table 5. Results 

C.2.6  Preservation  is  by  charring  with  no  evidence  of  preservation  by  waterlogging  or
mineralisation. Modern contaminants in the form of rootlets and earthworm egg cases
are prevalent in all of the samples which could indicate that some of the environmental
material within them may be intrusive. Sample 2, fill 31 of Phase 3 pit 30 also contains
non-charred seeds of elderberry (Sambucus nigra) and sloe/cherry (Prunus sp.). These
seeds may be modern or they could be contemporary as they are extremely durable
and quite resistant to decomposition.

C.2.7  Preservation of charred material is poor and is limited to occasional charcoal fragments
and abraded charred cereal grains. Sample 2 contains a single barley (Hordeum sp.)
seed and two grains that are too abraded for identification. Sample 3, fill 33 of  pit 32
also contains a single cereal  grain that  has been tentatively identified as bread/club
wheat (Triticum aestivum/compactum).

C.2.8  Small  quantities of  hammerscale in  the form of  flakes and spheroids were retrieved
from the residues of Samples 2 and 3.

Discussion 
C.2.9  The  samples  examined  from this  evaluation  produced  a  low abundance  of  charred

material  making  conclusions  tentative.  The  ditch  samples  do  not  contain  any  plant
remains.  The  later  pits  contain  sparse  charred  cereal  grains  that  do  not  indicate
deliberate deposition but may suggest that spilt grain and domestic refuse may have
accumulated in these features. The presence of hammerscale in the pits suggests low
levels of blacksmithing activities occurring in the vicinity.

Further Work and Methods Statement 

C.2.10  The samples indicate that there is potential for the recovery of plant remains. If further
excavation is planned, sampling should be undertaken as features such as rubbish pits
with midden deposits may be encountered and investigation on the nature of the plant
assemblages  is  likely  to  provide  an  insight  into  utilisation  of  local  plant  resources,

agricultural activity and economic evidence from this period.
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Figure 1: Site location with development area (outlined red) and HER entries/nearby sites (green)
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Plate 2: Test Pit 2, Ditch 35, post-holes 20 and 22, view N 

Plate 1:  Test Pit 1, Section 1 and ditch 8, view SW
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Plate 4: Test Pit 2, Section 3 and pit 30, view NE 

Plate 3:  Test Pit 2, Section 3 and pit 32, view NW
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Plate 6: Test Pit 2, wall 14, view SE 

Plate 5:  Test Pit 2, Section 2 and post-holes 26 and 28, view W
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Plate 7:  Test Pit 2, wall 15, view N
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	1 Introduction
	1.1 Location and scope of work
	1.1.1 An archaeological evaluation was conducted by Oxford Archaeology East (OA East) on behalf of Huntingdonshire District Council at Chequers Court Car Park, Huntingdon (TL 2413 7190; Figs 1 and 2). This initial stage of archaeological investigation comprised the excavation of two 4m x 4m test pits within the footprint of a proposed new multi- storey car park (c.0.39ha).
	1.1.2 This archaeological evaluation was undertaken in accordance with a Brief issued by Andy Thomas of Cambridgeshire County Council, supplemented by a Specification prepared by OA East. In consultation with Huntingdonshire District Council and Andy Thomas, a scheme of preliminary investigation was agreed in order to further assess the archaeological potential and attempt to develop a predictive deposit model for the site.
	1.1.3 The work was designed to assist in defining the character and extent of any archaeological remains within the proposed redevelopment area, in accordance with the guidelines set out in Planning Policy Statement 5: Planning for the Historic Environment (Department for Communities and Local Government 2010). The results will enable decisions to be made by CCC, on behalf of the Local Planning Authority, with regard to the treatment of any archaeological remains found.
	1.1.4 In 1999 the adjacent area to the north and west of the current site, up to St Germain Street, was subject to a programme of archaeological investigation. This work was undertaken in advance of redevelopment of the area for a Sainsbury's supermarket, shop units, petrol-filling station, a new road and associated parking areas (CHERs CB15040 and ECB885; RPS 1999). The programme included evaluation, watching brief and targeted excavation; the latter focusing on the footprint of the new road and part of the petrol station. An assessment report was produced but the site has yet to be fully-reported on or published, although the available information indicates that significant remains relating to the Late Saxon, Norman and medieval development of the town were revealed, including domestic and low-level industrial activities, plot boundaries emanating from St Germain Street and the town ditch.
	1.1.5 In 2010 Archaeological Solutions were commissioned to prepare an archaeological Desk-Based Assessment (DBA) for the current proposed development (Higgs 2010). This identified high potential for medieval remains, moderate potential for prehistoric, early modern and modern remains and low to moderate potential for finds and features of Romano-British, Anglo-Saxon and post-medieval date.
	1.1.6 The site archive is currently held by OA East and will be deposited with the appropriate county stores in due course.

	1.2 Geology and topography
	1.2.1 Huntingdon is located within the Great Ouse Valley where the geology comprises Jurassic clays overlain by river terrace gravels and alluvium. The River Great Ouse flows several hundred metres to the south-east of the site although a tributary of it follows the line of Nursery Road, which bounds the site on the north side where the northern boundary of the medieval town was located. It is possible that two drainage ditches located outside the site to the north-west and south-east may be linked by a culvert crossing the site (Higgs 2010, 7), but this is unconfirmed.
	1.2.2 A ground investigation survey by AF Howland (Atkins 2010) indicates that the underlying deposits vary in depth across the proposed development area. Four boreholes and seven window samples were located across the site. Gravel was encountered in all of the samples at a depth of between 1.7m and 2.4m. Clay lay above the gravel in eight of the samples and 'made ground' was recorded as being between 1m and 1.8m thick. Interestingly both the shallowest and deepest deposits of made ground were found in adjacent samples in the northern part of the site, suggesting an underlying cut or area of disturbance here, possibly man-made. The report also indicates the possibility of some contamination from hydrocarbons in the north-west corner of the site.

	1.3 Archaeological and historical background
	1.3.1 An archaeological Desk-based Assessment (DBA) has been prepared by Archaeological Solutions (Higgs 2010), which included a search of the Cambridgeshire Heritage Environment Record (CHER) within a 500m radius of the site and an assessment of available cartographic sources. The following section, which should be read in conjunction with the DBA and associated figures, summarises some of the pertinent elements of this report. This is supplemented by information from other recent investigations in the vicinity (Fig. 1), notably the adjacent St Germain Street site. The assessment report for latter was not available for consultation at the CHER when the DBA was being researched.
	1.3.2 Although the proposed development is located within the Great Ouse valley, which is rich in prehistoric remains (notably major ritual complexes of Late Neolithic and Bronze Age date), there has been relatively little prehistoric activity recorded in the vicinity of the site. The latter largely comprises chance finds or residual flints, for example at the Former Model Laundry site (HUNMOL 05; Clarke 2007) located c.250m to the south-east of the current site. Here a small assemblage of flints indicative of on-site knapping and exploitation of the river gravels in the Mesolithic or Early Neolithic periods was recovered; a small quantity of Iron Age pottery was also found.
	1.3.3 The main focus of Roman-British activity in the area lay to the south-east of the river, where the important small town of Durovigutum existed in the area of modern Godmanchester, c.1.5km to the south-east (Higgs 2010). Recent work within Huntingdon, however, has revealed a significant Roman presence, especially close to the river where a number of villa sites and a cemetery have been recorded adjacent to the castle. Domestic Roman activity, in the form of pits, ditches and wells, was recorded at the Pathfinder House site to the north-east of the presumed route of Ermine Street (Mellor 2009), whilst closer to the current site, a substantial Roman ditch was revealed to the south-east during excavations at the Former Model Laundry, Ouse Walk (HUNMOL 05; Clarke 2007). Immediately adjacent to the latter site, the remains of a Late Roman building of possible industrial function were recorded at Hampden House, Temple Close (HUNHAM 08; Thatcher 2010), c.250m to the south-east of the current evaluation. A few fragments of Roman pottery and tile were recovered from later features at the adjacent site at St Germain Street (RPS 1999; CHER 15040), indicating some activity of this date in the vicinity.
	Anglo-Saxon
	1.3.4 During the later Anglo-Saxon period the town of Huntingdon developed as a port and/or trading centre located at an important intersection of road and river communications. Although the location of the documented Danish and Late Saxon burhs at Huntingdon (the latter being a re-build or extension of the former) is not known, recent work has attempted to re-assess the evidence. New research indicates that the Late Saxon settlement is located in the southern part of the area later enclosed by the medieval town ditch to the north-east and the bar dyke to the south-west (Spoerry 2000). There is, however, much dispute as to the location of the late 9th to early 10th century Danish burh.
	1.3.5 Late Saxon occupation has been found nearby at Orchard Lane (CHER 13020; Oakey and Spoerry 1997) and Hartford Road (CHER 11907 and 11908). Excavations at the Former Model Laundry and the adjacent Hampden House sites located c.250m to the south-east of the current evaluation revealed a series of substantial ditches/channels that appear to originate in the post-Roman period. These may be defensive in origin (part of the 'D-shaped' Danish enclosure?) or could conceivably represent a significant boundary between habitable land on the higher ground to the south and more marginal floodplain to the north (HUNMOL 05 (Clarke 2007); HUNHAM 08 (Thatcher 2010)).
	1.3.6 Closer to the current proposed development, the adjacent St Germain/Sainsbury's site revealed a number of features, including ditches, pits and gullies that appear to date to the Late Saxon/early medieval period (c.850-1150). These were largely concentrated in the west of the area, closer to St Germain Street and had been truncated by later activity. Most of the ditches were aligned east-west or north-east to south-west.
	Medieval
	1.3.7 By the time of Domesday survey there were 256 burgesses (freemen who were heads of households), two churches and a mill. The major element in the post-Conquest townscape was the castle, built in 1068 and at least partially destroyed in 1174. The imposition of the castle onto the pre-existing Saxon town necessitated the movement of the river crossing (resulting in the construction of a wooden bridge) and made it necessary to lay out a new High Street and, probably, market place (Kenney 2005, 7).
	1.3.8 Huntingdon continued to prosper and by the early 14th century had attained all the hallmarks of a thriving centre: sixteen churches, two priories, a friary and three hospitals; a stone-built bridge (CHER 02544) carrying Ermine Street over the River Ouse was constructed in AD 1332. However, by the late 14th century the fortunes of the town began to change. A downturn in the local economy combined with a particularly severe visitation of plague saw the beginning of the decline of the town. Six of the churches are not mentioned in documents after the mid-14th century and by the 16th century only four were still functioning: St Mary’s, All Saints, St Benedict’s and St John’s. Archaeological investigations within the town suggest that occupation inside the town ditch may have been rather piecemeal after the late 13th century (ibid).
	1.3.9 Numerous excavations and investigations within the town have revealed evidence of medieval occupation and activity, most notably CHERs 11907, 11908, 15040, 15568 and 13020 (not illustrated). At least part of the development site may have lain within a fairly marginal location on the edge of the medieval town, although areas closer to the High Street and other thoroughfares are likely to have been more intensively-occupied. A pit containing shoe leathers and horn cores and interpreted as a tanning pit (CB15649) was identified during emergency recording at No. 4 Chequers Court to the south-west of the current site. Medieval pits, post-holes and wells have also been recorded c.250m to the south-east of the site at the Former Model Laundry site and Hampden House ((HUNMOL 05 (Clarke 2007); HUNHAM 08 (Thatcher 2010)). .
	1.3.10 Of particular relevance is the adjacent St Germain/Sainsbury's site (CHER 15040), which was subject to a programme of archaeological investigation prior to the construction of the current retail park in 1999 (RPS 1999, 8-9). Over half of the features and deposits recorded on this site broadly date to the mid-12th to late-14th century and include ditches, gullies, c.73 pits, a timber-lined well, possible structural remains and cultivation soils. This evidence is very similar to that recorded at other recent excavations in the town undertaken by OA East, notably Hartford Road, Walden House (HUNWHS05) and Gazeley House (HUNTCR07. The features were spread across the site and indicate that remains of similar date may extend into the current proposed development area.
	1.3.11 The ditches and gullies were predominantly aligned north-west to south-east (perpendicular to the medieval street) with a less frequent incidence of north-east to south-east and east-west orientations. These were interpreted as largely representing property boundaries or land divisions, although a larger feature identified in the north of the site may have been the town ditch and ditches to the west may be associated with the medieval phase of St Germain Street. Although largely domestic in character, evidence for industrial activities including crop-processing and possible cat-skinning was identified; a small collection of leather turn-shoes was also recovered from a medieval well. There was clear evidence of decline by the 15th century, indicated by paucity of material and general absence of features combined with the formation of extensive cultivation soils as has been identified elsewhere in the town.
	Post-medieval
	1.3.12 The early post-medieval period witnessed a downturn in prosperity for Huntingdon, with few 16th-17th century buildings recorded in the town beyond that of the 16th century Falcon and George Hotels, the former of which was used as the temporary Royal Court and Headquarters in the Civil War. The level and extent of surviving later post-medieval and early modern buildings in Huntingdon reflect its revival in fortunes. Modern remains recorded in the area of the town consist of a World War I runway on Mill Common and the World War II RAF 'Pathfinder' forces HQ at Castle Hill House (Higgs 2010, 10-11).
	1.3.13 The adjacent St Germain/Sainsbury's site (CHER 15040) recorded a number of post-medieval features spanning the 16th to 19th centuries, including pits, post-holes, ditches, wells, wall foundations and cultivation deposits (RPS 1999, 11-12). Cartographic evidence indicates that the current site remained largely undeveloped, with some tree coverage; it may have been part of Wood and Ingram's nursery located on St Germain Street, which had ceased trading by 1950 (Higgs 2010, 12).

	1.4 Acknowledgements
	1.4.1 The evaluation was commissioned and funded by Huntingdonshire District Council. The project was managed by Aileen Connor with assistance from Rachel Clarke, who also co-authored this report. Fieldwork was undertaken by Michael 'Tam' Webster, who co-authored this report, and Pete Boardman; thanks are due to the site contractors John Henry Group and to Peter Lummis of Huntingdonshire District Council. The site was monitored by Andy Thomas and Kasia Gdaniec, to whom thanks are extended for their comments and advice. Carole Fletcher reported on the finds assemblage and would like to thank Rob Atkins for his comments on the brick; Rachel Fosberry assessed the environmental samples and Chris Faine reported on the animal bone. Report illustrations are by Séverine Bézie and Andy Corrigan.


	2 Aims and Methodology
	2.1 Aims
	2.1.1 The objective of this evaluation was to determine as far as reasonably possible the presence/absence, location, nature, extent, date, quality, condition and significance of any surviving archaeological deposits within the development area.
	2.1.2 The results of the DBA (Higgs 2010) identified high potential for medieval remains, moderate potential for prehistoric, early modern and modern remains and low to moderate potential for finds and features of Romano-British, Anglo-Saxon and post-medieval date. In addition, the Specification produced by OA East highlighted that this area of Huntingdon may have been utilised for industrial purposes during the medieval period, given its slightly marginal location at the edge of the medieval town and proximity to known watercourses. The results are likely to contribute to a number of local and regional research priorities, particularly in relation to the development of the Late Saxon and medieval town, its economy and cyclical expansion and contraction through the medieval, late medieval and post-medieval periods.

	2.2 Methodology
	2.2.1 The Brief required that all archaeological deposits should be investigated and recorded.
	2.2.2 Machine excavation was carried out under constant archaeological supervision with a tracked 360º type excavator using a toothless ditching bucket.
	2.2.3 The site was surveyed in relation to the Ordnance Survey by Rachel Clarke and Michael Webster.
	2.2.4 Spoil, exposed surfaces and features were scanned with a metal detector. All metal-detected and hand-collected finds were retained for inspection, other than those which were obviously modern.
	2.2.5 All archaeological features and deposits were recorded using OA East's pro-forma sheets.  Trench locations, plans and sections were recorded at appropriate scales and colour and monochrome photographs were taken of all relevant features and deposits.
	2.2.6 Environmental samples were taken from a range of features including ditches and pits.
	2.2.7 The site conditions and the weather did not inhibit the archaeological work.


	3 Results
	3.1 Introduction
	3.1.1 Two 4m x 4m trenches/test pits were excavated, the results of which are presented and described below in stratigraphic order. Six phases of activity have been identified that span the pre-medieval to post-medieval and modern periods. Phasing is based on stratigraphic relationships combined, where possible, with dating evidence provided largely by pottery and ceramic building material (CBM). Further trench and context data is included in Appendix A, supplemented by full reports on the finds and environmental samples included as Appendices B and C.

	3.2 Test Pit 1 (Fig 3, Plate 1)
	3.2.1 Test Pit 1 was located in the northern part of the proposed development area, within an extension of the Sainsbury's car park. It was excavated to a depth of 1.75m, at which level a natural of slightly gravelly sandy clay (7) was exposed in the base of a central sondage. The water table was encountered at this level resulting in the base of the trench being flooded. The full sequence of archaeological deposits and modern make-up was recorded and is illustrated in Fig. 3, S. 1 and Plate 1. 
	Phase 1: undated
	3.2.2 A single ditch (8), orientated north-east to-south-west on a slightly curving trajectory, cut the natural. It measured 0.62m wide x 0.28m deep, had moderately-steep sides and a slightly concave base and was filled by a single pale yellow brown clay silt deposit (9). The fill contained no finds but was sealed by a medieval soil layer (6, see below). An environmental sample from the ditch fill produced small quantities of charcoal and animal bone fragments but no other remains (Appendix C2).
	Phases 2 – 3: medieval
	3.2.3 Layer 6 comprised a pale yellowish-grey silty sandy clay with few inclusions, measuring up to 0.18m thick and extending across the base of the sondage excavated in the centre of the test pit. It overlay ditch 8 and was sealed by another layer (5, see below). This layer could be largely natural in origin given its relatively sterile nature, or could represent an early soil horizon/interface with the natural (7) below.
	3.2.4 Layer 5 was 0.28m thick and was much more mixed in appearance than layer 6 below, comprising mottles and patches of mid to dark blue-grey clay within the generally yellowish brown silty clay matrix. A single sherd of pottery broadly datable to the mid-12th to mid-14th century was recovered from this deposit. The mottled and clay-rich nature of this deposit indicates that it may in part be derived from flood deposits suggesting that this area was somewhat marshy or water-covered at some point. These layers could be contemporary with layers 34 and/or 17 in Test Pit 2 (see below).
	Phases 4 - 5: late medieval to post-medieval
	3.2.5 A dark brown clay silt layer (4), measuring 0.2-0.35m thick, extended across the trench and sealed layer 5. This is probably a late medieval cultivation soil similar to that recorded in Test Pit 2; no finds were recovered.
	3.2.6 Overlying 4 was a c.0.30m-thick very dark grey silty clay layer (3) with occasional subangular flints and tile fragments that also extended across the test pit. This is likely to be a post-medieval garden or topsoil and is probably equivalent to layer 13 in Test Pit 2.
	Phase 6
	3.2.7 Modern stone hardcore and tarmac car park surface (layers 1 and 2) measuring 0.8m thick in total were laid on terram which directly overlaid the post-medieval soil layer.

	3.3 Test Pit 2 (Fig 4; Plates 2-7)
	3.3.1 Test Pit 2 was located to the south-west of Test Pit 1 within the Chequers Court car park. It was excavated in three stages, the first stage to a depth of 0.58-0.65m below ground level, which exposed two brick walls and a post-hole, the second stage to a depth of 0.90m, exposing features cutting earlier layers and the third stage to a final depth of 1.5m, exposing the natural within a central sondage. The latter comprised a mid-yellow brown sand clay gravel (37); the water table was also encountered at this depth.
	3.3.2 Phase 1: undated (Fig. 4; Plate 2)
	3.3.3 The earliest feature recorded in the base of the sondage was a ditch cutting the natural (35) that was aligned north-north-east to south-south-west, and measured 0.50m wide x 0.21m deep with a rounded profile. It was filled by single pale to mid yellowish-grey slightly sandy clay silt (36) that contained a single flint fragment of Late Neolithic or Early Bronze Age date. An environmental sample from the ditch fill produced small quantities of charcoal but no other remains (Appendix C2).
	Phase 2: ?early medieval (Fig. 4; Plate 2)
	3.3.4 The ditch was sealed by a 0.32m-thick layer of mid-greyish brown silty clay containing lenses and lumps of clay (34) and a single sherd of pottery broadly datable to the mid-12th to mid-14th century. The nature of this layer suggests that it might derive from flooding.
	3.3.5 This possible flood deposit was sealed by a layer of mid-brown clay silt (17) that measured 0.15-0.20m thick and which only appeared to extend across the northern half of the trench. No datable material was recovered; the only find comprised a single fragment of butchered cattle bone.
	Phase 3: medieval (Fig. 4; Plates 2-5)
	3.3.6 Several features were cut into 17, comprising a number of post-holes (18, 20, 22, 24, 26 and 38) and two pits (30 and 32) all located within the northern half of the test pit.
	3.3.7 The exposed parts of the two pits 30 and 32 (Plates 3 and 4) were fully-excavated within the limits of the test pit, and were found to be c.0.5m deep and in excess of 1.5m across, with moderately-steep sides and fairly flat bases. The single fills of both pits comprised yellowish brown silty clays; fill 31 in pit 30 (Plate 4), contained small quantities of butchered animal bone in association with pottery datable to the mid-12th to mid-14th century. Environmental samples from both pits produced similar results including low levels of charred cereal remains, animal bone, pottery, mussel shell and hammerscale. The presence of hammerscale suggests low levels of blacksmithing activities occurring in the vicinity. The relationship between the pits and the structural features was not clear, although it is possible that pit 32 is earlier than the post-holes. A shallow, poorly-defined feature (38) located in the north-west corner of the test pit between, and possibly cutting, pit 32 and post-hole 24, may also have had a structural function but too little was exposed to be certain.
	3.3.8 The post-holes (Plate 5) were all sub-circular in plan and measured between 0.2m and 0.48m wide and 0.16m and 0.32m deep. The two deepest post-holes (20 and 22) had quite steep sides and were located towards the centre of the group; the remaining post-holes were relatively shallow with concave profiles. All contained similar mid-greyish brown clay silt fills with occasional sub-rounded stones and pebbles, two of which contained pottery. Post-hole 20 contained sherds of mid-9th to mid-12th century, including a relatively unabraded sherd from a Middle Saxon shelly ware jar, whilst post-hole 22 to the immediate north produced five sherds with an overall date of c. mid-14th century (Appendix B3).
	Phase 4: late medieval to early post-medieval (Fig. 4)
	3.3.9 Sealing the pits and post-holes was a 0.10m-thick layer of mid grey-brown silty clay (16), similar to layer 4 in Test Pit 1, which contained a probably intrusive sherd of 19th century pottery and a sherd of 13th to mid-14th century date.
	Phase 5: post-medieval (Fig. 4 and Plates 5, 6-7)
	3.3.10 Overlying 16 was a 0.4-0.45m thick very dark grey silty clay layer (13), that extended across the test pit and probably represents a post-medieval garden or ploughsoil equivalent to layer 3 in Test Pit 1.
	3.3.11 This soil layer was cut by a large post-hole (28), and two brick walls (14 and 15; Plates 6 and 7 respectively). Post-hole 28 (Plate 5) had near vertical sides and measured 0.45m wide x 0.70m deep. It was filled by a mid-greyish brown clay silt (29) containing fragments of late 17th to early 18th century brick and tile, clay-pipe and a residual sherd of medieval pottery. The base of the cut contained tile pieces which were laid flat to act as a pad for the former timber post.
	3.3.12 The two brick walls were parallel and aligned south-east to north-west in the northern part of the test pit. Wall 14 measured 1.20m long x 0.23m wide and wall 15 measured 1.40m long x 0.24m wide. Brick samples from the walls indicate a late 17th to early 18th century date for their construction; they may have acted as offsets or buttresses for a wall north-west of the test-pit, or may be related to post-medieval garden features.
	Phase 6: modern
	3.3.13 Levelling and construction layers for the existing car park comprised layer 12, a 0.40m- thick mixed stone and brick rubble layer that may have been the fill of a lrage cut truncating post-hole 28. This was overlain by hardcore (11) measuring 0.20-0.26m thick, and capped by 10, the tarmac car park surface measuring 0.11m thick.

	3.4 Finds Summary
	3.4.1 A small but typical finds assemblage was recovered, comprising a worked flint, Saxon, medieval and post-medieval pottery (27 sherds, weighing 0.314kg), fired clay, post-medieval brick and tile, clay tobacco pipe and glass. The presence of a sherd of Mid-Saxon pottery is of note.
	3.4.2 Similar low-levels of artefacts were recovered from the adjacent St Germain Street site, further reiterating that this was a fairly peripheral area, largely representing backyards of tenements and cultivation plots stretching back from the medieval road frontages up to the town ditch. The assemblage includes Roman, Saxon, medieval and post-medieval pottery, clay tobacco pipes, Roman and medieval roof tile, worked stone fragments, worked bone, shell, a single human bone, in addition to a small amount of iron and copper-alloy objects, glass bottles, iron slag, flint and leather. The latter was preserved within waterlogged pits/wells and includes part of a collection of 14th century turnshoes (RPS 1999, 13-24).

	3.5 Environmental Summary
	3.5.1 Only ten fragments of animal bone were recovered, most of which comprises butchered sheep/goat remains. The animal bone assemblage from the adjacent site was also small but generally well-preserved with sheep and cattle and lesser amounts of pig, horse and dog dominating the assemblage. Much of this appeared to derive from butchery and kitchen waste, although two interesting elements were the presence of a cat skull, which demonstrated evidence of skinning, and the relatively large number of goat horn-cores. The latter might indicate that some specialised craft-activities were being undertaken on the site, although the overall butchery pattern did not support this (RPS 1999, 18-19).
	3.5.2 The bulk environmental samples produced a low abundance of charred material; the Phase 1 ditch samples did not contain any plant remains. The medieval pits contained sparse charred cereal grains, whilst the presence of hammerscale suggests low levels of blacksmithing activities occurring in the vicinity. Again this is comparable to the results from the adjacent St Germain Street site where the results indicated that cereal processing appeared to have taken place throughout the medieval period. Although there was some evidence that pits were used for the disposal of refuse, they do not appear to have been systematically used and some appear to have become overgrown with weeds and scrub plants (RPS 1999, 27).


	4 Discussion and Conclusions
	4.1 Phase 1: Undated/Pre-medieval
	4.1.1 The earliest features in both test pits comprise small ditches on slightly different alignments (north-east to south-west and north-north-east to south-south-west) that cut the natural. Both ditches are undated, although one (35 in Test Pit 2) contained a single flint fragment of Late Neolithic or Early Bronze Age date that is likely to be residual. Two residual worked flints were also recorded at the adjacent St Germain site, where two possible palaeochannels were also recorded.
	4.1.2 A series of parallel ditches with associated pits were also revealed at the St Germain Street site, concentrated in the western part of the site and assigned to phase 1. These were aligned east-west or north-east to south-west and may have delineated early plot boundaries perpendicular to St Germain St, or its predecessor (RPS 1999, 28). Several of the ditches produced pottery broadly-datable to the Late Saxon/early medieval period (875-1150) whilst others produced no dating evidence at all.
	4.1.3 The similarity of these ditches, and to a lesser extent their alignments, with those revealed at the current site might suggest that the latter are also plot boundaries relating to the early development of Huntingdon. Ditches 8 and 35 could conceivably be boundaries or land divisions associated with the former lane to the south-east shown on early maps, although ditch 8 is perhaps at too oblique an angle for this to be feasible. It is also possible that the ditches are earlier, perhaps Roman or prehistoric but further work would be required to establish this. A 'background scatter' of Roman pottery and tile was found at the adjacent site, suggesting that this part of (modern) Huntingdon may have been cultivated in this period. This area appears to have been prone to flooding in the past (see below) and the ditches may have been related to land drainage.
	4.1.4 An unabraded sherd of Middle Saxon pottery (a rare find in the town; a single sherd was also found at the adjacent site) and a small sherd of St Neots Type Ware (mid-9th to mid-12th century) were recovered from later deposits in Test Pits 2 and 1 respectively. A similar 'background scatter' of Late Saxon and Saxo-Norman pottery was found at the adjacent St Germain site and provides further evidence for activity, possibly agricultural-related, of this date in the vicinity.

	4.2 Phase 2: ?early medieval
	4.2.1 Overlying the ditches were possible flood deposits and cultivation soils, perhaps suggesting abandonment of this area in this period. No similar flood deposits appear to have been identified in the adjacent St Germain Street site, although several cultivation layers were recorded (RPS 1999,11), which have initially been assigned to the high medieval period (phase 3) but may be earlier as they were cut by phase 3 features.

	4.3 Phase 3: medieval (mid-12th to mid-14th century)
	4.3.1 In the southernmost test pit (2) there is evidence of a change in use from agricultural to occupation-related or more domestic activities represented by the appearance of pits and a number of post-holes that cut the uppermost Phase 2 layer. The pits may have initially been quarries or may have had an industrial function; small quantities of hammerscale were recovered indicative of blacksmithing in the vicinity in addition to evidence of cereal crops preserved by charring. The post-holes, two of which were relatively deep and produced datable material, do not form a coherent plan and could represent more than one structure or phase of building or boundary.
	4.3.2 These remains are significant as they provide evidence for the expansion of the town to the rear of the High Street to the south and roads/lanes leading off it into areas that were previously quite marginal. The absence of similar evidence in Test Pit 1 may indicate that this area close to the Town ditch remained open in this period. Although the pottery from the two dated post-holes is mixed, the overall date is 12th-14th century, with post-hole 22 containing a single sherd datable to the mid-14th to mid-16th-century which might relate to its final use or destruction rather than its construction.
	4.3.3 Results from the adjacent St Germain Street site indicate an upsurge in activity in this 'high medieval' period that has also been recorded on other excavations across the town, notably those investigated as part of the Huntingdon town centre redevelopment project to the south of the High Street. Over half of the 268 phased features identified at the adjacent site have been dated to the mid-12th to mid/late-14th century (assigned phase 3) and include plot boundaries/ditches, pits and wells. Most were concentrated along the western part of the site close to St Germain Street, although a significant group was also recorded in Area D. This area was located in the west of the site and closer to the current evaluation in the area that is now occupied by the Sainsbury's petrol station. Notably, this excavation area also included a possible robbed-out foundation trench perpendicular to the town ditch/Nursery Road that represented the only definite structural evidence from this phase on the site. This might indicate that similar evidence may extend westwards into the current proposed redevelopment area.
	4.3.4 Tentative evidence that this area of the town was utilised for industrial as well as more domestic purposes is provided by both the St Germain site and the current evaluation. At the former there are indications that crop-processing and possibly cat skinning (for the fur trade) were being undertaken in the vicinity; a high proportion of goat horn-cores may also hint at other craft activities being undertaken here. The current evaluation provided slight evidence in the form of hammerscale for blacksmithing being carried out nearby. Similar evidence has been found elsewhere in the town, notably at excavations to the rear of Walden House and Gazeley House (HUNWHS05 and HUNTCR07) to the south of the High Street.

	4.4 Phase 4: late medieval to early post-medieval (mid-14th to late 17th century)
	4.4.1 Further evidence for the decline of the town and reversion to agriculture in the mid to late 14th century was identified in both test pits. This was represented by a thick cultivation soil that sealed the medieval features and indicated that the area of the site was abandoned in this period, probably following the Black Death. No contemporary artefacts were recovered from the layers, although this is fairly typical for this horizon/deposit which has been recorded in numerous sites across Huntingdon, including on the adjacent St Germain Street site where it was purportedly up to 0.6m thick (RPS 1999, 11).
	4.4.2 Although clearly not directly inhabited in this period, the results from the adjacent site indicate that this area continued to be managed in this phase (phase 3), evidenced by a number of ditches and gullies that probably re-established plot divisions and/or to aided drainage. Several pits and at least one timber-lined well were also recorded that were concentrated towards the central, southern and western parts of the site and closer to the current evaluation. These appear to have been located within individual tenements to the rear of the medieval frontage(s). Although most of the pits were sub-circular in plan, and are interpreted as rubbish or cess pits, some were rectangular and could have had specific industrial functions associated with tanning, dyeing or possibly retting. These, and the wells, are reminiscent of features identified during excavations to the rear of Gazeley House and Walden House (HUNTCR07 and HUNWHS05), many of which cut the cultivation soil and are likely to be industrial features largely dating to the 14th-16th centuries.
	4.4.3 Several large sub-rectangular pits were assigned to phase 4 at the St Germain site are datable to the 16th and 17th century and may also have had an industrial origin.
	4.4.4 Cartographic evidence, notably Speed's map of 1610, clearly illustrates the retraction of the urban core in the early post-medieval period with vast areas of previously occupied land, including the current site, reverting to pasture or other agricultural use. These areas on the fringes of the habited zones would have been suitable for the more noxious industries such as tanning and skinning.

	4.5 Phase 5: post-medieval (Late 17th century to 19th century)
	4.5.1 This area of Huntingdon appears to have continued to be largely undeveloped or marginal until the late 17th century, represented by the accumulation of extensive garden or cultivation layers recorded in both test pits. Two parallel brick wall foundations recorded in Pest Pit 2 date to the late-17th to early-18th century and may relate to the upturn in fortunes that the town experienced in this period. A partly-walled narrow lane (marked as 'FP') is shown crossing the site on the 1st, 2nd and 4th edition Ordnance Survey maps (Higgs 2010, figs 7-9) and it is possible that these wall foundations are somehow related to these. This track or lane would have linked 'Back Lane' (now Nursery Road) with the High Street to the south-west. The walls, which are separated by a 2.8m-wide gap, only extended partway into the trench, however, and there is no surviving evidence of an associated surface. A substantial post-hole (28) containing brick and tile of a similar date to the walls may be associated with them, perhaps suggesting the presence of a building here that is not shown on any of the available maps.
	4.5.2 Overlying the walls in Test Pit 2 was a thick rubble soil layer which is probably levelling for the modern car park, or may represent demolition of a building, whilst in Test Pit 1 a further soil layer indicates that this area remained open in this period. This evidence is very similar to that recorded at the adjacent St Germain Street site, where numerous brick foundations, wells and pits were recorded, some of which also date to the late 17th century. Cultivation deposits were also identified across the site. Some of these remains probably relate to the Nursery that was established here in the mid-18th century (Higgs 2010, 12).

	4.6 Deposit model (Figs 2 and 5)
	4.6.1 Although limited in nature, the results of this test-pitting evaluation combined with those of the recent geotechnical survey by AF Howland Associates (Atkins, 2010) and to a lesser extent the adjacent archaeological investigations at St Germain Street (RPS 1999) enable a broad deposit model for the site to be suggested. This concentrates on the levels where archaeology is likely to be encountered (i.e. natural clays/gravels and above).
	Abbreviations: BH = Borehole; WS = Window sample; TP = Test Pit; BGL = Below ground level
	4.6.2 Two profiles were created:
	A) south-west to north-east, utilising TP2, WS05, WS03 and BH02
	B) south-east to north-west, utilising TP, WS03 and WS02
	Profile A (Table 1)
	4.6.3 Natural river terrace gravels were recorded at 7.23mOD at the north-east end of the profile, and at 7.37mOD towards the centre and south-west parts. These gravels were below the depth investigated by the evaluation test pits and are unlikely to yield archaeological deposits.
	4.6.4 Natural sandy gravelly clay was recorded at 8.28mOD at the south-west end of the profile, 8.07mOD in the centre and dropping to 7.53mOD in BH02. The latter may indicate significant truncation in this area. The earliest (undated) archaeological feature was present at 8.28mOD (1.2m BGL) in Test Pit 2; the water table was also encountered at this level.
	4.6.5 Medieval layers and cut features were revealed at a depth of 0.8m BGL (8.75mOD), and a late medieval deposit at 0.7m BGL and post-medieval layers and features at 0.36m BGL. Above this were modern deposits associated with the car park that are of no archaeological interest.
	4.6.6 It is difficult to correlate the 'made ground' recorded by the geotechnical survey with the relevant phases of deposition identified within the archaeological test pits. However, it is clear that WS05 located adjacent to Test Pit 2 has a significant build-up of deposits (0.9m) that probably equate to the medieval and post-medieval layers recorded in the test pit. The top of the made ground is 0.6m BGL, which is comparative to that recorded in the test-pit and probably represents the top of the post-medieval cultivation layer (13). In WS03 and BH02 there was some differentiation within the 'made ground' layers which might equate to the late medieval and post-medieval cultivation deposits respectively.
	Profile B (Table 2)
	4.6.7 Natural river terrace gravels were recorded at between 7.35 and 7.37mmOD. These were below the depth investigated by the evaluation test pits and are unlikely to yield archaeological deposits.
	4.6.8 Natural sandy gravelly clay was recorded at c.8.05mOD, although in WS2 at the north-west end of the profile there was a sequence of sand overlain by clay and sealed by gravel which might indicate the presence of a palaeochannel in this area. The earliest (undated) archaeological feature was present at 8.05mOD (1.7m BGL) in Test Pit 1; the water table was also encountered at this level.
	4.6.9 Medieval layers were revealed at a depth of 1.3m BGL (8.45mOD), a late medieval deposit at 1.1m BGL and post-medieval layers and features 0.8m BGL. Above this were modern deposits associated with the car park that are of no archaeological interest. The increased depth at which archaeological deposits are preserved in this Test Pit is largely due to the thickness (0.7m) of the Type 1 stone make-up laid as part of the car park construction.
	4.6.10 As with Profile A, it is difficult to correlate the 'made ground' recorded by the geotechnical survey with the relevant phases of deposition identified within the archaeological test pits. However, it is clear that WS02 located at the north-west end of the profile has a significant build-up of deposits (1.25m) that probably equate to the medieval and post-medieval layers recorded in the test pits. The top of the made ground is 0.25m BGL, which is shallower than that recorded elsewhere along the profile (0.5m – 0.8m) but this may simply be because the make-up for the car park was less substantial here.

	4.7 Preliminary Predictive Archaeological Model and Impact Assessment
	4.7.1 Combining the results of the above with that from the adjacent site on St Germaine Street it is possible to make some broad suggestions regarding the nature of archaeological deposits likely to be present within the proposed development area. In general it appears that archaeological deposits and features spanning the pre- to post-medieval periods are fairly well-preserved, sealed beneath successive cultivation or make-up soils with little evidence of modern intrusion or significant truncation. An obvious caveat to this is the limited scope of this evaluation which has only provided a small sample of the area to be impacted upon by the redevelopment.
	Pre-medieval
	4.7.2 The results from both this evaluation and the adjacent site clearly demonstrates moderate to high potential for negative features being present that cut the natural at a depth of c.8.05 to 8.28m (1.2-1.7m BGL). These are likely to take the form of linear ditches, pits and other features and could be scattered across the redevelopment area; they may be fairly truncated by later activity. Ditches may align with former road or lane frontages. These may span the prehistoric to Saxon periods, although Late Saxon features are perhaps more likely.
	4.7.3 There is high potential for Saxo-Norman and medieval features and deposits to be present at a depth of 0.8m and 1.3m BGL (between 8.45mOD and 8.75mOD). Where present these are likely to take the form of flood deposits, cultivation soils, ditches, structural remains (post-holes, beamslots etc), pits, quarries, industrial features, wells etc. Previous work on the adjacent site and elsewhere in Huntingdon has demonstrated that most features are likely to date to the 'high medieval' period (mid-12th to mid-14th centuries). Waterlogged remains were preserved in some of the deeper pits and/or wells.
	4.7.4 It is difficult to predict the density of medieval archaeology likely to be present within the proposed development area, although the absence of pits or structural features in Test Pit 1 might suggest that this part of the site remained fairly open with the main expansion of the medieval town occurring to the south in the area of Test Pit 2. The latter produced clear evidence of medieval timber structures in this area as well as pits of unknown function (although hammerscale in their fills indicate nearby blacksmithing). The adjacent St Germain Street site identified numerous Late Saxon and medieval features across the area investigated, with notable concentrations around the Germain Street frontages and in the north-east of the site close to the town boundary ditch. The latter could feasibly be located within the current redevelopment area and significant features including structural remains were identified less than 100m to the north-west of Test Pit 1 suggesting that similar remains could also be present within the current site.
	Late medieval and post-medieval
	4.7.5 Late medieval (mid-14th century-?late 17th century) cultivation soils are likely to be present across the current site at a depth of 0.7m–1.1m BGL (8.65m-8.9mOD) and may be cut by features such as wells, industrial pits (tanning etc), ditches and possibly ovens. Similar evidence has been identified on the adjacent site and elsewhere in (the more marginal areas of) the post-Black Death town. If present, these are likely to be less densely-distributed across the site compared with the previous medieval phases, although the adjacent site indicates a slight concentration c.100m to the west of the current site.
	4.7.6 Post-medieval layers and features are likely to be present at a depth of between 0.36m BGL (9.21mOD) and 0.8m BGL (8.95mOD) and could include brick wall foundations, wells and cut features such as post-holes and pits. These are perhaps more likely to be present in the southern half of the current site, in the area of Test Pit 2.
	4.7.7 The impact of the proposed multi-storey car park will clearly be significant, especially in the areas of the main load-bearing ground beams. The evaluation has shown that significant archaeological deposits are present between c.8.05 and 8.28m (1.2-1.7m BGL) and 8.65m-8.9mOD (0.7m–1.1m BGL), at least in the eastern half of the redevelopment area. In addition, post-medieval layers and features occur at between 0.36m-0.8m BGL (9.21mOD-8.95mOD). The stratified nature of the deposits recorded by the evaluation indicates that a phased approach to machining and excavation would be preferential.

	4.8 Significance
	4.8.1 This evaluation, although limited in nature, has confirmed the presence of well-preserved, stratified archaeological deposits and features spanning the pre-medieval to post-medieval periods within the proposed redevelopment area.
	4.8.2 This part of Huntingdon appears to have been fairly open, marginal land prone to flooding in the centuries pre-dating the Norman conquest, indicated by flood deposits and the cutting of drainage and/or boundary ditches. There is good evidence for the northwards expansion of the medieval town in the 'high medieval' period, represented by the appearance of timber structures and pits in the south of the site. In addition, tentative evidence for industrial activities comprising low-level blacksmithing being undertaken in the vicinity was recovered. The eventual decline and contraction of the town during the later medieval and early post-medieval periods is again illustrated by extensive cultivation soils recorded in both test pits. This was followed by limited redevelopment of the southern part of the site suggested by the construction of brick wall foundations and a substantial post-hole in the late 17th or early 18th centuries.
	4.8.3 These results, especially when combined with those from the adjacent St Germain Street site, provide significant evidence for the origins, early development, expansion and decline of Huntingdon. The evaluation has demonstrated the presence of a sequence of deposits and features that are very reminiscent of remains recorded on the adjacent site and elsewhere in Huntingdon, notably at the Huntingdon town centre project (HUNWHS 05 and HUNTCR 07).
	4.8.4 There is good potential to address a number of specific local, regional and national research priorities outlined in relevant publications (Glazebrook 1997; Glazebrook and Brown 2000) and the revised Research Framework (Medleycott and Brown 2008; www.eaareports.org.uk). These include: understanding small towns, development cycles in towns, specialisation and craft production, morphology (boundaries, tenements, zonation etc), economy and land-use. These in turn will contribute to a forthcoming publication outlining the archaeology and history of Huntingdon and its changing fortunes (Clarke and Connor forthcoming).

	4.9 Recommendations
	4.9.1 Recommendations for any future work based upon this report will be made by the County Archaeology Office.


	Appendix A. Trench Descriptions and Context Inventory
	Appendix B. Finds Reports
	B.1 Flint
	B.1.1 A small worked flint (0.003kg) of Late Neolithic or Early Bronze Age date was recovered from Phase 1 context 36, fill of ditch 35.

	B.2 Glass
	B.2.1 A single abraded fragment of window glass (0.001kg) was recovered from layer 13. The glass is thin (1mm) and the surfaces are lightly oxidised and flaking, the thinness of the glass suggests it may be earlier than the 19th century pottery found alongside it. The shard is not closely datable and no further work is required on this assemblage.

	B.3 Pottery
	B.3.1 The evaluation produced a small pottery assemblage of 27 sherds, weighing 0.314kg, from eight contexts. The condition of the overall assemblage is moderately abraded and the average sherd weight from individual contexts is approximately 11g.
	B.3.2 Ceramic fabric abbreviations used in the text are:
	B.3.3 The Medieval Pottery Research Group (MPRG) documents A guide to the classification of medieval ceramic forms (MPRG 1998) and Minimum Standards for the Processing, Recording, Analysis and Publication of Post-Roman Ceramics (MPRG, 2001) act as a standard.
	B.3.4 Dating was carried out using OA East’s in-house system based on that previously used at the Museum of London. Fabric classification has been carried out for all previously described medieval and post-medieval types. All sherds have been counted, classified and weighed. All the pottery has been recorded and dated on a context-by-context basis.
	B.3.5 The pottery and archive are curated by OA East until formal deposition.
	B.3.6 A single residual sherd of NEOT, a sherd of HUNFSW and four sherds of DNEOT were recovered from Phase 4 layer 5, dating the context to the mid-12th to mid-14th century. By comparison both contexts 13 and 16 contain transfer decorated RFWE and can be dated to the 19th-20th century.
	B.3.7 Context 21 produced the earliest pottery recovered from the excavation, a relatively unabraded sherd from a Middle Saxon shelly ware jar (MAX). Recovered alongside a small glazed sherd from a Late Saxon-early medieval STAM jug.
	B.3.8 Context 23 contains a late medieval (c.mid 14th century) sherd from a sooted HUNLMO jar and a small abraded sherd from a BRILL jug. Also present were sherds of DNEOT, SHW and HUNEMW.
	B.3.9 Context 29 produced a small sherd of HUNEMW-HUNFSW which is not closely datable. From context 31 were recovered a rim sherd from a HUNFSW jar and a body sherd from a DNEOT vessel. Context 34 produced a single abraded sherd of HUNFSW. Both context 31 and 34 can be dated to the mid 12th-mid 14th century.
	B.3.10 An assemblage of this size normally provides only basic dating information for a site, however the presence of Middle Saxon pottery an uncommon find in in Huntingdon and the presence Late Saxon-early medieval and medieval material although somewhat disturbed by later activity, indicates domestic occupation from the Middle Saxon period onwards. The material deposited on the site may relate to the activity identified during the excavation of the adjacent Sainsbury's site on St Germain Street in 1999 (RPS 1999). Should further work be undertaken this assemblage should be incorporated into the excavation archive and examined in relation to the assemblage recovered from the Sainsbury's excavation.

	B.4 Clay Tobacco Pipes
	B.4.1 A single short fragment of white ball clay clay pipe stem weighing 0.003kg, was recovered from context 29. The stem is not closely datable and no further work is required on this assemblage.

	B.5 Ceramic Building Material and Fired Clay
	B.5.1 A small assemblage of five fragments of ceramic building material (CBM), weighing 0.227kg and a single fragment of fired clay (0.009kg) was recovered from three contexts. The condition of the overall assemblage is abraded and the average CBM fragment weight from individual contexts is small at approximately 0.045kg.
	B.5.2 The CBM and archive are curated by Oxford Archaeology East until formal deposition.
	B.5.3 An assemblage of this size provides only basic dating information for a site. No further work is required on this assemblage.


	
	Appendix C. Environmental Reports
	C.1 Faunal Remains
	C.1.1 Ten fragments of animal bone were recovered with 6 identifiable to species. All remains were identified as sheep/goat apart from a butchered cattle axis from context 17. Context 23 contained a single butchered rib fragments. Portions of butchered metacarpals were recovered from contexts 31 and 34, along with tibia and inominate fragments. Although extremely small the assemblage most likely represents general settlement debris
	C.1.2 No further work is required on the assemblage.

	C.2 Environmental samples
	C.2.1 Four bulk samples were taken from features within the evaluated areas of the site in order to assess the quality of preservation of plant remains and their potential to provide useful data as part of further archaeological investigations.
	C.2.2 The samples were taken from medieval pits and and earlier ditches encountered in both of the evaluation test pits.
	C.2.3 Ten litres of each sample were processed by water flotation (using a modified Siraff three-tank system) for the recovery of charred plant remains, dating evidence and any other artefactual evidence that might be present. The flot was collected in a 0.3mm nylon mesh and the residue was washed through a 0.5mm sieve. Both flot and residue were allowed to air dry. The dried residue was passed through 5mm and 2mm sieves and a magnet was dragged through each resulting fraction prior to sorting for artefacts. Any artefacts present were noted and reintegrated with the hand-excavated finds. The flot was examined under a binocular microscope at x16 magnification and the presence of any plant remains or other artefacts are noted on Table x. Identification of plant remains is with reference to the Digital Seed Atlas of the Netherlands and the authors' own reference collection.
	C.2.4 Preservation is by charring with no evidence of preservation by waterlogging or mineralisation. Modern contaminants in the form of rootlets and earthworm egg cases are prevalent in all of the samples which could indicate that some of the environmental material within them may be intrusive. Sample 2, fill 31 of pit 30 also contains non-charred seeds of elderberry (Sambucus nigra) and sloe/cherry (Prunus sp.). These seeds may be modern or they could be contemporary as they are extremely durable and quite resistant to decomposition.
	C.2.5 The results are recorded on Table 5.
	Table 5. Results
	C.2.6 Preservation is by charring with no evidence of preservation by waterlogging or mineralisation. Modern contaminants in the form of rootlets and earthworm egg cases are prevalent in all of the samples which could indicate that some of the environmental material within them may be intrusive. Sample 2, fill 31 of Phase 3 pit 30 also contains non-charred seeds of elderberry (Sambucus nigra) and sloe/cherry (Prunus sp.). These seeds may be modern or they could be contemporary as they are extremely durable and quite resistant to decomposition.
	C.2.7 Preservation of charred material is poor and is limited to occasional charcoal fragments and abraded charred cereal grains. Sample 2 contains a single barley (Hordeum sp.) seed and two grains that are too abraded for identification. Sample 3, fill 33 of pit 32 also contains a single cereal grain that has been tentatively identified as bread/club wheat (Triticum aestivum/compactum).
	C.2.8 Small quantities of hammerscale in the form of flakes and spheroids were retrieved from the residues of Samples 2 and 3.
	C.2.9 The samples examined from this evaluation produced a low abundance of charred material making conclusions tentative. The ditch samples do not contain any plant remains. The later pits contain sparse charred cereal grains that do not indicate deliberate deposition but may suggest that spilt grain and domestic refuse may have accumulated in these features. The presence of hammerscale in the pits suggests low levels of blacksmithing activities occurring in the vicinity.
	C.2.10 The samples indicate that there is potential for the recovery of plant remains. If further excavation is planned, sampling should be undertaken as features such as rubbish pits with midden deposits may be encountered and investigation on the nature of the plant assemblages is likely to provide an insight into utilisation of local plant resources, agricultural activity and economic evidence from this period.
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