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1

Introduction

Background and purpose
1.1

The 237 ha (586 acres) Registered Battlefield, situated in the Borough of Northampton, is a wellused historic landscape providing social, economic and environmental benefits to the local
community. The long history of site including its use as a Cluniac Nunnery, the siting of the Battle
of Northampton and the residence for the Bouverie family has greatly shaped the character of the
area as have 20th century additions of the golf course and gravel extraction.

1.2

This conservation management planning process has enabled the project team to collate and
review existing documentary sources, carry out field surveys and consider local opinion in order to
understand the resource. By considering the significance of the Registered Battlefield and
assessing the vulnerabilities and issues we have been able to develop a strategy for the future
conservation and management of the site. This plan sets out policies which underpin a series of
actions which will guide the future management and conservation of the Registered Battlefield.

Methodology
1.3

The preparation of the CMP has involved reviewing existing records and reports (see Chapter 14
Bibliography) charting the development of the battlefield and the surrounding landscape
together with an analysis of the current and previous land uses within the Registered battlefield
boundary. Particular focus has been given to the location of the Lancastrian encampment and
where possible, primary as well as secondary data sources have been reviewed. Consultation has
also been carried with key stakeholders and specialist groups including the Battlefield Trust,
English Heritage and the Friends of Delapre Abbey.

1.4

In addition to the desk studies and consultation, field work has been carried out to:
•

check and update the landscape of the site;

•

produce a Phase I Habitat survey;

•

check for any visible indications of landmarks said to be associated with the Battle of
Northampton;

•

carry out a limited survey using a metal detector of one of the possible locations of the
Lancastrian encampment to check the levels of pollution from modern metal objects to in
order to assess the validity of using the technique search for evidence to locate the
Lancastrian encampment.

Acknowledgements
1.5

We are grateful to various individuals for providing information relevant to the present report
including particularly Mike Ingram, Jenny Burt, Rod Conlon, Steve Pulley and John Wright. Also
the staff of the County Record Office, of the Sites and Monuments Record, and the Portable
Antiquities Officer for Northamptonshire, and the officers of Northampton Borough Council.
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2

Designations and planning policy context

Designations
2.1

2.2

The site is recorded as a Registered Battlefield on English Heritage’s National Heritage List. The
following designations apply to the site and features within its boundary:
•

The north western part of the Registered Battlefield, which includes Delapré Abbey, is a
designated Conservation Area.

•

Queen Eleanor Cross is Grade I Listed and a Scheduled Monument.

•

The former course of the River Nene is within a larger Local Nature Reserve.

•

Delapré Abbey is Grade II* listed.

•

The Stable block is Grade II listed.

•

The Coach House is Grade II listed.

•

The Billiard Room is also Grade II as is the Garden Wall and Gateway, Game Larder, Abbey
Cottage and the woman with a fish statue.

•

The northern section of the sites forms part of the Nene Valley Nature Improvement
Area.

The Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits Special Protection Area is located to the east of the Local
Nature Reserve.

Planning Policy Context
The National Context
2.3

The National Planning Policy Framework 1 (NPPF) was published in March 2012 to replace the
Planning Policy Statements (PPSs) and Planning Policy Guidance Notes (PPGs). The NPPF explains
the statutory provisions and provides guidance to local authorities and others on planning policy
and the operation of the planning system.
Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environment

2.4

The NPPF and Historic Environment Planning Practice Guide 2 represent the national material
considerations in relevant planning applications and listed building and conservation area
consents, and all other permissions for activities that may affect all heritage assets.

2.5

Local planning authorities must prepare positive strategies for the conservation and enjoyment of
the historic environment. Strategies must be appropriate to heritage assets’ historic significance
and should promote viable uses that protect and conserve heritage and local character as much
as maximise wider social, cultural, economic and environmental benefits.

2.6

Paragraph 128 of the NPPF states applications for development that affect heritage assets must
use appropriate expertise to describe the significance of the asset in situ and in its wider setting.
The level of detail should be proportionate to the assets’ importance and no more than is
sufficient to understand the potential impact of the proposal on their significance. Applications for
sites with the potential to include heritage assets with archaeological interest must be
accompanied by an appropriate desk-based assessment and, where necessary, a field evaluation.

1
2

NationalPlanningPolicyFramework,March2012
PPS5PlanningfortheHistoricEnvironment:HistoricEnvironmentPlanningPracticeGuide
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2.7

Paragraph 132 states applications that lead to any harm or loss to designated heritage assets of
the highest significance, including battlefields, should be wholly exceptional and contain clear and
convincing justification.

2.8

Nevertheless, paragraph 137 encourages local planning authorities to look for, and look
favourably on, opportunities for new development within the setting of heritage assets to enhance
or better reveal their significance. Where development is allowed, paragraph 141 requires
developers to record and advance public understanding of the significance of any heritage assets
to be lost (wholly or in part) in a manner proportionate to their importance and the impact.
Historic Environment Planning Practice Guide 3

2.9

The guide was originally designed to assist in the implementation and interpretation of the now
deleted Planning Policy Statement 5 (Planning for the Historic Environment). However, the
policies in the NPPF are very similar, thus the Practice Guide remains very relevant for the
application of the NPPF.

2.10

As a guide to interpreting how policy should be applied, the guidance should be a material
consideration in planning and heritage consent decisions within or in close proximity to the
registered battlefield.

2.11

English Heritage and other professional and expert bodies provide additional information and
advice.
Conserving and enhancing the natural environment

2.12

The planning system should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by
doing a range of things including:
•

Protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, geological conservation interests and soils

•

Minimising impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in biodiversity where possible,
contributing to the Government’s commitment to halt the overall decline in biodiversity,
including establishing coherent ecological networks that are more resilient to current and
future changes.

The Local Context
2.13

Policies at the local level reflect and build upon policies set out at the national level.

2.14

The current adopted development management plan is the Northampton Local Plan (1997). The
document contains a number of saved policies, the most relevant of which are below. In addition
the Northampton Central Area Action Plan 2013 also has policies that relate to parts of the
Registered Battlefield. The relevant policies are also listed below.

2.15

The emerging development management plan is this West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy
which is earmarked for adoption in 2014. The West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy will
replace the majority of the Northampton Local Plan when it is formally adopted. When adopted
the Joint Core Strategy will provide an up-to-date strategic planning context for West
Northamptonshire up to 2026 and potentially beyond.
West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (2001-2026)

2.16

The West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy 4 was submitted to the Secretary of State for
examination in 2012. It represents a key part of the area’s Local Development Framework, which
will comprise of a series of development planning documents and supplementary planning
documents that will set out the spatial strategy, detailed policy and guidance for Daventry
District, Northampton Borough and South Northamptonshire Councils. The examination to the
plan completed in March 2014, following a series of proposed modifications. The Planning
Inspector’s report is expected to be published in July 2014.

2.17

The Joint Core Strategy contains a number of relevant strategic planning policies which are
summarised below:

3
4

Planning for the Historic Environment: Historic Environment Planning Practice Guide
WestNorthamptonshireJointCoreStrategy,pre-submission February2011,(WNJCS)

The site of the Battle of Northampton, 1460.

6

16 June 2014

• Policy BN1: Green infrastructure connections. The Borough’s Green Infrastructure will be
conserved, managed and enhanced.
• Policy BN2: Biodiversity. New development in the Borough should maintain and enhance
existing designations and assets or deliver a net gain in biodiversity.
• Policy BN3: Woodland enhancement and creation. New development that would lead to
further fragmentation or result in a loss of ancient woodland will not be permitted.
• Policy BN5: The Historic Environment. Designated and non-designated heritage assets and
their settings will be conserved, managed and enhanced in proportion to the significance of
the asset. The retention and sensitive re-use of disused or underused historic assets and
structures is encouraged. Proposals to sustain and enhance the area’s understanding of
heritage assets, for tourism and historic interest as part of cultural, leisure and green networks
will be supported.
2.18

Strategic policy will be supplemented by policy at the local level, as follows:
Northampton Local Plan

2.19

Adopted in 1997, the Plan contains a number of saved policies that provide detailed planning
direction beyond the town centre area. The saved policies will be superseded once the Joint Core
Strategy and the proposed Northampton Related Development Area Local Plan are adopted. The
following saved development management policies are relevant:
• Policy E1: Landscape and open space. ‘Planning permission will not be granted for

development which by reason of its siting, design and layout is likely to be detrimental to the
character and structure of the landscape.’

• Policy E2: Riverside landscape. ‘Planning permission for development alongside the River

Nene will not be granted unless it is compatible with existing important wildlife habitats and
includes a landscaped and accessible frontage to the river, on average 12 metres wide, to
provide for recreation or waterside activities.’

• Policy E4: Water environment. ‘Planning permission for the formation of new water areas will

not be granted unless their margins and surrounds are designed, contoured and planted with
indigenous species to create attractive features in the landscape.’

• Policy E6: Greenspace. ‘In greenspace areas planning permission will only be granted where

the proposed development would not unacceptably prejudice the function of the areas.’

• Policy E9: Locally important landscape areas. ‘When considering, in the context of policy E1,

the impact of proposed development upon the landscape, special importance will be attached
to its effect upon the character of locally important landscape areas, such as Delapré Park.’

• Policy E17: Nature conservation. ‘Planning permission will not be granted for development

unless features and areas of acknowledged nature conservation value within the site are
safeguarded or can be adequately accommodated.’

• Policy E19: Sites of acknowledged nature conservation value. ‘Planning permission will not

be granted for development which would have a significant adverse effect upon the nature
conservation value of actual or imminent sites of special scientific interest, local nature
reserves, or proposed regionally important geological/geomorphological sites. Where proposed
development is likely to lead to loss or damage, in nature conservation terms, to those sites of
acknowledged nature conservation value identified on the proposals map, the extent and
significance of that loss or damage will be a material consideration in determining any
planning application.’

• Policy E38: Historic landscapes: nationally important ancient monuments/landscapes.

‘Planning permission will not be granted for development which would adversely affect the
character or setting of a nationally important ancient monument (whether scheduled or not),
important historic landscape or the site of the Battle of Northampton.’

• Policy D6: Delapre Abbey: office and conference centre. ‘Planning permission will be

granted for the use of Delapré Abbey for office and conference centre purposes providing that
the proposals retain the historic building and gardens and do not cause harm to their
character.’

The site of the Battle of Northampton, 1460.
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• Policy L16: River Valley Policy Area (as defined on the proposals map) planning permission

will not be granted for development other than agriculture, leisure or recreational uses. All
such development will be required to:
o avoid significant harm to the amenity value of the open space in the valley;
o pay due regard to the character, natural features and wildlife of the area; and
o make adequate provision for public access where the development is such as to attract
visits from members of the public.

• Policy L26: Nene Park - Open Space around East Lagoon and Proposed Flood Storage

Lake Planning permission will be granted for the recreational/leisure use of this site (and
others listed in Appendix 27) and development for any other purpose will not be permitted.

• Policy L29: River Valley Policy Area In granting planning permission for any major

development in the River Valley Policy Area the Council will seek the provision of new facilities
where appropriate which are of benefit to tourism by agreement under the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990.

Northampton Central Area Action Plan 5 (CAAP)
2.20

The Northampton Central Area Action Plan was submitted to the Secretary of State in 2012 and
was subsequently adopted on January 21st 2013 after it was found to be sound and legally
compliant. The Action Plan is a development planning document that sets out how the centre of
Northampton will develop in the period to 2026 and beyond by providing a consistent strategic
framework for improvements and extensions to the town centre. The plan provides a more locally
specific interpretation of local and national planning policy, seeking to protect and enhance its
intrinsic historic built character and green spaces. The policies contained within it provide detailed
guidance for developers on the types of developments acceptable within the Central Area. It is
therefore a material consideration for the determination of planning applications.

2.21

Relevant issues which the Borough council is seeking to address in the Central area include:

2.22

5

•

Opportunities for development that enhances the diversity of cultural, leisure and recreation
needs

•

The provision of high quality green infrastructure including parks, green spaces and
connections between them

•

The enhancement of existing, and delivery of new public realm, resulting in high quality
street scenes and related public spaces

•

The protection and enhancement of the natural and built environment, including existing
historical, architectural and archaeological heritage

•

Maximise the opportunities of the Waterside

Policy 28: The Waterside: Avon/ Nunn Mills/ Ransome Road states the area will be
developed in a comprehensive and complementary manner to function as a single new community
including:
•

up to 2,000 dwellings of a mix of sizes, types and tenures, with an average of 55 dwellings
per hectare;

•

approximately 16,000 square metres of additional office floorspace generally be two to four
storeys in height, with the taller buildings facing along principal movement routes, the
gateway and the river’s edge;

•

the provision of a public space consistent with Public Realm; sensitively restore and provide a
long term viable use for the Grade 2 listed former train workshop within an appropriate
setting;

•

include neighbourhood retail and commercial leisure facilities;

•

make provision for a two form entry urban primary school, a Community Centre community
facility that can accommodate faith groups and a site for a pre-school nursery;

NorthamptonCentralAreaActionPlan
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2.23

2.24

•

deliver a strategic green space corridor with associated footpaths and river crossings to
effectively link, through the site, Becket’s Park and Delapré Park;

•

deliver a continuous riverside path that will link in with the existing footpath and cycleway
networks and incorporate new pedestrian and cycleway river crossings to Midsummer and
Barnes Meadows;

•

in the case of the new Nunn Mills Road/ Bedford Road junction have respect to historic
integrity of Delapré Park Becket’s Park and its assets including its boundary wall and mature
trees;

•

improve public transport connectivity with the town centre and Brackmills;

•

incorporate appropriate measures to mitigate against flood risk both within the area and
downstream of the sites, particularly taking account of the role of Hardingstone Dyke

•

encourage suitable access to Delapré Lake and Delapré Abbey and Park from Ransome Road
and provide a commercial leisure facility such as a restaurant/ public house on the Delapré
Lake edge of Ransome Road;

•

be designed to have enough flexibility to positively address the edges of, and crossing of, the
existing disused railway line; and

•

appropriately address the site’s location within and adjacent to the Registered Battlefield of
the Battle of Northampton and also make an appropriate contribution to supporting its
interpretation in the local area.

Policy 30: The Waterside: Nene Meadows states the area will become a strategic leisure and
recreation destination that will incorporate:
•

a comprehensive movement network of footpaths and cycleways to improve pedestrian and
cycle accessibility around the site and to areas beyond;

•

incorporate a river crossing, close to the A45 flyover, to join the separate sites of Barnes
Meadow Local Nature Reserve and strengthen links through to Delapré Lake, and incorporate
pedestrian and cycle crossing;

•

at Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve ensure appropriate management techniques are
applied to maintain and improve the Reserve’s status and improve public access and
interpretation of the site, there appropriate, using boardwalks and bird hides;

•

remoulding of the earth bund that runs along the edge of Bedford Road east of Cliftonville
Road;

•

provide a range of smaller scale interventions that increase the opportunities for leisure and
recreation; and

•

ensure appropriate management and interpretation of the Battle of Northampton.

A Supplementary Planning Document (Nene Meadows) has been adopted by the Borough Council
to provide further guidance in respect of the application of Central Area Action Plan Policy 30.
Northampton Related Development Area Local Plan (NRDA)

2.25

Work has formally commenced on the preparation of a Local Plan for the remainder of the
Northampton area beyond the town centre area as defined by the Central Area Action Plan. This
Plan will provide site specific allocations and development management policies up to 2029.
Delapré Park Conservation Area Assessment and Management Plan 6 and Delapré Abbey
Conservation Plan 7

2.26

6
7

The Delapré Park Conservation Area Assessment and Management Plan and Delapré Abbey
Conservation Plan were published in 2007 and 2006 respectively to provide guidance and
proposals on how the preservation or enhancement of the character or appearance of the

Northampton Borough Council. 2007.Delapre Park Conservation Area Assessment and Management Plan
The Conservation Studio. 2006. Delapre Abbey Conservation Plan
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Conservation Area can be achieved. The plans also act as a sound basis for the assessment of
planning applications in and near the Conservation Area.
2.27

Both cover part but not all of the Registered Battlefield. However they cover the Abbey and its
immediate grounds in some detail and the findings and recommendations have been considered
and incorporated into this CMP been where appropriate.

2.28

There are three main aims in the Delapré Park Conservation Area Assessment Management Plan:
•

To carryout detailed research into the key historic features of the historic landscape.

•

To carryout non-invasive archaeological surveys such as geophysical surveys of the formal
gardens and abbey’s surroundings to build-up a more detailed picture of any surviving
archaeological remains.

•

To carry out a tree survey to identify the highest quality trees worthy of the additional
protection provided by Tree Preservation Orders.

2.29

Together these three assessments will help to identify areas of the Park which might benefit from
further enhancement and conservation measures.

2.30

Delapré Abbey Conservation Plan identifies that the gardens and parklands around the Abbey are
vulnerable to erosion and vandalism and are in need of interventions to restore the walled garden
and outer gardens, provide more formal car parking arrangements, provide toilet facilities, as well
as maintain the peacefulness of the parkland and woodland.

2.31

The Abbey has a number of conservation policies, the more relevant of which are quoted below:
•

Policy 1.1 To repair, develop and maintain the Delapré Abbey site in accordance with
international, national and local authority conservation principles and policies.

•

Policy 1.4 Local communities: The future management of the Delapré Abbey site should
be responsive where appropriate to the needs of both local communities and visitors.

•

Policy 2.1 To ensure that wherever and whenever works are executed at Delapré Abbey
(including its surrounding buildings), those works should aim to preserve, enhance or
promote the special archaeological and historical qualities and significance of the site and its
individual structures and features.

•

Policy 2.2 Protecting the asset: All work to the Delapré Abbey buildings and the adjoining
gardens and parkland should be carried out with reference to the detailed information
provided in the document “Delapré Abbey”, prepared by Joan Wake, published by
Northampton Record Society in 1975, and in any other documents approved by Northampton
Borough Council, including future archaeological surveys and the gazetteer included within
this Conservation Plan.

•

Policy 2.3 All work to the Delapré Abbey buildings must be subject to an archaeological
watching brief and all work to the buildings must be carried out by qualified and experienced
craftsmen, using traditional materials.

•

Policy 2.5 To pursue a policy of minimum intervention to the existing buildings and the
below ground archaeology.

•

Policy 3.2 Local designations: Locally Important Landscape Area, an area of
Acknowledged Nature Conservation Value, and a Local Nature Reserve All repairs,
improvements and alterations to the Delapré Abbey site should conserve and enhance the
natural beauty of the gardens and surrounding parkland.

•

Policy 3.3 English Heritage Battlefields Register: Any changes to the parkland
surrounding Delapré Abbey should safeguard, and where possible, seek to enhance and
promote, the battlefield site.

•

Policy 3.4 The Queen Eleanor Cross. Any changes to the parkland surrounding Delapré
Abbey should safeguard, and where possible, seek to enhance and promote, the Queen
Eleanor Cross.
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•

Policy 3.5 Natural resources: Any changes to the Delapré Abbey site should be sensitive
to the area’s special qualities and should preserve or enhance the outstanding natural
resources of woodland, parkland and water courses.

•

Policy 3.6 Bio-diversity. Any works to the Delapré Abbey site should conserve, and where
appropriate restore or enhance, the bio-diversity of the parkland area.

•

Policy 4.1 On-site interpretation: On-site interpretation should ensure that visitors to the
site understand:

•

•

2.32

o

The historical development of the buildings;

o

The relationship of the buildings with the historic parkland;

o

The significance of the Queen Eleanor Cross and the Historic Battlefields site;

o

Connections with the various families who lived at Delapré Abbey and the town of
Northampton.

Policy 4.2 Access: Access routes and interpretive features should provide a coordinated
and coherent experience for the visitor as follows:
o

Interpretative media should be designed to be accessible to visitors with all
abilities and be in accordance with current best practice;

o

Generally, visitors should be allowed access to as much of the site as possible and
only excluded from areas considered to be unsafe or particularly vulnerable to
damage. It should be clear to visitors on site where these restricted access areas
are and why access is restricted;

o

Access barriers and features should be visually unobtrusive and secured.

Policy 5.1 The future management of Delapré Abbey. The future management of
Delapré Abbey should include the following:
o

The minimum of intervention is desirable, balancing cultural and environmental
considerations with economic constraints;

o

There is a general presumption against unsympathetic restoration, which can
diminish the authenticity and thus the historic value of the buildings – this is
especially important with regard to the possible work to the interiors of Delapré
Abbey;

o

Any work should be supervised by an experienced and qualified professional, with
the use of experienced and proven contractors, tradesmen or conservators;

o

Establish a “Log Book” system tied to regular maintenance, including checking,
testing and servicing services installations, and cleaning gutters and checking
roofs, rainwater disposal systems and drains;

o

Checking all rooms, particularly little frequented areas such as attic, cellar, roof
spaces and other voids; and checking under floor vents and other natural sources
of ventilation;

o

Ensure the buildings have adequate fire protection and these are regularly
maintained;

o

Protecting the buildings against other natural disasters such as flooding; and

o

Ensuring that the buildings are adequately insured.

The Delapré Park Conservation Area Assessment and Management Plan and Delapré Abbey
Conservation Plan support each other and enhance our understanding of the significance of the
area as a Park and the site of historic Abbey, as well as a historically significant battlefield. Once
the Northampton Battlefield Conservation Management Plan is adopted and there is a broader
understanding of the historic landscape of the area, the Delapré Park Conservation Area
Assessment and Management Plan

and Delapré Abbey Conservation Management Plans will be

appropriately updated.
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Summary of Northampton Battlefield’s Current Protection
2.33

Northampton Battlefield is protected by its designation as a Registered Battlefield and in part
by its close proximity to other designations, which include the Delapré Park Conservation Area,
the River Nene is a Local Nature Reserve, the Grade I listing and Scheduled Monument
status on the Queen Eleanor Cross and the Grade II* listed Delapré Abbey and the Grade II
listed stable block, Coach House, Billiard Room, Garden Wall and Gateway, Game Larder, Abbey
Cottage and the woman with a fish statue.

2.34

In summary, the following existing national and local planning policy protect the Registered
Battlefield:
•

NPPF Paragraphs 126-141.

•

Northampton Local Plan (2001 – 2026) policies BN1, BN2, BN3 and BN5

•

Northampton Local Plan (1993 – 2006) saved development management policies E1, E2,
E4, E6, E9, E17, E19, E38, D6, L16, L26 and L29

•

Northampton Central Area Action Plan policies 28 and 30.

•

Delapré Park Conservation Area Assessment and Management Plan

•

Delapré Abbey Conservation Plan policies 1.1, 1.4, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.5, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5,
3.6, 4.1, 4.2 and 5.1.
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3

Understanding the site and its setting

3.1

This chapter summarises the nature and condition of the Battlefield and its setting at the time this
CMP was prepared. Comments on the issues arising from these and proposals for improvements
are provided in later chapters.

Location
3.2

The Registered Battlefield, which encompasses Delapre Abbey and its associated parkland as well
as Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve, is located approximately one mile to the south of the
town centre of Northampton (Figure 3.1). The River Nene (Old Channel) flows along its northern
boundary and the southern and eastern boundaries are defined by the A45 Nene Valley Way
which links with the M1 Motorway. The western edge is bounded by London Road. See Figure
3.2.

3.3

Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve, owned by Northamptonshire County Council, managed by
Northampton Borough Council and supported by Northamptonshire Wildlife Trust, is positioned
between the old course of the River Nene and the disused railway track.

Geology
3.4

The central Nene Valley is comprised of glacial till (boulder clay) underlain with stone on either
side of the river which runs through gravels. 8 The Ordnance Survey’s Soil Survey of England and
Wales (1975) indicates that the dominant soil group of the Registered Battlefield is Stagnogley
soils formed of Calcacerous pelosols and argillic brown earths or brown earths. These soils are
likely to be clayey soils with impeded drainage. It is likely that the underlying geology will
include ironstone which was used for the construction of the Abbey and the associated buildings.

Topography
3.5

The site slopes gently from a height of 85 metres above sea level on the south western boundary
(adjacent to the Queen Eleanor’s Cross) to a height of 60 metres above sea level where it forms
part of the flood plain for the River Nene to the north. Views are provided from the northern edge
of Delapré Wood towards the Abbey and Northampton town centre beyond.

Hydrology
3.6

8

Hydrology has greatly influence the character and use of the landscape within the Registered
Battlefield (see Figure 3.3). The presence of the River Nene would have been a key influencing
factor in the establishment of the Abbey as flowing water was essential to such communities. It
would have also created the fertile soils which have been worked for agricultural uses since the
12th century. The River Nene has also had a significant role in historic acts and in particular the
Battle of Northampton where there are records of many fleeing soldiers drowning in the River.
Today, the current and old courses of the River Nene provide important wildlife habitats as well as
informal recreation. The northern part of the Registered Battlefield falls within the River Nene
flood zone.

Parklands Consortium Limited (2009). “Landscape Options Appraisal.”
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3.7

Delapré Lake was created following the cessation of gravel extraction within the site and currently
covers an area of 30ha. The lake provides a valuable wildlife habitat and is also used for passive
and active recreation including fishing and water-skiing.
Drainage in the west of the Registered Battlefield9

3.8

An assessment of drainage within the west of the Registered Battlefield identified a series of
springs rising within Delapré Wood. These springs drain northwards coalescing to form small
streams of which one can be seen on Ordnance Survey Plans flowing through an area of woodland
known as The Rookery. This stream would have been controlled by a number of sluices
(remnants of which can be seen within the wood) to provide freshwater to the Abbey and the
associated fish ponds. The 1767 plan shows the stream open along the surface whereas
subsequent plans show the stream to be in a culvert from the northern edge of the wood before
emerging briefly at a water jump. It then continues north again under the drive and eventually
turning east into the fish ponds on the grounds of Park Cottage. These fish ponds would have
once overflowed into the ditch which drains towards the Delapré Lake.

3.9

Today the stream is exposed for further 30 metres beyond the end of The Rookery and
subsidence hollows have started to appear nearby. The area now experiences flooding. It was
postulated at one of the consultation events that a temporary road, built during the construction
of the earth bunds, appears to have damaged part of the culvert close to The Rookery and hence
was felt be a potential cause for the flooding.

3.10

It is also postulated that the culvert has been altered close to the north eastern outfall. This has
resulted in diverting some of the flow from the fish ponds into the grassland to the north of the
driveway. This area of the parkland is now permanently marshy and often experiences problems
with flooding during high rainfall.

3.11

Man-formed earth bunding has resulted in the creation of a pond along the western boundary
adjacent to the London Road. The water level on this waterbody is frequently close to
overtopping and on occasion water escapes from the pond accumulating adjacent to the driveway.

3.12

The drive way parking area also experiences problems with flooding from storm water with run off
from the front of the stable block of the Abbey being channelled down drive. A small gulley drains
the hard standing of the car park but this can sometimes be blocked resulting in pooling of water.
A marshy area to the north of the car park may be a result of the drains being in a poor condition,
possibly suffering from a partial collapse.

Chronology

9

c.1145:

Land at Hardingstone, ‘De la Pre’, was granted to Simon de Senlis II, Earl of
Northampton, for the construction of one of two Cluniac nunneries built in
England.

1290:

The funeral cortege of Eleanor of Castille (wife to Edward I) rested overnight at
the nunnery, on its way from Lincoln to Westminster in December 1290.

1291-3:

The Eleanor Cross memorial was erected to commemorate the resting of Queen
Eleanor at Delapré.

1460:

In July 1460 the Yorkists beat the Lancastrians at the Battle of Northampton.

1536:

Dissolution of the Monasteries.

1538

Abbey was dissolved by King Henry VIII.

1539:

Abbey let to a tenant

1543:

The Abbey and its demesne lands were purchased by John Mershe, a property
speculator.

Gary Dorrington Bsc (Hons) FGS ) notes on the ornamental water garden.
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1548

Site acquired by the Tate family who held possession of the estate for more than
two hundred years. The Tate family restored the Abbey buildings, converting,
rebuilding and adapting them to form a family home. The mansion was
surrounded by a small park.

Mid-17th cent: land surrounding the Abbey described as being well wooded.
1764:

Delapre estate was purchased by the Bouverie family.

1765:

The Parish of Hardingstone was enclosed and the 18th century parkland
determined.

1879:
Early 20

Estate plan shows changes in the landscape.
thC

:

Water gardens in the Pleasure Grounds.

2nd World War: Abbey building was requisitioned.
1946:

Bouverie family sold the Abbey and surrounding 586 acres to Northampton
Corporation in 1946.

1955:

Gravel extracted from the north eastern section of the estate and excavation
subsequently flooded to form a lake.

1958:

Grounds open to the public and Northamptonshire County Record Office was
housed within the former Abbey building from 1958 until 1992

1970s:

Northampton bypass cut through the estate.

Mid-1970s:

Golf course created in the park.

1995:

Battlefield included on English Heritage’s Register of Historic Battlefields.

Setting and landscape context
3.13

The Registered Battlefield includes the Grade II* listed Delapré Abbey and the remnants of an
18th century parkland landscape. The 1st Edition Ordnance Survey Plan for the Registered
Battlefield shows the Abbey set within an established parkland and surrounded by farmland with
Delapré Wood to the south. Since the publication of this Ordnance Survey Plan in the late 19th
century, expansion of Northampton together with the settlements of Hardingstone and Far Cotton
has resulted in the loss of the surrounding agricultural land. In addition, the expansion of the
railway yards to the north, the construction of the A45 to the south and the establishment of the
golf course have had a considerable impact on the setting of the Registered Battlefield. A hotel
has also been constructed on the eastern boundary.

3.14

The Charter Wood was planted to the east of the Abbey to mark the 800th anniversary of
Northampton’s charter. The northeastern section of the park contains a large lake formed
following the extraction of aggregates with Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve forming the
northeastern boundary surrounded by the current and former course of River Nene.

3.15

The Registered Battlefield is located alongside London Road to the south of the town centre which
it is separated from by the River Nene and the redundant section of the London and North
Western Railway. The former road from Northampton town centre to Hardingstone transects
through the centre of the Registered Battlefield.

3.16

Views are provided from the northern edge of Delapré Wood across to the Abbey and Northampton
centre beyond. Views to and from London Road are hampered by man-formed bunding, which has
received planning permission to be removed. The Delapré Wood blocks much of the visual impact
from the A45 although the noise of the traffic is noticeable across much of the site.
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Tenure and management
3.17

There are a number of different organisations who own, manage or use parts of the Registered
Battle field (Figure 3.4.).
Northampton Borough Council

3.18

The majority of the site is within the ownership of Northampton Borough Council and thus it is
responsible for the management and maintenance of the Abbey buildings and grounds. The
present area of the land owned by Northampton Borough Council covers an area of 237ha (586
acres).
The Friends of Delapré Abbey

3.19

The Friends of Delapré Abbey lease part of the stables building from the Council to run the Tea
Rooms, which are open 10am until 5pm Monday through to Sunday,ie seven days a week. They
also open the gates to the walled garden for this period and maintain and open the toilets daily.
Homes and Communities Agency

3.20

The Home and Communities Agency own a parcel of land to the west of Delapré Lake. Public
access is permitted across this land which is formed of deciduous woodland with earth paths.
Delapré Golf Centre

3.21

The golf centre was opened in 1976 and covers an area of approximately 260 acres comprising of
an 18-hole course, a 9-hole course, 2 x 3 par courses, and a driving range. The golf course is
open to the public and also includes a bar and restaurant. The land remains under the
ownership of Northampton Borough Council but is leased to Jack Barker’s organisation under a 40
year lease which was renewed in 2003.
Equestrian Centre

3.22

The Allwork Equestrian Centre lease Home Farm from the Borough Council and an area of the
Registered Battlefield as paddocks.
Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve

3.23

Barnes Meadow is owned by Northamptonshire County Council and is managed by Northampton
Borough Council and the Wildlife Trust with support from volunteers. The Nature Reserve has
recently been entered into the Higher Level Stewardship which will guide it management for the
next 9.5 years.
Marriott Hotel

3.24

The Marriott Hotel is located within the south east of the Registered Battlefield and is accessed via
Eagle Drive from the A45. The low-rise hotel is rated as 4* and contains over 120 rooms and
conference facilities. The complex includes a restaurant and a bar and also hosts weddings.

Landscape uses
3.25

There are other leases and licences for various parts of the park including:
•

The Northampton Pony Club, who hold camps and events on the parkland during the summer
months and also rent some outbuildings;

•

The water ski club uses the lake and has its own accommodation and uses a small public car
park close to the clubhouse;

•

There are also various residential tenancies.
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3.26

The parkland has also been used for the Northamptonshire Horse Trials and is currently used for
events such as Pony Club meetings and fairs. The areas alongside the main entrance to the
Abbey from London Road are used for informal football training for children.

3.27

The aim of Northampton Borough Council is to retain the Abbey and its environs in its ownership
and to provide access to the Abbey and as much of the park as possible.
Public access

3.28

There is currently public access to much of the Registered Battlefield with access only restricted
through parts of the golf course and the paddocks. The walled garden associated with Delapré
Abbey is open for part of the day when the gardener is in attendance. A public footpath provides
limited access to the golf course and a circular path wraps around the lake.

3.29

There are three public footpaths through the site. The first transects the southwestern corner of
the site linking Hardingstone and Far Cotton. The second runs north to south following a track
which once would have been the approach to Northampton town centre. This in turn links with a
footpath which follows the northern boundary to the north of the man-made lake.

3.30

The Nene Way National Trail and the Sustrans Cycle Route 6 follows the northern bank of the
River Nene and connects with the Grand Union Canal Walk to the west.
Entrances

3.31

The main pedestrian access to the Registered Battlefield is currently from London Road in the
northwest corner. There are a number of other entrances including those from Ransome Road,
Eagle Drive, Nunn Mills Road and via a pedestrian bridge over the A45 (Nene Valley Way) linking
with Hardingstone. Vehicle access to Delapré Abbey is via the London Road entrance with parking
provided adjacent to the Abbey building. Vehicle access to the golf course, water ski centre and
hotel can be gained via Eagle Drive.

Other proposals for the Registered battlefield site
3.32

Prior to the commissioning of this Conservation Management Plan for the Registered Battlefield,
there have been other projects and reports on options for Delapre Park and the Abbey. Two of
these in particular provide options for managing parts of the Battlefield.
Landscape Options Appraisal 10

3.33

The Landscape Options Appraisal was prepared for the Delapré Abbey Preservation Trust in 2009
and aims to conserve the historic landscape of the site whilst improving individual character areas
and enhancing public enjoyment and access. It recommends that the landscape should
accommodate a mix of uses. The appraisal identified the environs of the Abbey, the gardens and
pleasure grounds, together with the western and northern area of the site, as the focus for
heritage activities and events. In contrast the appraisal recommends the southern and eastern
area should form the focus of leisure and recreational activities. The appraisal also identified the
need for improvements in the provision of parking and access.

3.34

The preferred use and improvements to the site identified within the individual character areas
include:
•

Improvements to the drive and entrance

•

Relocation of the main parking away from the Abbey to the area north of the existing drive
and provision of a major new main car park area for the site including re-laying the existing
culvert

•

Creating a new vehicle route from the 19th century Stable Yard to Ransome Road

•

Providing a children’s play area between the Stable Yard and Charter Wood

10

Parks Consortium Limited (2009) “Landscape Options Appraisal: Delapre Abbey, Northampton.” The Delapre Abbey Preservation
Trust.
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3.34

•

Enhancement of the landscape, drives and forecourt of the main Abbey buildings

•

Restoration of features of the South Lawn and ha-ha and replanting

•

Restoration of the pleasure grounds and water gardens including the paths and boundary haha

•

Improving the path and drive links to and through Charter Wood between the Abbey, 19th
century Stable Yard and the lake and Eagle Drive and improving access and amenity of
Charter Wood itself

•

Improving the lake footpaths and access and undertaking conservation and enhancement
works

•

Upgrading Eagle Drive car park to create a second access point to the park and its main
amenity area

•

Improving the setting of the Eleanor Cross and making a stronger linkage with the Abbey
along with footpath improvement through Delapré Wood

•

Removal of the bund in the south west area of the site

•

Installation of the new boundary fences to London Road, the Delapré Wood boundary and The
Rookery boundary

•

Tree surgery across the site

•

Archaeological investigation of the battlefield site and its enhancement

Proposals were also brought forward by the Richard Butcher memorial Charity to locate a
community football pitch on Eagle Drive. Cabinet considered this in July 2012 and subsequent
public comments were received on the proposed disposal of public open space. No lease or other
agreements have been entered into pending the work undertaken on the Conservation
Management Plan. An alternative piece of land was offered to the Richard Butcher memorial
Charity but this was declined.
HLF Masterplan proposals for Delapré Abbey 11

3.35

The HLF project aims to bring substantial parts of the Abbey and outbuildings back into public use
as an events space and visitor assets, whilst ensuring that the building is appropriately protected.

3.36

Preferred core uses will include public functions, events, weddings, conferences and similar
activities with a high quality new catering and refreshment facility provide for all users of the
Abbey and the wider site. Commercial sub-let space and independent holiday lets will be
created together with space for staff offices and interpretation.

3.37

The project aims to engage more people in the heritage of the site and will become a focal point
for people to learn about the heritage of the site, as well as offering opportunities for people to
engage with training and develop a range of specialist skills.

3.38

The project will be developed and delivered through the Joint Project Board, a partnership
between Northampton Borough Council and Delapré Abbey Partnership Trust and in close liaison
with interested parties including Friends of Delapré Abbey and English Heritage.

Public consultation
3.39

Consultation was carried out during the preparation of the Conservation Management Plan to gain
an understanding of how key stakeholders use and manage areas of the Registered battlefield.

3.40

Consultation was therefore carried out with the following groups:
•

Landowners

•

Tenants

•

Representatives of other users of the site (e.g. Friends of Delapré Abbey (FoDA)

•

Statutory bodies, (e.g. English Heritage)

•

Amenity stakeholders

11

Purcell (May 2013) “Delapré Abbey, Northampton: Stage D report”. Northampton Borough Council
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3.41

The purpose of the consultation was twofold, firstly to:
•

Ascertain how the consultees currently use or react with the site;

•

Future plans they might have which will impact on the site;

•

Current issues they have with the site and its use/management.

3.42

Secondly the consultation allowed for the purpose of the CMP to be explained and provided key
stakeholders with an opportunity to comment on any proposals put forward within the CMP.

3.43

Consultation took the form of:

3.44

3.45

•

Telephone calls to individual organisations;

•

Two workshop sessions with the key stakeholder where consultees were invited to comment
on and discuss plans and proposals presented to them.

The workshop sessions were held at Delapré Abbey on 6th March 2013 and 13th May 2013 to
discuss the emerging Conservation Management Plan. Attendees to the first consultation event
were asked to complete a short questionnaire. The questionnaire was also distributed at Open
Days held at Delapré Abbey on 9th and 10th March 2013. A summary of the findings are listed
below:
•

70% of respondents were aware of the Battle of Northampton

•

67% of respondents were aware of the significance of the Battle

•

Only 24% of respondents felt there is currently sufficient information about the Battle on
existing information boards

•

95% of respondents felt it important to remember the Battle

•

86% of respondents felt it important to conserve evidence of the landscape as it was at the
time of the Battle

•

64% of respondents felt there should be changes to the landscape to highlight features or
events associated with the Battle

•

83% of respondents felt the best method for increasing awareness of the Battle would be to
convey information on site using the following methods:
•

Information boards (22%)

•

Talks (20%)

•

Events (19%)

•

Permanent exhibitions (22%)

A summary of the discussions held at the second workshop and the analysis of the questionnaires
can be seen in Appendix 1
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4

The battle of Northampton

Introduction
4.1

This CMP is primarily aimed at providing guidance on the future management of the Registered
Battlefield. A crucial component of that management is an understanding of the location and
nature of the Battle that took place in 1460 as well as of the historic development of the site
before and after the battle. Knowing the location of the important components of the Battle
allows for more informed protection, management, use and interpretation of those aspects of the
area which are important to its status as a Registered Battlefield.

4.2

Chapters 4 and 5 help to provide a summary of both the evidence gathered on the events and
siting of the Battle and of the historic development of the Registered Battle field and its wider
setting.

4.3

This information has been gathered through:

4.4

•

Analysis of existing reports and studies, secondary data;

•

Reassessment of documents and descriptions of the Battle produced at or near to the time the
events took place, ie primary data;

•

Consultation with experts in the field;

•

Walkover surveys to inspect the ground for any visible evidence of landmarks mentioned in
early accounts if the Battle;

•

Assessment of the detailed topographic information provided by LiDAR (Light Detection And
Ranging data, very accurate, high resolution 3D data) surveys, again to identify remnants of
the mediaeval landscape.

The following two Chapters provide an analysis of all this information and conclusions which can
be drawn from that analysis.

Background
4.5

The battle of Northampton was a key engagement during the Wars of the Roses, a dynastic
struggle between the house of York and the house of Lancaster which took place in England
between 1455 and 1487. Following the battle of Blore Heath in 1459 the Yorkist army was
dispersed, with the Duke of York fleeing to Ireland and the Earls of Salisbury and Warwick to
Calais. In June 1460 they returned to England with their supporters. Gathering forces as they
went, they approached London where, in early July, they were joined by other Yorkist nobles with
their troops. Leaving a small force under Salisbury to besiege the Tower, which remained in
Lancastrian hands, the army marched north to confront the King, Henry VI, before his supporters
had time to muster their full strength.

4.6

The King was at Coventry when he heard of the Yorkist advance. In response he marched with
his army to Northampton where they constructed a fortified camp to the south of the town, close
by Delapré Abbey. On the morning of 10th July the Yorkists arrived outside the town. When
attempts at negotiation by the Archbishop of Canterbury failed a battle became inevitable.

4.7

The outcome was an important victory for the Yorkists, for it placed the King under their control.
Shortly afterwards the Duke of York returned to England and, in October, was bestowed the right
of succession by Henry VI in an Act of Settlement. However, Queen Margaret refused to accept an
agreement that disinherited her son and thus the Civil War inevitably continued.

4.8

This section is a summary of the detailed report written by Dr Glenn Foard and Tracey Partida
during the preparation of the CMP.
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Study area
4.9

While this CMP concentrates on the area of the Registered Battlefield, we have taken into
consideration that there are some theories (see Figure 4.1) that place the site of the fortified
camp to the north of the Registered Battlefield in an area which has seen considerable
development over the years. There are also reports that this area between the boundary of the
Registered Battlefield north of Delapre Abbey and the former course of River Nene was where
routed troops fled and many were killed.

Figure 4.1: The extent of the registered battlefield (solid red) and three
potential locations for the fortified encampment.
4.10

In fact three alternative locations for the Lancastrian camp, which formed the focus for the battle,
have been suggested by previous authors, all of which lie within the medieval (i.e. in the period
broadly defined as 1066 - 1500) parish of Hardingstone. One is on the now developed land on
the former meadow between Delapré Abbey and the river Nene; another lay somewhere between
Delapré and Rush Mills; and the third in the largely undeveloped land immediately south of
Delapré (see Figure 4.1).

Evidence from the original battle accounts
4.11

Northampton is one of the better documented of the battles of the Wars of the Roses, with the
primary written sources enabling a basic understanding of the sequence of events, the types of
troops engaged and giving topographical evidence as to location. Unfortunately there are
significant inconsistencies between the descriptions.

4.12

The fortified Lancastrian camp, which was the subject of the Yorkist attack, was constructed on
the south side of the river Nene, somewhere near Delapré Abbey. All the sources agree that it lay
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just outside the town of Northampton with most implying it was to the south of the river, but in
other detail they differ.
4.13

Waurin is exceptional in stating that the army was in a park outside the town by a little river (‘en
ung parcq oultre la ville sue une petite riviere’). The other accounts seem to imply that the
defences were created specifically for the purpose. Just one source, TheEnglishChronicle, places
the camp in the meadows. In contrast three others place it in a ‘feld’, that is an area of open field
furlongs rather than meadow. Benet’sChronicle says the fortified camp was in the field between
the village called Hardingstone and the monastic house called Delapré. In contrast, AShort English
Chronicle places it ‘besyde Northhampton in the Newfelde betwene Harsyngton (Hardingstone)
and Sandyfforde.’ Interestingly, there is an additional document that says the bishop of
Winchester surrendered the great seal of silver to the king in his tent pitched in Hardingstone
field, next to Delapré Abbey. The ChronicleofJohnStone provides even finer detail: ‘And for the
feldys name of that oon parte on the northest syde it is callyd Cowemedewe. And that othir parte
is I callyd Menthynfeld. And for the othir part is I callyd of tyme Sandyngford bregge nexte the
towne. On the est syde there is a water melle [that] is called Sandford melle’. Significantly he also
adds that the Archbishop of Canterbury viewed the battle from the Queen’s
or headless cross.

4.14

From historic map and written sources a reconstruction of the medieval landscape of the
battlefield has been produced as a basis for the interpretation of the topographical detail in the
battle accounts and to pinpoint the ‘Battle Dyke’ and assess its significance for the locating of the
battlefield. This strongly supports the interpretation in the Battlefields Register report that locates
the battle between Delapré Abbey and the scarp which runs up to Hardingstone.

4.15

Note that on the following plans of the Medieval landscape, the definition of ‘Township’ is as
follows.

Townships
A Township is a settlement with its agrarian system. The agrarian system is that farmed solely by
a single settlement which might be either a hamlet or village. It includes open field arable,
pasture, meadow, ancient enclosure and woods; it can include detached blocks of land. It does not
include land outside of the agrarian system regardless of common rights the local community may
hold there.
The township was the administrative unit within which communities and their resources were
organised from the medieval period to late nineteenth century. They were reorganised into
modern civil parishes in 1894. Prior to this the parish was an ecclesiastical unit of administration
that served different functions to that of the township. In Northamptonshire the physical extent
of the parish and the township were often synonymous. The township also forms the basic unit by
which most of the earlier written sources for the landscape are organised and was normally the
unit within which enclosure took place. They appear to have been formed to allow each
community to have a balanced range of resources
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Evidence of battle archaeology
4.16

For definitive proof of location one must however look to the investigation of battle archaeology.
There are three types of battle archaeology that may be expected at Northampton: stratified
evidence in the form of and infilled ditch representing the Lancastrian camp, which may well
contain battle-related artefacts; mass graves on the battlefield or in the grounds of Delapré and
St John’s Hospital; and a scatter of unstratified artefacts across the area where action took place
and also possibly artillery rounds which overshot some distance from this.

4.17

The lack of any confirmed battle archaeology from the battlefield is not surprising, even where the
land has been extensively developed. This is because, apart from mass graves, most battle
archaeology from late medieval battlefield is very difficult to recover and (Towton excepted)
seems normally to be very sparse. Even mass graves are very small features in the vast area of
a battlefield. Yet there are in fact three finds from the battlefield that could well represent round
shot fired in the battle. However none was available for examination, even that which was
deposited in Northampton museum and so this, potentially the most important element of the
evidence for Northampton, could not be adequately assessed.

Disturbance of the Registered battlefield and surrounding area
4.18

In all the Registered Battlefield comprises 187 hectares of which 70ha has been destroyed or
disturbed by a range of different activities in recent centuries. Despite this activity there are still
substantial parts of the site which have surviving ridge and furrow and other historic landscape
earthworks, especially the area to the west of the Abbey. There are also significant additional
areas which are largely undisturbed, most notably the land between the Abbey and the Hotel
(figure 4.4). Even within the golf course there appear to be significant areas which have not
been disturbed and even where earthmoving has taken place the soil may not have been moved
far and so here some useful data may be retrieved. Thus overall, although this is not one of the
best preserved of battlefields of the period, the site has considerable potential for field
investigation and interpretation of the battle and battlefield.

4.19

Figure 4.4 shows the level of damage and disturbance within the Registered battlefield. The
figure indicates where landscape features have been recorded, whether they be undisturbed ridge
and furrow or re-grading of ground to create golf tees. It should be noted that areas which are
shown as white have not had any obvious ridge and furrow or other prominent landscape features
recorded. This does not necessarily mean that these areas have been subjected to disturbance
and therefore do not contain battle archaeology. The blue areas in the figure are features which
have been formed through excavations, and where any battle archaeology would have been
scattered or destroyed.

4.20

Ridge and furrow still survives today in the western part of the golf course, while in the north
western quarter of the park, which is not part of the golf course, there is still an almost
continuous area in good condition. This historic landscape is contemporary with the battle and is
largely unique for these features to have been conserved on a Registered medieval battlefield in
England. It is therefore of national importance and its conservation should be given the highest
priority.

4.21

Almost the whole of the area of the former meadow between the Registered battlefield boundary
and the Nene was developed in the 19th and 20th century, but within this area extensive
redevelopment is now underway or planned. The Halcrow report on ground conditions
demonstrates that a substantial part of the land between Ransome Road and the railway sidings
was quarried for gravel in the 1960s and then subject to landfill. All archaeology will have been
lost here, although the exact extent of disturbance was not determined.

4.22

The report also confirms that the railway sidings themselves have not been subject to such
disturbance. The undisturbed areas might contain evidence of mass graves and there is a slight
possibly that the entrenchments of the Lancastrian camp may also be here. Any unstratified
scatter of battle archaeology, based on evidence from Bosworth, is likely to be very ephemeral
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and so may not have survived unless protected by deposition of a significant depth of alluvium
since 1460 or if, given the floodplain situation, development involved the ground being built up on
top of the topsoil.
4.23

The island between the two branches of the river immediately north of Nunn Mills, previously
called Nunn Mill Holme, appears at first sight to be largely intact, with little or no modern
development. However, extensive mill buildings covered much of the area on the 1st edition six
inch mapping of the 1880s.

4.24

The majority of the early medieval meadow (see Figure 4.3) within the Registered battlefield has
been destroyed by construction of the railway embankments in the 19th century or quarrying in
the mid-20th century. However the earthmoving works during the late 20th century to create the
habitats for wildlife (wildlife scrapes on Figure 4.4) within the area managed by the Wildlife Trust
are not considered to have penetrated deep enough to disturb the late medieval levels. The latter
work in former meadow land was subject to archaeological metal detecting but no battle related
finds were apparently recovered (SMR events 103851 & 103847). Only between the two railway
lines does the meadow appear to survive intact without modern disturbance (Figure 4.4).
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Figure 4.4: Approximate extent of destruction and disturbance within the Registered
battlefield. White areas indicate ridge and furrow lost to more recent cultivation but no
evidence of other disturbance
4.25

Whatever the level of destruction, it seems likely that sufficient intact areas survive within
Delapré Park to justify intensive survey for unstratified battle archaeology. Where there has been
earthmoving then artefacts will have been redistributed across the site in such a way as to disrupt
the distribution pattern. However, even where there has been earthmoving the recovery of
artefacts will still be potentially useful as the soil may not have been moved over long distances
and so a crude distribution pattern may be retrievable, subject to further study of the level of
disturbance.
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Discussion and recommendations
4.26

This CMP covers the management of the area defined as the Registered Battlefield. The measures
proposed for its future management are based on the assumption that the fortified camp was
located within the area registered, in the undeveloped land of Delapré Park south of the Abbey or
at Eagle Drive.

4.27

However at present there is no definitive evidence to confirm the theory as fact, and there is a
theory put forward that the site of the fortified encampment lies within the developed land to the
north of Delapré Abbey and thus is largely destroyed. What is certain is that the area of the rout,
where many of the Lancastrian troops died, lies partly if not wholly within that developed land.

4.28

Without confirmation of the location of the most important aspects of the battle, including the
fortified encampment, the management and protection measures proposed in the CMP perhaps
need to be more extensive to avoid the potential loss or damage to archaeological evidence, and
any interpretation is more speculative than if the location of the camp and the action of the battle
were known more accurately.

4.29

The lack of definitive proof that the encampment was within the Registered Battlefield and hence
not in the developed area to the north of Delapré Abbey also means that any disturbance of
ground in this area which shows signs that it has not been disturbed enough to destroy any
stratified archaeological evidence, needs to be assessed with a view that it could contain evidence
of the Battle of Northampton.

4.30

Again without definitive evidence of the location of the key elements of the Battle, a large scale
interpretation project would not be justified at Northampton. Otherwise there is the danger that a
completely false picture will be painted, as was the case at Bosworth between 1976 and 2009.

4.31

The battlefield is particularly important nationally as the only one of the Wars of the Roses where
a fortified camp was assaulted. It is also unique in having earthwork ridge and furrow,
representing an open field system in use at the time of the battle, which still survives over a
significant area of the site. There is also documentary evidence that artillery was used in the
battle, even if some guns were not able to fire. In the light of research at Bosworth, it is now
clear that the recovery of round shot from battlefields of the 1460s, such as Northampton, would
be of great archaeological significance in providing comparative data prior to the introduction of
new types of field artillery in the 1470s. Such data is needed to complement the sparse evidence
for artillery so far seen from Towton in 1461, which may prove to be atypical. It also seems likely
that across much of Northampton battlefield any battle-related artefacts will be in very good
condition. However there are negative factors. The earthmoving undertaken to construct the golf
course and related facilities and, subsequently, the construction of bunds has caused significant
damage to the site, destroying or covering some of the ridge and furrow and probably moving
some artefacts from the locations where they were originally deposited and thus disrupting
distribution patterns.
Site investigation

4.32

These uncertainties can only be adequately addressed by the application of the full range of
techniques of battlefield archaeology, including metal detecting, and so this must be given a high
priority. While the site has been subjected to significant destruction and disturbance, there would
appear to be sufficient of the site that remains intact to enable a meaningful investigation, subject
to pilot work to determine the exact level of contamination in different areas of the site.

4.33

The best approach would be to undertake a comprehensive programme of investigation and
interpretation through a bid for HLF funding for a community based project but led by
professionals with expertise in battlefield investigation. However, if any further work is to take
place this must be with the clear understanding, based especially on the results from Bosworth,
that most 15th century battle archaeology is likely to be highly ephemeral and that it may only be
recoverable through large scale intensive and systematic survey. The failure of small scale
sampling to yield evidence of battle archaeology cannot be taken as evidence that the battle was
not fought in that particular area.

4.34

For such an investigation, with the exception of the investigation of stratified evidence for the
Lancastrian defences, the successful study recently completed on Bosworth battlefield provides an
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effective model. Only with such work is it likely that a definitive answer will be provided as to the
location of the Lancastrian encampment and key elements of the battle such as the deployment of
forces. Given the substantial restrictions on land use that are required to effectively conserve an
historic battlefield, such an investigation to prove the location of the Lancastrian encampment and
extent of the battlefield and hence enable more focussed protection, would be a sensible
approach.
4.35

It should be noted that there is no guarantee that even a comprehensive survey will reveal the
location of the fortified camp or distinct evidence for specific events in the Battle.
Actions to protect existing evidence

4.36

Whatever measures are taken to address these gaps in knowledge, there are certain key actions
that can be taken to preserve and protect any battle archaeology that might remain:
•

There should be a complete ban imposed by the landowners on unauthorised metal detecting
anywhere within the Registered battlefield and this ban should be enforced as far as
practicable so that evidence is not found and removed or disturbed.

•

Any activities held on the Registered Battlefield should be managed to avoid further
contamination of the site with material liable to hinder the ability to detect battle archaeology
with metal detectors;

•

Any activities held on the Registered Battlefield should be managed to avoid stripping of the
existing ground surface and hence disturbance of battle archaeology;

•

Within the Registered area no more ridge and furrow should be destroyed and, if practicable,
the bunds should be removed to reveal any surviving ridge and furrow and to return the land
form to the 1460 context.

•

Any development, redevelopment or other ground disturbance within the area covered by this
report, and also in the land between the Registered battlefield and the river (Figure 4.1)
needs to be evaluated on the basis that the area may contain evidence of the Battle unless all
archaeological potential can be shown already to have been destroyed, as in the quarried
areas. The CAAP does contain policies supporting this approach stating that the issues the
Borough Council is seeking to address in the Central area include:
-

The protection and enhancement of the natural and built environment, including existing
historical, architectural and archaeological heritage.

Until there is evidence to the contrary, it has to be assumed that the archaeological heritage
in the area covered by the CAAP may include evidence of the Battle of Northampton.
•

4.37

Within the developed area on the former meadow a priority for evaluation should be to
establish the depth of the 1460 land surface to determine whether any archaeology from the
battle may survive beneath the present development. Any programme of work seeking
evidence for the battlefield should be overseen by an individual or undertaken by a team with
experience in metal detecting for battlefield archaeology and undertaken according to current
best practice in the field. If a substantial piece of fieldwork is to be undertaken then such
expertise should mandatory, because this is such a specialist area of archaeological
investigation.

Systematic, archaeologically managed metal detecting should form part of any archaeological
programme of evaluation or recording action undertaken within the area covered by this report.
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5

The historic landscape

5.1

The section provides an overview of the development of the landscape within the Registered
battlefield. It primarily draws upon the work within the Landscape Options Appraisal (October
2009). A full analysis of the history and development of the site is contained within Appendix 3.

Medieval landscape and the nunnery of Delapré
5.2

Archaeological evidence reveals that there were settlements at Northampton dating to the Bronze
Age, Roman and Anglo-Saxon periods. The area was also developed as a Danish burh c. 850AD
- a stronghold for the Danish army. However, it was not until 914 that the name Northampton
first appeared in writing. The Doomsday Book (1086) recorded the town as having a population
of 1,500 with Hardingstone being formed of meadows and pasture with two mills within the King’s
holding of five hides. There were also two hides and 60 acres of meadow which the King had
gifted to Peverol and Gunfrid of Chocques. Two further hides held by Countess Judith also refer to
the meadows of three acres.

5.3

Northampton grew significantly during the 11th, 12th and 13th centuries with Simon de Senlis (first
Earl of Northampton) establishing Northampton Castle and the town walls together with various
churches and religious houses. Northampton’s location in the centre of England made it a
valuable strategic point for government, and the town and castle became an important royal
establishment. In 1189, King Richard I granted Northampton’s first charter in exchange for
money to fund his crusades. The charter allowed the people of Northampton certain rights and
independence in legal and administrative matters.
The establishment of Delapré Abbey

5.4

In c 1145, Simon De Senlis (Second Earl of Northampton) founded Delapré Abbey, on the land
that formed part of the First Earl’s endowment to the Clunaic Priory of St Andrew in Northampton.
Delapré Abbey was just one of two Clunaic nunneries in England and was endowed with lands in
Hardingstone parish and elsewhere. The Abbey was active until its dissolution and supported a
community of probably no more than 20 nuns.

5.5

The medieval Abbey complex is thought to have occupied a
site within a similar location to that of the current Delapré
Abbey house and would have included a number of
associated buildings and structures. A ‘prototype’ for a
typical monastery was drawn up at the Swiss monastery of
St Gall (see figure 5.1) which soon became the standard
arrangement of church, cloister and its ranges, with further
buildings distributed around these. It should be noted that
the precise layout of a monastic complex might vary
according to restrictions of site e.g. topography etc. The
landscape surrounding the monastic complex would likely to
have been managed for productive usages such as food
growing and the management of woodland for wood fuel.
The River Nene and the springs emanating from Delapré
Wood were important resources for the monastic community
and would have provided freshwater.

5.6

The extent of the land under the management of the
Figure 5.1: St Gall Plan
nunneries changed over the forthcoming centuries through
donations by local landowners or exchanges with adjoining
monasteries. The nunnery received tithes from the mill locating to the north of the Abbey and
was also donated oaks from the park of Northampton for building material. A 14th century rental
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of the Abbey’s property in Hardingstone indicates the management of the nun’s estate in the
parish with nuns retaining 200 acres whilst some land was let to free tenants, 360 acres held by
18 Bondsmen who paid a small rent and carried out fixed services to the Abbey including
ploughing, haymaking and harvesting. Other features mentioned include Nun Meadow, and two
crofts next to the Abbey for pasture.
5.7

The Abbey remained in use up until the Dissolution of the monasteries by King Henry VIII in
1536. Surveys carried out at the time reveal that the Abbey buildings were in good condition and
lay at the centre of an agricultural landscape formed of arable fields, a small park, orchard and
enclosures for livestock.
Queen Eleanor’s Cross

5.8

In 1290 the body of Queen Eleanor, wife of Edward I lay at the Abbey during the journey to
London. A cross was constructed at each resting place to honour the Queen with the cross at
Delapré constructed by John of Battle c. 1292. The cross stood on the escarpment overlooking
the Abbey and Northampton beyond. It is thought that a paved causeway was constructed
following the road to London.
The battle of Northampton 1460

5.9

The boundary of the Registered battle field has been based on an interpretation that places the
site of the Lancastrian encampment in Delapré Park to the south of the Abbey. However there is,
as yet, no definitive evidence from, primary, secondary, documented evidence or battle
archaeology of the exact location of the camp and hence of the location of the battle action. In
addition and as described in Chapter 4, there are theories that place the site of the encampment
in the east of the Park or in developed land to the north of Delapré Abbey (Figure 4.1). While
the location of the camp is not part of the role of this CMP, the policies and recommendations for
protection, management and interpretation of the battlefield would benefit greatly if it were
known.

5.10

Chapter 4 describes survey techniques which can be used to help locate battle archaeology which
would help in this search. However it is also important to understand the landscape that would
have provided the setting for the battle, using both documentary and archaeological evidence.
This will provide the best opportunity to securely place the topographical clues from the primary
accounts. It will also yield a picture of the historic terrain as it was at the time of the battle,
enabling an analysis of the tactical opportunities this provided and hence providing some guide as
to where the action may have taken place.

5.11

While a full site investigation is beyond the scope of the present report, we have drawn together
the published evidence and complemented this by limited but carefully targeted research on
particular primary sources. The starting point for this has been the existing reconstruction of the
medieval and early modern landscape of the county (Partida et al 2013).
Field systems

5.12

It is clear from the primary accounts that the battle of Northampton took place in Hardingstone
parish. Prior to enclosure, in 1765, this contained two separate townships operating the
independent field systems: Hardingstone West End Field and Hardingstone East End Field. The
township boundary bisected Hardingstone village with the church and adjacent tenements lying in
West End. 12 Also in West End were the hamlets of Cotton End or East Cotton and Far or West
Cotton and the Abbey of Delapré. The township boundary followed the road, now a footpath,
which ran from Hardingstone village via Nunn Mills to Northampton. It also formed the eastern
edge of Delapré Park in the nineteenth century (Figure 5.2).

5.13

It would appear from the distribution of the lands in various terriers that the West End Fields were
previously known as the fields of Cotton. An example is the virgate of land of St Leonard’s
Hospital, founded in the late eleventh century, which was granted to Northampton Borough at the
dissolution of the monasteries.
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Figure 5.2: The battlefield area from the Ordnance Survey six inch mapping of the
1880s. Red line indicates the Registered area (1km grid).
5.14

The landscape of medieval Northamptonshire, like much of the East Midlands, was one of
nucleated settlements and communally run open field systems (Partida et al 2013) with a single
communal field system which comprised thousands of long narrow strips of arable, with each
farmer typically having several dozen strips scattered across the township. These strips were
organised into parallel groups called furlongs which were in turn grouped into great fields.
Together these great fields, each with a distinct name, made up the open field system of that
township, which was usually named after the village.

5.15

Typically the only physical boundaries within this landscape were hedged or walled tenements in
the villages and adjacent small paddocks of ‘closes’. Within the field system there were not
usually any hedged or other such boundaries during the medieval period, in Northamptonshire
many townships retained their open field systems with ridge and furrow largely intact into the 18th
or even 19th. Such earthworks still survived across large parts of Northamptonshire in the 1940s,
when they were recorded on a series of RAF national photographic surveys, and in limited areas
they still survive today. It is therefore possible to reconstruct much of the detail of the open field
system.

5.16

Hardingstone was typical of Nene valley parishes in that, by around 1300, the land was ploughed
up to the edges of the township, excluding only the low lying land on the floodplain. The latter
was periodically flooded and regularly too waterlogged to be cultivated so it was managed as
meadow, cut for hay in the summer and then used as pasture. The extent of medieval meadow
can normally be defined with reference to the extent of open field furlongs, which often correlates
with the extent of alluvium on the river floodplain. However in the present case, while most of
the meadow is alluvial, immediately north of Delapré Abbey a narrow strip of river gravels extends
onto the meadow. Significantly it is in this area where an earthwork suggestive of a monastic
church is visible on RAF vertical aerial photographs (RAF VAP CPE UK 2535 5005), though if it is
such then it must be a precursor to the late medieval church, which sits beneath the buildings of
the present Hall, indicating that the monastery might possibly have moved to its present location,
but well prior to the battle.
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5.17

The furlong pattern of the two townships of Hardingstone has been reconstructed by Hall using
archaeological evidence supplemented by documentary sources. 13 This has been refined and
republished (Partida et al 2013) but has been further refined here with reference to the new Lidar
data set (figure 5.4), a review of all RAF vertical aerial photography of the 1940s, and field
examination (figure 5.3). Further enhancement will be possible by rectification of all relevant
aerial photographs and digital mapping of each strip and other earthworks from these and the
lidar data and by measured survey on the ground where earthworks still survive.

5.18

In circa 1300 the extent of arable will have been the same as the extent of furlongs, with the
remainder of the land being meadow on the floodplain, although there were also small areas of
pasture within the open fields, typically along the bottom of small valleys or slades where it was
also too wet to be cultivated. By 1460 some of the arable may already have been put down to
pasture. The St Leonards terrier shows this had happened to some degree by 1568 (NRO
Northampton Borough Records 9/1). Indeed, by 1539 some of this land had already been
enclosed, while several furlongs in the East Field had been converted to pasture and an
unenclosed cow common, known as Cow Leys, had been established on the east side of the
Portway (Serjeantson 1909). Further research is required to determine how much of the ancient
enclosure seen in 1765 (see below) was already enclosed by 1460.

Figure 5.3: Open field landscape of the central part of Hardingstone parish showing the
settlements with the land anciently enclosed by 1756 (light green), the meadow (light
blue), open field pasture (light brown) and road system prior to parliamentary
enclosure (black broken line). The extent and exact position of the furlongs and
13

Hall, D. 1980. Hardingstone Parish Survey 1972. Northamptonshire Archaeology Vol. 15 pp. 119-132
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headlands in Delapré Park (compared to figures 4.2 and 4.3) have been amended with
reference to the Lidar and RAF VAP data and field inspection. Sources for names, roads
and features are given in the text, with the legend as on figures 4.2 and 4.3 but with
addition of areas for Cow Meadow and Cow Leys.
5.19

The boundary of ancient enclosure in 1756, reconstructed by Hall from the Enclosure Award,
provides a maximum area within which the ancient enclosures of Delapré and Cotton End in 1460
can be defined. The furlong pattern reveals that the ancient enclosures immediately south of the
Abbey were under arable in the medieval period but further documentary evidence is required to
determine whether this area was already enclosed by 1460. The Abbey itself lies between two
slades.

5.20

At its foundation in c.1145 the Abbey of Delapré was constructed amongst the meadows to the
south of the river Nene (VCH, Northamptonshire, 1, 114). The extent of the Abbey precinct is
uncertain but it has been suggested that it is represented by the ridge and furrow free area west
of the Abbey (Parklands Consortium 2009, app 1, fig3). This appears to have been part of the
anciently enclosed area in 1756 so the suggestion is plausible, although part of this area lacked
ridge and furrow as it was open field pasture in a slade. Other earthworks, which accord with the
location of the 18th century ha-ha (a parkland boundary) have been suggested by Welsh as
representing the precinct boundary on the north side. Immediately north of this is the possible
site of the original Abbey church, which is on exactly the same orientation as the present Hall and
late medieval Abbey but is actually on the meadow (RAF VAP CPE UK 2535 5005).

5.21

A medieval channel leading into the nuns’ fishpond, which broadly marked the southern limit of
the meadow, has been identified with the present channel on the northern edge of the park
(Parklands Consortium Ltd, app 1, p.9). However our comparison between modern and 1880s
mapping shows that to the west of the Abbey this was realigned further to the south after the
1880s. There is however a slight curving linear depression a few metres to the south of the park
edge, immediately to the north of Spittlewall Furlong, which appears to represent a silted-up
palaeochannel, though there is no evidence to indicate whether or not this was still open in the
Medieval period (figure 5.4).

5.22

The character of the open field landscape to the south of Delapré Abbey, at least as it was in
1721, is given on Tillemans’ prospect of Northampton (see figure 5.5 below). This shows a dense
line of trees along the edge of the meadow, especially around the Abbey itself, but this may have
been largely a result of early modern planting by the Tates around their country house. There are
also trees along what appears to be the course of the Fulbrook or Moor dyke, while on the west of
the London road is a hedged enclosure which is probably the Grange Close (Bailey 1996, 120-1).
Thus the character of this landscape as seen in 1721 is likely to be somewhat more wooded than
it had been in 1460.

Figure 5.5: Peter Tilleman ‘View of Northampton from Queen Eleanor’s Cross’ c 1751
Landscape following the Enclosure Act of 1765
5.23

The open field system of Hardingstone East End and West End fields were enclosed together by
parliamentary act in 1765, creating a new landscape of hedged fields. At this date there were
already groups of ancient enclosure around the village of Hardingstone, the Cottons and at
Delapré Abbey (figure 4.3). The remainder of the two townships were still open field with
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Figure 5.4
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extensive meadows along the Nene. The exact land use within the open fields at this date, i.e. how
much of it was arable and how much had been laid to permanent grass, is uncertain. However, the
greatest investment and expansion of the park came after the estate was purchased by Edward
Bouverie.
5.24

Bouverie enclosed Hardingstone a year after purchasing the estate. The extent of ancient
enclosure shown in figure 5.3 is compiled from a reconstruction of the award using the 1767
estate map as a guide (Partida et al 2013).

5.25

As the major landholder, Bouverie’s influence would have dominated the post enclosure
landscape, affecting the pattern of hedged fields for the tenant farms but most clearly seen in the
layout of Delapré park. The 1767 map shows that only two years after enclosure the creation of
the newly designed landscape was well under way. There are plantations of trees around most of
the park perimeter, especially along the London Road, as well as numerous clumps of trees and
dispersed trees throughout the park. The park is bounded on the north, west and east by roads,
and on the south against Hardingstone village by spinneys and Hill Close. It was thus at this time
that the broad character of the landscape was established which was maintained until the major
changes of the later 20th century.

5.26

The next map, undated but from circa 1769, is an estate map made for Bouverie called ‘Map and
Survey of Delapré Farm’. 14 It depicts the full extent of the park with a few adjacent closes. There
is little change in the features shown within the park compared to the map of 1767. A stream with
associated planting forms a natural northeast-southwest division of the grounds. To the west of
the stream is marked ‘The Park’ and to the east ‘The Great Lawn’. Of note is the name change of
Hill Close on the 1767 map to Cross Close in 1769, due to its proximity to the Eleanor Cross,
demonstrating the way that landscape names can change over time. In the medieval period this
area was simply called ‘middle furlong’, showing that significant features in the landscape, which
the Cross undoubtedly is, are not always reflected in local topographical names. Similar problems
may also arise with regard to a battle and the local memory thereof.

14

NRO B(D) 618
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Figure 5.6: Extract of map of Hardingstone parish in 1767,
showing the newly created park and the new closes to the
west including the barn where Delapré Park Home Farm
was later developed, and to the bottom the new closes on
the meadows. North is to the bottom of the map (NRO
Inclosure plan 46).

5.27

The Thomas Eyre plan (see figure 5.7) shows the extent
of the Delapré Estate during the late 18th century. The
plan shows a wide and straight tree lined avenue leading
to the Abbey from the south with a second entrance
leading to the northwest. It is possible that these were
suggestions for the layout of the estate rather than
being extant features as there is no evidence in later
plans and illustration of such features.

19th and 20th century landscape
5.28

The Ordnance Survey 2 inch plan of Delapré Park, c
1815 shows the established parkland landscape within
Delapré Park. Delapré Wood frames the view from the
house with boundary planting along the west, east and
north. Vegetation has been managed to conserve views
to and from Queen Eleanor’s Cross. The main access to
the House was via a carriageway from London Road
which aligns with the existing entrance route. An
alternative access route was provided from the
southeast following the medieval trackway shown on
earlier mapping before entering the stable buildings to
the north of the main house. A number of streams are
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Figure 5.7: Map of Delapré, Thomas Eyre,
1779 printed in 1791 by Eyre and Jeffrey

16 June 2014

shown within the southwest part of the parkland. The remainder of the Registered battlefield is
managed agricultural field system associated with Home Farm.

Figure 5.8:OS 2-inch plan of Delapré Park, c.1815

5.29

Paintings and engravings of Delapré Abbey reveal the character of the parkland landscape with
livestock grazing close to the main house but separated by estate fencing and a ha-ha.

Delapré Abbey, Northamptonshire, the Seat of E.
Bouverie, Esq.
Postcard of Delapré Abbey by J Greig published by
William Clarke 1807
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Postcard of Delapré Abbey, 1858

Garden front from a drawing by George Clarke

5.30

The late 19th and early 20th century Ordnance Survey plans (figures 5.9 – 5.12) record how the
landscape evolved both within and surrounding the Registered battlefield. These plans show the
survival of the parkland landscape with a tree lined avenue following main carriageway. Features
associated with Delapré Abbey are also evident including the pleasure gardens and the icehouse
(although notably the icehouse is not labelled on the 4th edition Ordnance Survey plan). A small
pond is recorded on the western boundary within the parkland and there are number of tracks
shown within Delapré Wood. Footpaths are also shown extending northwards from the park to
Northampton and southwards to Hardingstone. A Lodge is shown on the west entrance to London
Road and Queen Eleanor’s Cross is clearly identified on the plans although this has been
physically and visually disconnected from Delapré Abbey through the establishment of boundary
planting. Outside of the designed parkland, the landscape within the Registered battlefield
continues to be under agricultural management with Home Farm shown on all editions.
Interestingly, despite the addition of mid-late 20th century features (e.g. Delapré Lake and the
golf course), many of the features shown in the 1st edition Ordnance Survey can be traced in the
present day aerial photography.

5.31

The Ordnance Survey plans clearly show the impact of industrialisation on the battlefield during
the late 19th and early 20th centuries. The 1st edition OS shows the London and North Western
Railway, and Midland Railway lines transecting the north-eastern part of the battlefield. This
series of the Ordnance Survey plans also track the expansion of the settlements of Hardingstone
and Far Cotton as well as the encroachment of Northampton to the north.

The site of the Battle of Northampton, 1460.

45

16 June 2014

Figure 5.9: 1st edition Ordnance Survey Plan, 1883 - 1887

Figure 5.10: 2nd Edition Ordnance Survey, 1900 -1901
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Figure 5.11: 3rd Edition Ordnance Survey, 1925 - 1926

Figure 5.12: 4th edition Ordnance Survey Plan , 1937-1938
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5.32

Following the death of Mary Bouverie in 1943, the Estate past to Mary’s nephew Major Uthwatt
Bouverie. Uthwatt had no interest in retaining Delapré so he immediately put the whole estate up
for sale. At this time, the estate consisted of seven farms, accommodations holdings and
cottages over an area of 1182 acres. Figure 5.13 shows the estate land within Hardingstone and
Great Houghton which was sold in 1944. Delapré Abbey and parkland were purchased by
Northampton Corporation in 1946.

Figure 5.13: Land in Hardingstone and Great Houghton sold in 1944

5.33

During the mid-20th century parts of the estate were being used for financial reward with reports
that as many as 250 trees on the Delapré estate were offered for sale and in 1955 Mackaness Ltd
obtained a license to extract gravel from 47 acres of the estate for a 15 year period. On cessation
of the gravel extraction, the resulting pit was flooded to create Delapré Lake.
There were other
plans for the estate including the creation of a leisure complex which included a stadium, football
pitch, an 18-hole golf course, swimming pool and gymnasium, an athletics track, boating lakes, a
zoo and restaurant. To support these proposals, the A45 bypass was constructed through the
southeast corner of the Registered battlefield to improve access. The golf course was set out
during the mid-1970s covering an area of approximately 260 acres. The golf course included a
club house adjacent to Home Farm and defensive bunding on along London Road and through the
central part of the designed parkland.

5.34

The 1976-83 Ordnance Survey plan shows the construction of the hotel complex which is now the
Mariott Hotel. Charter Wood was created to the east of Delapré Abbey in 1989 to commemorate
800th anniversary of Northampton’s Charter.
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5.35

Figure 5.14 below shows the current layout of the Registered battlefield.

Figure 5.14: Existing layout of the Registered battlefield
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6

Natural heritage

6.1

The aim of this chapter is to characterise the nature conservation value of Northampton Battlefield
and to provide broad recommendations for management in order to inform the Conservation
Management Plan. This report provides an update and expansion on the work done in 2009 by J.
Panter and J. Littlemore 15.

6.2

The chapter is informed by the following sources of information:
•

A review of historical ecological survey data for Northampton Battlefield.

•

A walk-over Extended Phase 1 Habitat survey undertaken in February 2013.

Legislation and Planning Policy
6.3

A summary of the relevant legislation and Planning Policy is included in Appendix 4.

Methodology
Desk Study
6.4

A desk study was undertaken to identify nationally and locally designated sites within 1km of the
approximate central grid reference for the Site. Pre-existing records of locally designated sites
and protected and notable habitats and species were provided by the Northampton Biodiversity
Records Centre (NBRC).

6.5

Bat records provided by the Northant Bat Group in the 2009 Landscape Options Appraisal Delapré
Abbey, Northampton have been included in the desk study here as they provide a useful summary
of bat activity within the site

6.6

Biological records may provide a useful indication of the species present within a searched
locality. This information has been used to inform further species-specific surveys which may be
required, and to guide recommendations for ecological enhancements. It should be noted that
the absence of a given species from the dataset cannot be taken to represent actual absence.
Furthermore, species distribution patterns should be interpreted with caution, as they may reflect
survey or recording effort.

6.7

The following data was also used in the compilation of this assessment:
•

Magic (http://magic.defra.gov.uk/ accessed February 2013).

•

Ordnance Survey (OS) mapping.

•

Aerial photography.

Phase 1 Habitat Survey
6.8

A Phase 1 Habitat Survey of the Site and immediately surrounding habitats was undertaken on the
12th February 2013, in accordance with Joint National Conservation Committee guidelines (JNCC,
2010) 16. The main habitat types were mapped according to the abundance of the vascular plant
species present. In addition to the standard Phase 1 Habitat codes, ‘hardstanding’ was used to
indicate areas of tarmac and artificial surfaces. Flora were identified in accordance with Stace

15
Parks Consortium Limited (2009) “Landscape Options Appraisal: Delapre Abbey, Northampton.”
The Delapre Abbey Preservation Trust.

16

JNCC (2010). “Handbook for Phase 1 habitat survey – a technique for environmental audit”
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(Stace 17, 2010) and species lists recorded using the DAFOR scale (representing Dominant,
Abundant, Frequent, Occasional and Rare) to denote abundance and distribution across the Site.
Target notes were used to describe any habitats or features of interest, as well as incidental
records of protected or notable species.
6.9

The standard JNCC Phase 1 Habitat survey methodology was extended to record any suitable
features or evidence for protected species, such as bats and nesting birds.

Limitations
6.10

The Phase 1 Habitat survey was undertaken during a sub-optimal surveying month. However, it
is not thought that this constraint will affect the findings of the report given the habitats present.

6.11

It is important to note that ecological surveys provide ecological baseline information for a site at
that time only. If a significant amount of time lapses between the surveys and the further
development or implementation of proposals, updated ecological surveys may be required to
identify any change in the baseline conditions. Ecological surveys can generally be considered as
up-to-date for 1-3 years, dependant on the nature of the site, the proposals and likely impacts.
Therefore, if a year lapses between the survey and progression of development proposals, it is
recommended that ecological advice is sought regarding the applicability of survey findings.

Results
Desk Study
Statutory Sites
6.12

Barnes Meadow is a Local Nature Reserve that is managed by The Wildlife Trust as one of its
Nature Reserves. It is entirely contained within the northern tip of the Northampton Battlefield
site. The River Nene divides the Local Nature Reserve and the dead arm of the Nene forms the
northern boundary. A number of scrapes have been created on the north side of the river in
order to provide habitat for wading birds. The water margins and the scrapes had a good
diversity of wetland plants, and the habitat of the dead arm attracts a wide range of species
including otter.

6.13

There were no other Statutory sites within 1 km of the site although the closest section of the
Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits Special Protection Area is located just over 1km east of the site.
Non-statutory Sites

6.14

17
18
19

Four non statutory nature conservation sites are included within the site boundary. These are:
•

Delapré Lake: A large flooded gravel pit which is now used for water sports including water
skiing. This site qualifies as a Local Wildlife Site18 under various wetland criteria including the
presence of stoneworts (Chara vulgaris and Chara contraria).

•

Delapré Pond: A small, well-established pond on the outskirts of the main Delapré Golf
Course. A potential wildlife site 19.

•

Delapré Wood: Large area of urban woodland south of the Delapré Golf Complex. The
mixture of mature trees is particularly diverse, and probably stems from a mixture of seminatural and parkland origins. A potential wildlife site.

•

The Rookery: A strip of damp woodland along the stream which runs through the centre of
the Delapré Golf Complex. A potential wildlife site.

Clive Stace (2010). ‘New Flora of the British Isles’. Cambridge University Press
Local Wildlife Sites are also referred to as County Wildlife Sites in the biological records within Appendix 2.

Potential wildlife sites have been identified by The Wildlife Trust for Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire and Northamptonshire as areas
which are considered to be of high wildlife value although not as high as a local wildlife site.
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6.15

The northern half of the site is also included within the Nene Valley Nature Improvement Area.
Protected and Notable Species

6.16

Pre-existing records of protected and notable species within 1km of the Site were provided by
NBRC. Relevant records given the habitats present on the Site are included in Appendix 5.

Habitats
A Phase 1 Habitat map is provided in Figure 6.1 and the target notes are presented in Appendix
6. The habitats recorded on site and their areas are shown in Table 6.1.
Table 6.1 Habitats recorded within the Registered Battlefield
Habitat Type

Area (ha)

% of Total Area

Amenity Grassland

11.31

6.03

Improved Grassland

68.47

36.51

Poor Semi-improved
Grasslands

7.42

3.96

Semi-improved Neutral
Grasslands

23.15

12.34

Semi-natural Broad-leaved
Woodland

8.31

4.43

Semi-natural Mixed Woodland

13.84

7.38

Plantation Broad-leaved
Woodland

19.07

10.17

Plantation Mixed Woodland

2.77

1.48

Scattered Scrub/Ruderal

1.31

0.70

Ruderal

1.93

1.03

Railway Line with Scattered
Scrub either side

1.52

0.81

Marginal Vegetation

3.37

1.79

Water

17.48

9.33

Buildings and hardstanding

7.58

4.04

Total

187.53

100

Grassland
Semi-improved neutral grassland
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6.17

This habitat was recorded in several locations across the study area. The largest expanse was
recorded in the Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve in the north of the site. Perennial ryegrass
was abundant here along with frequent Crested Dog's-tail Cynosorus cristatus, Creeping Bent
Agrostis stolonifera, Yorkshire Fog Holcus lanatus and cock’s-foot Dactylis glomerata. White
Clover Trifolium repens, Meadow Barley Hordeum secalinum, Ribwort Plantain Plantago
lanceolata, creeping buttercup and Meadow Buttercup Ranunculus acris were all occasional or
locally frequent. Other species that were occasionally recorded included Hairy Sedge Carex hirta,
Daisy Bellis perennis, Self-heal Prunella vulgaris and Greater Plantain Plantago major. This
habitat formed the majority of the Local Nature Reserve, which also contained a series of ditches
and scrapes supporting reedbeds and marginal vegetation described below.

6.18

Semi-improved neutral grassland was also recorded to the north of the main access road to the
Abbey. Here the vegetation is similar to that described above with numerous large, mature
parkland trees. The margins of this area included stands of tall ruderal vegetation which were
dominated by common nettle.

6.19

The final area of this habitat was recorded south west of Delapré Lake and was almost surrounded
by plantation woodland. Here the habitat is formed of rough, tussocky grassland with abundant
false oat grass.
Poor semi-improved grassland

6.20

This habitat was recorded in a number of horse grazed paddocks to the south of Delapré Lake.
Here the sward was short and dominated by perennial ryegrass, with abundant creeping bent,
cock’s foot and Yorkshire fog. White clover, creeping buttercup and dandelion were all frequently
recorded.
Improved grassland

6.21

This is the single most abundant habitat that was recorded during the survey covering almost the
entirety of the Delapré Golf Course. Perennial rye-grass was again the dominant grass with
abundant common and creeping bent and occasional red fescue. This is intensively managed and
supports a limited number of species in a structurally simple habitat.

6.22

A single patch of this habitat was recorded on the western banks of Delapré Lake. This habitat
appears to be heavily grazed and fertilised by waterfowl. This use has resulted in a grassland
with a very short sward dominated by creeping bent and perennial ryegrass.
Amenity grassland

6.23

Amenity grassland was recorded around the golf complex in the east of the site and in and around
the driving range of the golf club. This habitat is intensively managed and is dominated by
perennial ryegrass with limited numbers of associated species.

Woodland
Broadleaved semi-natural woodland
6.24

Along the northern and eastern banks of Delapré Lake an area of scrubby semi-natural
broadleaved woodland was present. In some areas this was formed of wet willow woodland with
few other species present. In other, drier areas, the woodland canopy is formed of a mix of wild
cherry, ash, willow, alder, and silver birch. Here the understory was generally quite sparse
formed of occasional hazel, hawthorn and elder. The ground layer was generally bare, with
occasional Lords-and-ladies Arum maculatum and ground ivy Glechoma hederacea.

6.25

There are a small number of woodland copses within the golf course in the east of the site that
display the structure of semi-natural woodland. This includes the Rookery, a linear strip of
woodland that follows the route of a small stream the flows through the centre of the golf course.
These woodlands had a canopy formed of abundant oak with frequent ash and lime. The
understory was well developed with abundant holly, hawthorn and elder with ash and sycamore
regeneration. The ground layer was almost bare at the time of survey although occasional Lesser
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celandine Ranunculus ficaria, wood false-brome Brachypodium sylvaticum, wood avens Geum
urbanum and Lords-and-ladies were recorded.
Mixed semi-natural woodland
6.26

Delapré Wood runs along the southern and western boundaries of the site. The woodland along
the southern boundary supported a particularly diverse canopy. Tree species represented in the
canopy included oak, rowan, common lime, beech, silver birch, horse chestnut, sycamore, cherry,
Scots pine and larch. There were a small number of very large, overmature oak trees on the
margins of Delapré Wood. These appear to be open grown parkland trees and are probably
remnants of a time when Delapré Golf Course was formed of a more typical parkland habitat. The
shrub layer was equally diverse supporting a wide range of species including rhododendron, hazel,
snowberry, hawthorn, midland hawthorn, crab apple, field rose and elder. Bramble however,
appeared to be the most frequent component of the scrub layer. The ground layer was sparse at
the time of survey but included frequent male fern Dryopteris filix-mas, Lords-and-ladies and
wood false-brome. Deadwood was abundant throughout this wood and this was primarily
composed of silver birch.
Plantation broadleaved woodland

6.27

Delapré Wood also runs along the western boundary of the site. This heavily used strip of
woodland was significantly less diverse than the rest of Delapré Wood described above. Here the
canopy was composed almost entirely of oak, beech and lime. The shrub layer was much more
sparse in this stretch of the wood and was almost entirely represented by elder and bramble. The
high levels of footfall through this woodland appear to have resulted in an almost entirely bare
ground layer. The simple structure of this woodland suggests it is of plantation origin.

6.28

There was an area of relatively recent planted plantation broadleaved woodland, Charter Wood,
east of the Abbey. This was formed of semi-mature oak trees planted in a grid formation over
rough grassland with frequent common nettle. There was no understory in this area beyond
occasional bramble scattered throughout this woodland.

6.29

There is another large block of plantation broadleaved woodland along the western banks of
Delapré Lake. This older block of plantation woodland was formed of mature Norway maple,
London plane, willow and alder. There is a sparse elder and bramble understory and the ground
layer is dominated by common nettle. Trees have been planted too closely and their condition
varies.

6.30

Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve in the north of the site contains several small plantation
broadleaved copses formed of mature ash, sycamore and poplar. There was a very sparse shrub
layer in these small woodlands and the ground layer is formed of bare ground and common nettle.
Plantation mixed woodland

6.31

East of the Abbey was a small area of mixed plantation woodland which contains a diverse
collection of coniferous trees including a variety of cedars Cedrus sp. This woodland appears to
be part of the Abbey gardens and is composed almost entirely of non-native species including an
extremely large tulip tree.

Scattered Parkland Trees
6.32

The western half of the site supported a large number of mature parkland trees mostly as single
open grown trees or in small groups. These trees are mainly oak although large, mature ash and
horse chestnut were also present. There is also a single lime avenue leading from London road to
the Abbey.
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Scrub and Tall Ruderal Vegetation
6.33

Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve (LNR) is bisected by a disused railway line that ran into
Northampton Station. Either side of this railway line was flanked with scattered scrub dominated
by hawthorn and butterfly bush.

6.34

On the western boundary of Barnes Meadow LNR was an area of scattered scrub and tall ruderal
vegetation formed of abundant hawthorn, elder, common nettle and broadleaved dock. This
habitat was also recorded in a small linear area in the centre of the site between the golf course
and the horse grazing paddocks to the east.

6.35

There is an area of tall ruderal vegetation and rough grassland on very bumpy/hilly ground in the
north of the site. This appears to be a former landfill site that is now used as an informal BMX
cycle track. This habitat was formed of abundant teasel, bramble, bryophytes, creeping thistle,
bristly oxtongue, and broadleaved dock. Hard rush was abundant in the wetter areas in the
valleys between the hills.

Marginal Vegetation
6.36

Barnes Meadow LNR contained a network of ditches, scrapes and ephemeral waterbodies which
support a wide range of wetland and marginal plants. These included marsh woundwort Stachys
palustris, purple-loosestrife Lythrum salicaria, water forget-me-not Myosotis scorpoides and water
mint Mentha aquatica. Hard rush Juncus inflexus, soft rush Juncus effusus and jointed rush
Juncus articulatus were all relatively frequent. In the deeper areas and along the margins of the
River Nene reed sweet-grass Glyceria maxima was locally abundant with occasional to locally
frequent common reed Phragmites australis, reedmace Typha latifolia, branched bur-reed
Sparganium erectum and common club-rush Scirpus lacustris.

6.37

Vegetation with a similar composition was recorded in a small wetland area to the west of Delapré
Lake and around the large pond in the west of the Delapré golf course.

Standing Water
6.38

Delapré Lake is the largest waterbody within the study area and is designated as a County Wildlife
Site primarily due to the presence of stoneworts (Chara vulgaris and Chara contraria). The banks
of this lake show signs of significant erosion and marginal vegetation is extremely limited in its
distribution.

6.39

There were a small number of ponds spread across the rest of the site. One of these, Delapré
Pond, was included in the desk study as a non-statutory site of nature conservation and a
potential wildlife site. This well established pond is surrounded by large mature oak trees
supported occasional reedmace, yellow flag iris and soft rush.

Protected and Notable Species
Bats
6.40

The habitat mosaic supported by this site provides ideal habitat for a wide range of bats and this
is confirmed by the large number of records included in the biological records. Many of the
building, including the Abbey, have high potential to support roosting bats as do the large mature
trees that are spread about the site.
Birds

6.41

The variety of habitats contained within the site provide high quality breeding and foraging habitat
for a wide range of bird species. According to the biological records provided by NBRC there are
five bird species included on Schedule 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended)

The site of the Battle of Northampton, 1460.

55

16 June 2014

that have been recorded using the site in the last 20 years. These are kingfisher Alcedo atthis,
little ringed plover Charadrius dubius, Slavonian grebe Podiceps auritus, redwing Turdus iliacus
and fieldfare Turdus pilaris. There are records of a further five species that are included the BTOs
red list and a 23 species included on the amber list. Full details of these bird species is included
in Appendix B
Reptiles and Amphibians
6.42

There are numerous records of grass snake Natrix natrix from across the site. The habitat mosaic
supported by the site, particularly around Barnes Meadow LNR provides a high quality resource
for a range of reptiles and amphibians and although these species are absent from the biological
records this is likely to be due to a lack of survey effort rather than an absence of the species
from the site.
Other mammals

6.43

There are biological records for water vole Arvicola terrestris, otter Lutra lutra and dormouse
Muscardinus avellanarius within the site. All these species are protected under the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981, Schedule 5 and dormouse and otter receive additional protection under the
Schedule 2 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010. There are also
numerous biological records for west European hedgehog Erinaceus europaeus across the site.
The number and distribution of these species across the site is impossible to determine from the
biological records. However the presence of so many legally protected mammal species within
the site is indicative of the high quality habitat mosaic that the site supports.

Conclusion and Recommendations
6.44

Northampton Battlefield site provides a relatively high quality ecological resource within the urban
setting of Northampton. Despite the heavy use of this resource by the local population the
diverse habitat mosaic contained by the site supports a wide range of protected and notable
species.

6.45

It is recommended that this variety of habitats is at least retained and opportunities taken to
enhance its value through a combination of planting and management informed by evaluation of
the habitats, their nature and links with one another.

6.46

Northampton Battlefield supports an interesting collection of parkland trees concentrated in the
west of the site. There are a range of species, ages and conditions all of which contribute to the
landscape of the site. The trees of Northampton Battlefield include a number of veteran and
ancient trees and provide a valuable resource, both in terms of their ecological value and in their
own right as features of landscape interest.

6.47

An ancient tree is one that has passed through full maturity and apical dominance. The crown of
an ancient tree will have reduced in size from its full extent as the tree sheds redundant parts and
accumulates dead wood. This reduction in crown size is known as crown retrenchment. As a tree
ages it is progressively colonised by fungi that can alter the structure and condition of its wood.
Natural damage and shedding of limbs and branches can, through the action of wood decay fungi,
lead to trunk hollowing, branch cavities, live stubs, shattered branch ends, loose bark, sap runs
and a range of rot types. These veteran features provide highly specialised habitat niches for a
range of organisms. Many of these organisms are characterised as having extremely limited
powers of dispersal. Continuity of habitat and lack of disturbance are therefore extremely
important factors in determining the ecological resource that these trees provide20.

6.48

A tree survey is being undertaken of woodland, clumps of trees and individual trees and it is
recommended that this is used to inform a tree strategy which considers suitable management of
the range of trees on the site, from the ancient and veteran to the newly planted. The survey
needs to record not only the arboricultural characteristics of the trees but also their landscape,
heritage and ecological values.

20

Alexander, K. (2004). Revision of the index of Ecological Continuity as used for saproxylic beetles. English Nature (as was)
Research Report No. 574.
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6.49

Any felling, tree surgery and planting needs to be carried out in a manner which avoids potential
damage to battle archaeology, and with an awareness of the legal protection of species such as
birds during the nesting season and bats.

6.50

Delapré Wood appears to receive little active management and further surveys for protected
species (bats and dormouse) within the woodland are recommended to inform any future
management.

6.51

The wetland areas associated with Barnes Meadow LNR and the woodland habitats of Delapré
Woods are also extremely valuable ecological resources. Barnes Meadow LNR is managed by the
Wildlife Trust and appears to be successfully supporting a wide range of notable plants and
animals.

6.52

The presence of legally protected species within the site should be taken into account by the
management plan.
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Figure 6.1
Phase 1 Habitat Survey
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7

Assessment of significance

7.1

This chapter examines what makes the Registered battlefield and its component features
significant and at what level. This chapter has been informed by the statement of significance
prepared by English Heritage and will lay down the baseline upon which conservation and
management policies are developed to ensure that the best elements of the historic landscape
character and its component features are conserved and enhanced for future generations. This
assessment has also been guided by English Heritage’s Conservation Principles: Policies and
Guidance (2008).

Assessing significance
7.2

The assessments proposed below for the significance of Registered battlefield are drawn from the
understanding developed in previous sections of the Conservation Management Plan. The
approach adopted is that established by paragraphs 30 – 60 of Conservation Principles, with
significance related to the family of heritage values set out in that document.
Heritage Values: The significance of the heritage asset is considered in terms of its evidential,
historical, aesthetic and communal value.
Evidential value derives from the potential of the site to provide evidence of past human
activity. The archaeological resource, below and above ground, and its potential capacity to
respond to investigative analysis makes the primary contribution to evidential value.
Historical value derives from the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life can be
connected through a place to the present. This includes associative, illustrative and
representational value, and encompasses inter alia rarity of survival, the extent of associated
documentation, the ability to characterise a period, and association with other heritage assets.
Aesthetic value derives from the way people draw sensory and intellectual stimulation from a
place. This includes not only formal visual and aesthetic qualities arising from design (in this
case, perhaps at several points during the study area’s history), but also fortuitous juxtaposition
of visual elements consequent upon the development of the heritage asset through time, and
aesthetic values associated with the action of nature on the place.
Communal value may be less tangible than the other heritage values but is still vital to the
significance of the place. At the heart of this are the often multivalent meanings a place can have
for contemporary society. Commemorative and symbolic values are founded on collective
memory and historic identity, while social value often derives from contemporary uses of a place.
Spiritual value can be derived from the beliefs and teachings of an organised religion, and is often
associated with places sanctified with a long tradition of veneration or worship.

7.3

Significance is essentially a hierarchical concept, using ascending levels of value. Those used here
follow guidelines established by James Semple Kerr (The Conservation Plan, 1996) and adopted
by the Heritage Lottery Fund, English Heritage and others. The levels of significance are:
A: Exceptional Significance – important at national to international levels, reflected in the
statutory designations of Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings, Registered Parks and Gardens,
Registered Battlefields and equivalent nationally graded sites (including those of ecological and
nature conservation value).
B: Considerable Significance– important at regional level or sometimes higher, e.g. Grade II
Listed Buildings.
C: Some Significance – predominantly of local significance, but may be of a regional group value
(e.g. a vernacular architectural feature).
D: Little Significance – of limited heritage or other value.
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N: Neutral Significance – neither important not detrimental to the site’s heritage values.
I: Intrusive – features or aspects that actually detract from the value of a site (a modern
corrugated iron shed adjacent to an important medieval building might be a good example).
7.4

A low designation of significance does not necessarily imply that a feature is expendable.
Furthermore there are many instances where parts or aspects of the place may be susceptible to
enhancement or reduction of significance as currently perceived, especially where there is a lack
of information or understanding at the moment. Instances of this are highlighted in the following
text.
Evidential value
The Registered battlefield

7.5

The Registered battlefield is of exceptional evidential value (A) with potential for revealing
details of the battle of Northampton. The site is the only battlefield of the Wars of the Roses
where earthwork ridge and furrow, representing an open field system in use at the time of the
battle, still survives over a significant area of the site. There is documentary evidence to indicate
that artillery was used in the battle, even if some guns were not able to fire. In the light of
research at Bosworth, it is now clear that the recovery of round shot from battlefields of the
1460s, such as Northampton, would be of great archaeological significance in providing
comparative data prior to the introduction of new types of field artillery in the 1470s. Such data
is needed to complement the sparse evidence for artillery so far seen from Towton in 1461, which
may prove to be atypical. It also seems likely that across much of Northampton battlefield any
battle-related artefacts will be in very good condition.

7.6

However there are negative factors. The earthmoving undertaken to construct the golf course
and related facilities has caused significant damage to the site, either destroying or masking some
of the ridge and furrow and either moving some artefacts from the locations where they were
originally deposited and thus disrupting distribution patterns, or burying them under the bunds.
The Cluniac nunnery

7.7

Delapré Abbey was one of only two Cluniac nunneries in the country and remnants of the
medieval structures are in the present Delapré Abbey building. However, there is little obvious
evidence of wider monastic complex, which would have consisted of a number of built structures
to support a small community. Remains of ridge and furrow agriculture are evident within the
parkland landscape and within Charter Wood. It is therefore possible that these features, which
have remained largely undisturbed, may contain a wide range of evidence of monastic life. The
archaeological potential may be of considerable evidential value (B) for informing about the
development and daily life of the Abbey although this needs to be determined through
archaeological investigations.
Queen Eleanor’s Cross

7.8

The presence of the Queen Eleanor’s Cross is of exceptional evidential value (A) as one twelve
crosses marking the route of Queen Eleanor’s funeral cortege from Harby in Nottinghamshire to
Westminster. The Cross is one of just three which remain and contributes significantly to our
understanding of medieval customs and our knowledge of medieval parishes and settlements.
A country house estate with a designed landscape

7.9

Delapré Abbey is of considerable evidential value (B) as an example of the redevelopment of
a monastic site as a new family home. The existing building is thought to contain elements of the
former nunnery and is Grade II* listed. The surviving fixtures and fittings provide some
indication of historic use and therefore Delapré Abbey is of at least considerable evidential value
(B) in this respect.

7.10

The present landscape is a palimpsest of human activity with ridge and furrow overlain by the
landscaping of the 18th and 19th centuries and is therefore of considerable evidential
significance (B). Delapré Wood and The Rookery appear on 18th century plans and illustrations,
and the veteran parkland trees are evidence of the former parkland landscape favoured by
landowners during the 18th and 19th centuries. The River Nene and series of springs emanating
from Delapré Wood are key features of the landscape and important for supplying freshwater to
the Cluny community and residential family.
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7.11

However, the construction of transport infrastructure and industry including the railway line and
highways has significantly altered the landscape as has the excavation of gravel to form Delapré
Lake.
Ecology – some evidential significance (C)

7.12

The Registered battlefield contains many habitats of conservation value including the River Nene
and Barnes Meadow LNR. Barnes Meadow is an important nature conservation site and is
recognised as a Local Nature Reserve. Delapré Lake is designated as a County Wildlife Site under
various wetland criteria including the presence of stoneworts. The Delapré Wood is also of nature
conservation value and has the potential to support protected species including bats and
doormouse.

7.13

The ancient and veteran trees surrounding Delapré Abbey are significant features in terms of
landscape value but also for their ecological value providing highly specialised habitat niches for a
range of organisms. Many of these organisms are characterised as having extremely limited
powers of dispersal.
Historical values
The Registered battlefield - exceptional evidential value (A)

7.14

The battlefield attained ‘registered’ status in 1995 following research into historic sources and a
detailed consideration of the surviving topography. It is one of 43 English battlefields that have
been registered by English Heritage under the powers of the Historic Buildings and Monuments
Act, 1953 (as amended). Registration provides recognition of the special historic interest of the
country’s most important battlefields and is intended to offer them protection against harmful
developments. Registered battlefields have been confirmed as designated heritage assets of the
'highest significance' under the terms of the National Planning Policy Framework. The Battlefield of
Northampton, therefore, is a designated heritage asset for which the highest levels of
consideration and protection must be applied in the planning process (NPPF paragraphs 132-134).

7.15

The following statement of significance of the Registered Battlefield was prepared by English
Heritage: 21
“The Battle of Northampton, fought in 1460, was an important encounter in the Wars of the
Roses; the long struggle between the noble Yorkist and Lancastrian dynasties for the crown of
England. The defeat and capture of Henry VI and the death of leading Lancastrian nobles at
Northampton was a turning point in the Wars of the Roses. After Northampton, Richard, Duke of
York, was able to return from exile in Ireland to press his claim for the throne, resulting in an
intensification of the bitter struggle for supremacy.
The Battle of Northampton is unique as the only occasion during the Wars of the Roses when a
fortified camp was successfully attacked. Substantial fieldwork defences were constructed by the
Lancastrians, but these were breached when Lord Grey laid down arms and allowed Yorkist
soldiers to enter the encampment. The failure of artillery during heavy rain may have been
another contributing factor in the defeat of the Lancastrians. Tens of thousands of troops were
involved in the battle and although the main action is said to have been short, many
Lancastrians died in the swollen River Nene during the subsequent rout.”

The Cluniac nunnery
7.16

21

The Cluniac nunnery belonged to the Abbey of Cluny in Burgundy, France which was a reformist
movement of the Benedictine Order. The Normans were great admirers of the Order and founded
the first monastery in England at Lewes, Sussex in 1077. Females were admitted to the Order in
the late 11th century and two nunneries were founded, first at Northampton and then 10 years
later at Arthington, Yorkshire and is therefore of considerable historical value (B). The Cluny
Order believed in the importance of religious ceremony rather than study and manual labour and
therefore the lay servants were employed.

http://www.english-heritage.org.uk/content/imported-docs/k-o/northamptonbattlefield.pdf accessed 28/03/2013.
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Queen Eleanor’s Cross
7.17

The Queen Eleanor Cross is Grade I listed and Scheduled Monument and is therefore of
exceptional historical value (A). As stated previously, it is only one of three crosses which
remain and contributes to understanding of medieval customs. It is the only surviving cross
which contains statuary by royal sculptor of Ireland and its architectural and sculptural detail is
rare and of the highest quality.

7.18

However, the intrusion of the busy London Road together with the encroachment of vegetation
and addition of late 20th century features (e.g. raised floodlights) detract from the setting and
interpretation of this important monument.
A country house estate with a designed landscape

7.19

The Dissolution of the Abbey is a national event of great historic importance and should be
considered of considerable historical value (B). The Dissolution of the Delapré Abbey resulted
in the demesne land being granted to John Mershe before being sold to the Tate family in 1548
and the start of another important chapter in its life. The Abbey building became the residence
to many notable families including the Tate’s, the Hardy’s and the Bouveries.

7.20

The designed landscape began to be formed by Lady Anne Tate in 1548 and it is probable that her
husband, Andrew Wadham, instigated the conversion of the Abbey (now Grade II* listed) and
supervised the ‘improvements’ to the parkland and estate. The gradual change of Delapré Abbey
as a country residence charts the evolution of English society through the Dissolution of the
monasteries, establishment of estates, designed landscape movement, enclosure and the
establishment of home farms.
Aesthetic values
The medieval landscape – considerable aesthetic value (B)

7.21

The survival of ridge and furrow are clear reminders of the medieval landscape and contribute to
the setting and understanding of the battlefield and therefore has considerable aesthetic value
(B). Built features including Queen Eleanor’s Cross and Abbey (albeit not the original monastic
structures) underpin the interpretation and understanding of the landscape at the time of the
battle.

7.22

However features such the creation of the golf course and associated bunding , the railway lines,
lake and planting of charter wood have altered the aesthetic qualities of the Registered battlefield.
Visual connections to Queen Eleanor’s Cross and the Registered battlefield and Abbey have been
lost through encroaching scrub. The busy London Road also detracts from the aesthetic value of
the Cross as do the installation of modern features such as the raised floodlights.
A country house estate with a designed landscape

7.23

The designed landscape within the Registered battlefield has evolved since the 17th century with
major design phases during 18th, 19th and 20th centuries and helps to create the setting to the
site. Delapré Abbey is Grade II* listed for its special historic and architectural interest and is a
good example of a large family house which was developed over five centuries. The surrounding
designed parkland landscape which was developed throughout the 18th and 19th centuries
contributes greatly to the historic and rural setting of the Abbey. The landscape is therefore of
considerable aesthetic value (B).
Communal values
Public accessible open space – considerable communal value (B)

7.24

The Registered Battlefield is widely appreciated as a popular green space close to Northampton
town centre and as a continuation of green spaces along the Nene valley. It is noted for having a
diversity of interest and has a large local audience in close proximity and is free entry. The
Registered Battlefield offers glimpses of the monastic and agricultural landscape as well as
providing visitors of a taste of a country estate. The importance of the site for the local
community is also reflected in the names of surrounding places and streets.

7.25

The park is a valuable and much-loved resource for the local community with the potential to
reach out to a wide audience. It offers great opportunities for education, interpretation and
community links although these aspects are not currently exploited to the full.
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7.26

The River Nene is a key component of the site giving rise to a network of waterways running
through the north east, which contributes greatly to the site’s biodiversity value. The Nene
National Trail runs the length of the River.
Specialist/ academic attraction – exceptional communal value (A)

7.27

As stated in the preceding paragraphs, the site is the only battlefield of the Wars of the Roses
where earthwork ridge and furrow survives over a significant area of the site. There is also
documentary evidence to indicate that artillery was used in the battle and recovery of round shot
would be of great archaeological significance and would provide comparative data prior to the
introduction of new types of field artillery in the 1470s. Such data is needed to complement the
sparse evidence for artillery so far seen from Towton in 1461, which may prove to be atypical.
Therefore, the Registered battlefield is of exceptional communal value (A) as a specialist/
academic attraction.

Summary of heritage values of the Site of the Battle of
Northampton
Table 7.1: Summary of heritage values at the site of the Battle of Northampton

Heritage value

Level of significance

Evidential value
The Registered battlefield

Exceptional evidential value (A)

The Cluniac nunnery

Considerable evidential value (B)

Queen Eleanor’s Cross

Exceptional evidential value (A)

A country house estate with a designed landscape

Considerable evidential value (B)

Ecology

Some evidential significance (C)

Historical value
The Registered battlefield

Exceptional evidential value (A)

The Cluniac nunnery

Considerable historical value (B)

Queen Eleanor’s Cross

Exceptional historical value (A)

A country house estate with a designed landscape

Considerable historical value (B)

Aesthetic value
Medieval landscape

Considerable aesthetic value (B)

A country house estate with a designed landscape

Considerable aesthetic value (B).

Communal value
Publicly accessible open space

Considerable communal value (B)

Specialist/ academic attraction

Exceptional evidential value (A)
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8

Character areas

8.1

This section incorporates, builds on and updates the work carried out by Parklands Consortium
Limited (2009) by describing the historic character and existing condition of the Registered
Battlefield. The site has been divided into eight character areas; the boundaries are broadly
defined by the similarities in historic and current physical characteristics and use within each area.
The character areas are therefore named as follows:
•

Character area 1: The approach and north park

•

Character area 2: Delapré Abbey and environs

•

Character area 3: Charter Wood

•

Character area 4: Golf course and Home Farm

•

Character area 5: Home Farm paddocks

•

Character area 6: Lake and lakeside area, including the landscaped grounds of the hotel, but
not the built areas

•

Character area 7: Barnes Meadow

•

Character area 8: Delapré Wood and Queen Eleanor’s Cross

8.2

The developed area of the hotel has not been considered within this section.

8.3

The paragraphs below describe each area and comments on the significance of the whole and of
components within the area. Issues and potential opportunities within each Character Area are
outlined in Chapter 9. Suggestions and proposals for responding to the issues and opportunities
are described in Chapters10,11 and 12.

Character area 1: The approach and parkland
8.4

The approach and parkland character area is located in the northern part of the Registered
Battlefield and is bound by development on the northern boundary and London Road to the west.
The Delapré Golf Centre is located to the south, which is separated by a man-formed bund. The
character area contains the historic entrance and approach to the Grade II* listed Abbey which is
located to the east. Today, the character area retains its function as the primary entrance to the
Abbey and visitor facilities. The area also contains surviving ridge and furrow and other historic
landscape earthworks.

8.5

This character area also contains remnants of the historic open parkland landscape which was
established when the Abbey was converted to a private residence. The landscape character is
open parkland with individual trees in short grass. Most are large mature trees which provide a
valuable resource, both in terms of their ecological value and as features of landscape interest.
Along the drive the trees are arranged in an avenue.

8.6

An area of grassland to north of the approach road is used for informal ball games and fenced
areas to the south are also used for informal football training and by a Pony Club for events and
activities.

8.7

A bund has been constructed along the western boundary and a second bund separates the
character area from the adjoining golf course. The bunds were introduced to limit unlawful access
into the golf course. Unless their construction destroyed the underlying ground it is probable that
the bunds overlie ridge and furrow.

8.8

The Registered Battlefield once formed part of a national equestrian eventing course. However,
following the construction of the golf course and of the bunds the site has not been used for
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national events, a result according to local opinion of the reduction in size of the course.
Remnants of the course are evident in the parkland.
8.9

A small, well established pond is located on the outskirts of the main Delapré Golf Course and is
also a potential wildlife site.

View across the parkland

The approach road towards the Abbey

Significance
•

Contains complex arrangement of ridge and furrow, evidence of relatively undisturbed land which
may harbour battle archaeology

•

Forms the primary entrance to the site

•

Contains remnants of the designed parkland including ancient and veteran trees

•

Provides space for informal ball games as well as events and activities

•

There is a small well-established pond located on the western boundary

Character area 2: Delapré Abbey and environs
8.10

22

This character area is the focus of both the monastic and designed landscape. It contains many
listed structures including the Grade II* Listed Delapré Abbey house. It currently performs as
the main visitor hub to the site providing car parking and other public facilities including a tea
room run, toilets and formal gardens. This area is currently the focus for an application to the
Heritage Lottery Fund with proposals being developed to conserve the historic built environment
and to promote Delapré Abbey as major visitor asset. Details of these proposals can be found in
the Delapre Abbey Conservation Plan 22

The Conservation Studio. 2006. DelapreAbbeyConservationPlan
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The Friends of Delapré Abbey run a tea room within
the former stables

Western elevation of Delapré Abbey

Significance
•

Forms the main visitor hub

•

Contains Delapré Abbey which is a Grade II* listed building

•

Also contains the following Grade II listed features:
•

Abbey Cottage

•

Stables

•

Billiard Room

•

Garden Wall and gateway

•

Game Larder

•

Coach House

•

Woman with a fish statue

•

South lawn and ha-ha

•

Pleasure grounds and water gardens

•

Likely location of the former Cluniac Nunnery

Character area 3: Charter Wood
8.11

This area, which once would have been managed as meadow was planted with trees as part of the
Northampton’s Charter commemorations in 1989. The trees were planted in a regimented order
with many of the trees bearing certificates to identify trees with a particular person.

8.12

The former medieval track linking Hardingstone and Northampton transects the wood. However
other sections of the historic footpath network as shown on the 1st Edition Ordnance Survey have
been lost.
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Regimented planting within Charter Wood

Footpath through Charter Wood

Significance
•

The woodland was planted in 1989 to commemorate the 800th celebration of Northampton’s Charter.

•

Contains ridge and furrow and therefore may contain archaeological features.

•

Contains remnants of former medieval road linking Hardingstone and Northampton.

•

Thought to be the location of former icehouse as shown on early 19th century mapping.

Character area 4: Golf course and Home Farm
8.13

The golf course was established on the site of the Great Lawn during the mid-20th century. The
Great Lawn is considered to be the most likely location of the Lancastrian earthwork defences and
the core of the Battlefield. It would also have formed an integral part of the 18th century parkland
landscape. The Rookery is a small strip of woodland along the stream which runs through the
centre of Delapré Golf Complex and is a potential wildlife site.

8.14

While the golf club, practice ground, car park and tees and greens and bunding have modified the
original parkland and agricultural landscape, the landscape character is still largely short grass
with trees, in clumps, lines and as a small woodland (The Rookery).

8.15

The area between the hotel and the Abbey appears to be largely undisturbed and contains historic
landscape features including ridge and furrow. There is therefore considerable potential for field
investigation and interpretation of the battle and battlefield.

8.16

The creation of the golf course and associated bunds has impeded land drainage with two new
ponds created on the western boundary.
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Ridge and furrow within the golf course

The golf course

Significance
•

Most likely location of the Lancastrian encampment and therefore the core of the Battle of
Northampton (although the site would extend across a much wider area).

•

Contains fragmentary ridge and furrow and therefore may contain archaeological features which
could help to identify the site of the Battle of Northampton.

•

Forms an integral part of the 18th century parkland landscape.

•

Contains Home Farm which is associated with the Bouverie estate.

•

The Rookery is shown on early 19th century mapping and is a potential wildlife site.

•

The area is leased to Delapré Golf Centre.

Character area 5: Home Farm paddocks
8.17

An area to the north of Home Farm is currently fenced off and managed as paddocks. The area is
leased to All-work Equestrian Centre which is based in the adjacent Home Farm building. This
character area would have formed part of the wider 18th century landscape and remnants of
ridge and furrow can be seen throughout this area. While there is little public access across this
character area, the adjacent road and footpath offer a good opportunity to view the site.

Eagle Drive which borders the paddocks

Paddocks
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Significance
•

Formed part of the wider 18th century estate

•

Contains remnants of ridge and furrow so may contain battle archaeology.

Character area 6: Lakes and lakeside areas
8.18

This character area is a mixed landscape, dominated by the lake but also containing mature
woodland around the lake, a section of meadow between two sets of railway lines to the north of
the area, open short grass land in the landscape to the north of the hotel, as well as a small area
of scrub (an old BMX track) between the north west corner of the lake and adjoining land.

8.19

The lake is located in the eastern section of the Registered Battlefield and was formed as a result
of gravel extraction in the late 20th century. It is a dominant feature of the site and is used by
the Water Ski Club and the Angling Association. The lake qualifies as a County Wildlife Site under
various wetland criteria including the presence of stonewarts (Chlara vulgaris and Chara
contravia). The Water Ski Club has its own accommodation and parking but there is not a visitor
centre for the lake.

8.20

A footpath follows the banks of the lake providing a circular route; however sections of the
footpath are in a poor condition and suffer from pooling of water. There is also little shelter,
seating or safety equipment around the lake and little signage promoting access.

8.21

The Homes and Communities Agency owns a parcel of land to the west of the lake where there
are remnants of what appears to be an informal BMX biking venue with, the jumps and tracks
covered in scrub and ruderal vegetation with small pools forming in the hollow.

8.22

The lake is a 20th century obtrusion on the historic landscape of the Registered Battlefield and was
formed through mineral abstraction. However, it is a reminder of past land use within the Nene
Valley and provides valuable wildlife habitats, an amenity resource with potential for additional
recreation and education.

The lake is used by the water-skiing club and for

The building used by the water-skiing club.

fishing.

Significance
•

Provides for a range of recreational activities

•

Designated a County Wildlife Site
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Character area 7: Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve
8.23

Barnes Meadow is located within the north-eastern tip of the Registered Battlefield and was
designated a Local Nature Reserve in 1990. The Local Nature Reserve is formed of three
meadows on either side of the River Nene together with the redundant arm of the Nene and the
Hardingstone Dyke. It covers an area of 21.5 hectares and is largely formed of semi-improved
grassland with a series of ditches and scrapes supporting reedbeds and marginal vegetation. The
reserve supports species such as otter, great crested grebe kingfisher, dragon flies and
damselflies

8.24

The reserve is a popular visitor attraction with a network of footpaths and a car park located off
the A428 Bedford Road. The reserve is well run and provides a range of facilities for the public.
However, it feels separate from the Registered Battlefield which is largely due to the presence of
the River Nene and disused railway line.

The Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve

River Nene provides important wetland habitats

Significance
•

Designated a Local Nature Reserve

•

Supports species such as otter, great crested grebe, dragonflies and damselflies

•

Popular visitor attraction with a network of paths

Character area 8: Delapré Wood and Queen Eleanor’s Cross
8.25

Delapré Woods are an extremely valuable ecological resource located on the southern boundary of
the Registered Battlefield with a diverse tree canopy and shrub layer. They provide a visual
screen to the A45 and also contain intact ridge and furrow. However, the woods receive little
active management and further surveys for protected species (bats and dormouse) within the
woodland are recommended to inform the management. Water rises through the ground near to
Queen Eleanor’s Cross which causes flooding on some of the footpaths.

8.26

The Queen Eleanor Cross is located at the western end of the woods and is a nationally important
monument. It is only one of three remaining crosses and was located to provide views to Delapré
Abbey and Northampton. One report suggests that the Archbishop of Canterbury in office at the
time of the Battle of Northampton, having failed to broker an agreement between the
protagonists, viewed the battle from the cross.

8.27

However, over time the views to the battle field and to the Abbey have become lost and the cross
is now isolated and beside a busy road.
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View out of Delapré Wood with one of the springs in
the foreground.

Queen Eleanor’s Cross is Grade I Listed and a
Scheduled Monument.

Significance
•

Queen Eleanor’s Cross is Grade I Listed and a Scheduled Monument, possibly used as a viewing
point for the Battle of Northampton by the then Archbishop of Canterbury

•

Contains intact ridge and furrow and therefore may contain archaeological features

•

Delapré Wood provides a valuable ecological resource

•

Springs rise within the wood which would have supplied the Abbey with freshwater
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9

Issues and opportunities

9.1

Drawing on the preceding evaluation and analysis, this section considers the issues and
opportunities that may affect the significance of the site as a whole and its component parts. The
following Chapters describe the policies and actions suggested for managing the issues and taking
advantage of the opportunities.

9.2

This Conservation Management Plan, once adopted, will be important in helping Northampton
Borough Council to look after the Registered Battlefield, its grounds and its associated historic,
culturally significant buildings. It can be used as a basis for decision-making on conservation,
maintenance and research in many areas.

9.3

The CMP will inform the prioritisation that will be necessary in deciding the order in which work
should be done, and which buildings and/ or features should receive the most urgent attention. It
will also be an integral part of applications for the grant aid that are likely to be essential for the
successful implementation of conservation and consolidation work. The Conservation Management
Plan should not be seen as a static document, however, not least because actions arising from it
should render some – perhaps many – of the issues, priorities and policies obsolete. The CMP
should therefore be reviewed on a regular basis, ideally at no more than five-year intervals.

9.4

Although this CMP puts forward proposals for additional management and protection of the
Registered Battlefield, there are already measures in place which are used to help do this, as in
the table below.
A

Designations and current management

A1

Issue: The core of the study area is designated as Registered Battlefield. The setting of a Registered
Battlefield is a material consideration for planning decisions.
However there are major gaps in understanding as regards the location of the Lancastrian
encampment and the character and condition of the battle and terrain archaeology.
Opportunity: Continue to conserve the site to reflect its significance as a Registered Battlefield.
Carry out further archaeological investigations within the Registered Battlefield to gain a greater
understanding of the location of the Lancastrian encampment and the character and condition of its
battle and terrain archaeology.

A2

Issue: The Queen Eleanor Cross is Grade I Listed and Delapré Abbey is Grade II* Listed (only 2.5%
of all listed buildings/ structures are Grade I and 5.5% of buildings are Grade II* listed) thus placing
these among our most important national historic structures. The stable block associated with the
Abbey is Grade II Listed as are the Coach House, Billiard Room, Garden Wall and Gateway, Game
Larder, Abbey Cottage and statue of the a woman with a fish.
It is an offence to demolish, alter or extend listed buildings in any manner which may affect the
character of the building unless listed building consent is obtained from the local planning authority.
The local authority must also be consulted on any planning application.
Opportunity: Continue to conserve the historic fabric of the Listed features and conserve their
setting within the Registered Battlefield.

A3

Issue: The Queen Eleanor Cross is also a Scheduled Monument. It is a criminal offence under the
Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 to carry out works to a Scheduled Monument
without the prior written Consent of H M Secretary of State for Culture, Media and Sport. Relevant
information is available on the English Heritage and DCMS websites.
Opportunity: Conserve the condition of the Scheduled Monument and where possible improve its
setting.
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A4

Issue: Part of the Registered Battlefield is designated a Conservation Area. Section 69 of the
Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, places a duty on Local Authorities to
designate as conservation areas “areas of special architectural or historic interest the character or
appearance of which it is desirable to preserve or enhance”. One of the primary objectives of
Conservation Area is to preserve the setting of an area.
Opportunity: Manage the Battlefield in accordance with the requirements of the Conservation Area to
conserve the site’s historic character.

A5

Issue: The northern section of the Registered Battlefield falls within an Environment Agency Flood
Zone.
Opportunity: Future management of the site will therefore need to consider the potential impact of
flooding and must consult with the Environment Agency on any proposals which may affect the Flood
Zone.

A6

Issue: Barnes Meadow is designated as a Local Nature Reserve due to the range of habitats and
species it supports. The aim of a Local Nature Reserve is to increase people’s awareness and
enjoyment of their natural environment, protect wildlife habitats and provide powers to apply byelaws
which can help in managing and protecting the site.
Opportunity: Continue to promote and conserve biodiversity value of the site and ensure
management is accordance with the requirements of the Local Nature Reserve designation.

9.5

In applying these measures and those proposed in following paragraphs and chapters, there are
two primary principles which apply to the battlefield as a whole.
A7

Issue: The Registered Battlefield is divided by multiple ownership and tenures.
Opportunity: Future management should seek to bring the various groups within battlefield site
together to ensure that the significances of the site are conserved and enhanced.

A8

Issue: The future use of the battlefield will need to carefully balance change, public activities and
events with the conservation and protection of battle archaeology, historic features and historic
earthworks such as ridge and furrow.
Opportunity: Continue to monitor management practices and use of the battlefield to conserve the
historic environment including battle archaeology and historic earthworks.

9.6

In addition there are a range of issue and opportunities which are more specific to the different
character areas.
B
B1

Character area 1: The approach and parkland
Issue: The gates, railings and dwarf walls have been removed from the main entrance which has
resulted in the loss of formality and importance of the historic entrance into the site.
Opportunity: Restore lost features to enhance importance of the entrance. Provide signage and
interpretation to emphasise the value of the Park and its role as the site of the Battle of
Northampton.

B2

Issue: The drive is single tracked with passing places causing congestion during busy periods.
Opportunity:
Opportunity: Consider opportunities to improving vehicular access through widening the existing
drive or creating a circular route.

B3

Issue: The tree lined approach is enclosed by modern cast iron railings which also divide the
southern and northern park.
Opportunity: Consider removing sections of the modern cast iron railings to unite southern and
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northern sections of the park.
B4

Issue: Timber fencing in the park detracts from the setting of the Conservation Area.
Opportunity: There may be opportunities to replace this with a timber post and rail fence on the line
indicated in the 1st edition Ordnance Survey Plan.

B5

Issue: The creation of the earth bunds has resulted in the site being unsuitable for the National
Eventing. However, event jumps have been left in the park.
Opportunity: If eventing is not feasible then remaining jumps could be removed.

B6

Issue: The area is formed of large areas of amenity grassland.
Opportunity: Consider using sheep or rare breeds for seasonal grazing to provide interest with the
site and improve the grassland diversity.

B7

Issue: There is little signage or way markers to indicate the footpath from Hardingstone to London
Road.
Opportunity: Improve directional signage to indicate footpath from Hardingstone.

B8

Issue: The historic footpath linking the Queen Eleanor Cross to the Abbey via The Rookery has been
lost.
Opportunity: Consider opportunities to restore this historic footpath as shown on the 1st Edition
Ordnance Survey Plan.

B9

Issue: The character area contains veteran and ancient trees.
Opportunity: An arboricultural survey is required to guide the future management of veteran and
ancient trees as well as the woodland along London Road. The survey should also help inform a tree
strategy for the whole of the Registered Battlefield.

B10

Issue: There is very little interpretation of the Registered Battlefield.
Opportunity: Seek opportunities to sensitively interpret the importance of the Registered Battlefield.

C

Character area 2: Charter Wood

C1

Issue: It is possible that Charter Wood contains archaeological features and would benefit from survey
work.
Opportunity: Carry out archaeological investigations within Charter Wood.

C2

Issue: The trees within Charter Wood were planted in regimented order and are now in need of
selective thinning.
Opportunity: Carry out cyclical cutting of Charter Wood to increase structural diversity and increase
the biodiversity value of this habitat.

D

Character area 3: Golf course and Home Farm

D1

Issue: The character area may contain archaeological features which can help identify the site of the
Battle of Northampton.
Opportunity: Carry out further archaeological investigations to help identify the location of the
Lancastrian Encampment.
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D2

Issue: Historic views and vistas across the golf course have been lost.
Opportunity: Where appropriate, restore lost views through selective thinning and crown lifting of
trees. Ensure the location of any future tree planting is carefully considered to avoid further loss of
views and vistas.

D3

Issue: The planted character of the Great Lawn viewed from the south of the front of the Abbey has
been lost.
Opportunity: Restore the lost planted character of the Great Lawn using historic plans and
illustrations as a guide.

D4

Issue: The original iron gateway on the footpath at the edge of Delapré Wood has been removed.
Opportunity: Restore iron gateway using historic illustrations to guide design where these are
available.

D5

Issue: There is limited public access and there are few waymarkers on the footpath routes across the
south-west corner of the golf course.
Opportunity: Seek opportunities to increase public access to the golf course and ensure waymarkers
are provided to indicate existing footpaths.

D6

Issue: The construction of the bunding has resulted in culverts being damaged and drainage has
become impeded.
Opportunity: Carry out further investigations of the drainage within the character area to relieve
areas of flooding.

D7

Issue: The two ponds within the character area offer potential to increase their biodiversity value.
The smaller pond to the north being overshadowed by vegetation and containing rubbish.
Opportunity: Ensure both ponds are managed to ensure that these features are wildlife-friendly and
to increase biodiversity value.

E

Character area 4: Home Farm paddocks

E1

Issue: The character area may contain archaeological features which can help identify the site of the
Battle of Northampton.
Opportunity: Carry out further archaeological investigations to help identify the location of the
Lancastrian Encampment.

E2

Issue: Historic views and vistas across the character area and the Registered Battlefield have been
lost.
Opportunity: Where appropriate, restore lost views through selective thinning and crowns lifting of
trees. Ensure the location of any future tree planting is carefully considered to avoid further loss of
views and vistas.

E3

Issue: There is limited public access through this character area and it is somewhat fragmented from
the rest of the Registered Battlefield.
Opportunity: Seek opportunities to increase public access through the character area.

F

Character area 5: Lakes and lakeside areas

F1

Issue: There are not many facilities around the lake and very little provision for safety.
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Opportunity: Increase facilities around the lake to encourage greater use of this area. Ensure the
appropriate safety devices are provided and maintained.
F2

Issue: The entrances to the lake are not very well signposted and there is little directional signage
around the lake or to link with other areas of the Battlefield.
Opportunity: Improve directional signage to and around the lake to improve links with the wider
Battlefield.

F3

Issue: Sections of the paths around the lake are in a poor condition and are in need of repair.
Opportunity: Improve path surfaces around the lake to promote access for all.

F4

Issue: There is potential to increase the lake’s use for recreation and water sports.
Opportunity: Seek opportunities and support for increasing the recreational use of the lake.

F5

Issue: Vehicle access is provided to the water-ski centre but there is potential to extend vehicular
access to the south west of the lake.
Opportunity: Review demand for additional parking space near the lake and carry out a feasibility
study for the creation of a parking area to the south west of the lake.

F6

Issue: Areas of semi-improved grassland habitats to the south west of the lake offer limited wildlife
value and could be enhanced.
Opportunity: Seek opportunities to restore areas of semi-improved grassland to the south west of
the lake to create biodiverse/ wildflower-rich meadow.

G

Character area 7: Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve

G1

Issue: There is little connectivity between Barnes Meadow Local Nature Reserve and the wider
Registered Battlefield.
Opportunity: This could be improved through enhancing footpaths, installing signage and providing
greater interpretation. However this will be dependent on outcome of proposals for the railway.

H

Character area 8: Delapré Wood and Queen Eleanor’s Cross

H1

Issue: There is little evidence of management of Delapré Woods. However the Woods has good
nature conservation value and it is possible that it supports protected species (e.g. bats and
dormouse).
Opportunity: Adopt an appropriate strategy to sensitively conserve the woodland and promote its
importance for biodiversity. Carry out species surveys to record the presence of any protected
species such as bats and dormouse, and ensure that the findings inform future management
operations.

H2

Issue: The Woods contain a number of springs which would have provided fresh water to the Abbey
and/ or associated fishponds. However these features are not interpreted and most visitors are likely
to be unaware of their significance.
Opportunity: Clear surrounding vegetation to reveal these features and to increase the amount of
light reaching the springs to improve this habitat. Provide sensitively designed interpretation to
reveal the biodiversity and historic importance of these features.

H3

Issue: Footpaths through the woodland experience problems with ponding.
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Opportunity: Ensure paths are in a good state of repair and where required are raised to avoid
flooding.
H4

Issue: Vegetation disrupts views between the Abbey and Queen Eleanor’s Cross resulting in the
Scheduled Monument being isolated from the Registered Battlefield. The Cross is also located
adjacent to the busy London Road. The raised flood lights also detract from the setting of the Cross.
Opportunity: Manage existing vegetation through selectively raising tree canopies and removing
scrub to provided glimpsed views to the Abbey. There should be an assumption against replacing
trees surrounding the Cross when they die. Consider options for removing or replacing the raised
floodlights.

H5

Issue: There is limited pedestrian access across the London Road to the Eleanor Cross and there is
no interpretation material relating to the Cross and its relationship with the Battle and Abbey.
Opportunity: Improve pedestrian access across the London Road and consider providing
interpretation of this important feature.
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10 Conservation and management policies

10.1

Drawing on the preceding evaluation and analysis, this section outlines the overall strategy for the
conservation and management of the Registered battlefield and its component parts. The
overall strategy is supported by a series of policies and management actions which in turn
supplement existing local planning policies to provide further direction and guidance (as identified
in section 2 of this CMP). Subject to resource and other constraints, NBC will use the adopted
policies and management actions to assist them in managing the battlefield.

Overall strategy
“To raise the profile of the Battlefield and of the relevance of the Battle in Britain’s history and to
protect and gather additional evidence to clarify the location of the Lancastrian encampment and
events of the Battle of 1460. In doing so continue to consider the needs and requirements of the
site as a whole and of the community using it.”

Policies and management actions
10.2

The objectives for protecting and managing the battlefield and its components can be achieved
through a combination of legislation, planning policies to protect or direct action at a strategic
level, management policies to guide day to day management or maintenance of the site
culminating in a series of appropriate actions to implement the policies.

10.3

Policies will help protect the site and can also help promote actions to encourage action
Protecting the battlefield

10.4

The fact that the battlefield is Registered is recognised as a material consideration in planning
terms so, following an application for development which would affect a battlefield, local planning
authorities must take into account the historic interest of the site when determining whether or
not to grant permission.

10.5

This is recognised by Northampton Borough Council and enshrined in their planning policies BN5
and E38.

10.6

Essentially this means that any development requires an assessment by a suitably qualified
heritage specialists including archaeologists to assess the likely impact of the development on the
battlefield, backed up by surveys. This should include ground based ground surface as well as
excavation techniques to establish the likely effect of the proposed development or land use
change on evidence of the battlefield and of any actions that occurred on the site. Assessments
may also need to be carried out to assess the effects on setting and appearance. Heritage
specialists may need to include archaeologists, battlefield archaeologists, building heritage and
garden/landscape historians.
Battlefield - location and protection
Overriding policy 1:
“Any operations which may result in disturbance of potential archaeological evidence or contamination with
metallic artefacts should be appropriately assessed by a battlefield archaeologist to ensure that any
archaeological evidence of the battle is recorded, interpreted and protected.”

10.7

This policy should also be used within the area north of Delapré Abbey up to the River Nene, one
of the possible locations of the Lancastrians’ fortification.
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10.8

An expert battlefield archaeologist will be the first point of contact for advice on site assessments
and mitigation strategies and consultation should take place at the earliest opportunity.
B: Historic landscape
Overriding policy 2:
“Conserve and enhance the historic and planned elements of the Registered battlefield’s built
environment and landscape including remnant medieval features and the designed parkland.”
C: Nature conservation
Overriding policy 3:
“Retain and enhance the Registered battlefield’s habitats and natural resources to promote its
intrinsic biodiversity value, its role as a component in wider green chains. Conservation and
management will be underpinned by the principles of environmental sustainability.”
D: Access and interpretation
Overriding policy 4:
“Ensure the battlefield is accessible through improving and maintaining physical access and
providing appropriate interpretation of the battlefield’s heritage and nature conservation
importance. Encourage community involvement through activities and volunteer schemes.”

E: Public use and events
Overriding policy 5:
“Promote activities and events within the Registered battlefield to increase public awareness and
understanding and hence perceived value of the site whilst ensuring that those activities do not
adversely affect the historic fabric or biodiversity of the site (such as ridge and furrow), or
contaminate battle archaeology.”

F: Landscape
Overriding policy 6:
“Maintain the landscape assets of the site, key views linking the town of Northampton to the
battlefield, parkland within the site, the quality of the Abbey grounds.”

G: Management and maintenance
Overriding policy 7:
“Ensure that the natural and built components of the site are managed and maintained in a
manner which conserves and enhances their heritage, ecological and amenity value and provides
for the health, safety and wellbeing of people visiting, working and living in the site.”
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11 Planning Analysis of Draft Conservation Management Policies

11.1

The table below outlines the implications of implementing the aims of CMP through and or in conjunction with existing planning policy and
management plans to determine the battlefield conservation management plan’s place within the existing planning policy framework (and supporting
planning practice guidance) for the Northampton battlefield and surrounding parkland.

11.2

The Northampton Battlefield CMP should refer to the existing planning policies that contribute to its principal priorities and policy objectives.
Similarly, future revisions of the existing CMPs for Delapré Abbey and Delapré Park, as well as appropriate local planning policies should refer to the
Northampton battlefield CMP for specific policies regarding development and programmes within the battlefield’s boundary.
Table 11.1: Implications of implementing the aims of CMP through and or in conjunction with existing planning policy and
management plans
CMP aims

Is the CMP policy covered by existing
planning policy 23?

CMP policy objective

Implications

Archaeology
Resist development, re-development or other ground
disturbance within the Registered Battlefield and the
land between the Registered Battlefield and the river
without prior evaluation or, where small scale, recording
action, unless all archaeological potential can be shown
already to have been destroyed, as in the quarried areas.
There will be a presumption in favour of preservation.
Preserve archaeological remains in-situ, whether below
ground remains or evidence contained in standing
structure.

The site is recorded as a Registered Battlefield on English
Heritage’s National Heritage List. Developers must refer to
PPS 5: Historic Environment Planning Practice Guide.
NPPF Paragraphs 128, 132, 141.
NPPF Planning Practice Guide
West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy Policy BN5.
Preservation/Recording

Saved Northampton Local Plan policy E38
Northampton Central Area Action Plan policies 28 and 30
Delapré Park management plan

Ensure that if any ground disturbance is to be created by
restoration or development works such as excavations
for tree planting, resurfacing etc., that this is

23

Delapré Abbey conservation plan policies 1.1, 2.1, 2.2.,
2.3, 2.5.

Existing planning policy ensures these CMP
policies will be implemented.
The CMP will meet the NPPF’s requirement
for all local planning authorities to prepare
positive strategies for the conservation and
enjoyment of the historic environment.
Strategies must be appropriate to heritage
assets’ historic significance and should
promote viable uses that protect and
conserve heritage and local character as much
as maximise wider social, cultural, economic
and environmental benefits.
Local management plans, such as Delapre
Park management plan, may benefit from

The Delapré Park management plan and Delapré Abbey conservation plan are not planning polices but are material considerations
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CMP aims

Is the CMP policy covered by existing
planning policy 23?

CMP policy objective

accompanied by prior assessment and a watching brief.

Implications
specific references to the need for the
expertise of a battlefield archaeologist in the
preparation of mitigation strategies
associated with development proposals.

Any works affecting the historic buildings/ structures
should also be subject of an archaeological watching
brief.
Where preservation in-situ cannot be achieved, a
suitable mitigation strategy should be put in place to
ensure that the impact of development works is
minimised and evidence inevitably lost is preserved by
record.
An expert battlefield archaeologist should be the first
point of contact for advice on such mitigation strategies
and consultation should take place at the earliest
opportunity.
Seek opportunities to define and implement a strategy to
identify the location of the Lancastrian camp to
characterise any un-stratified battle archaeology in order
to define the extent and condition of the battlefield.
Carry out further survey work and investigations to
locate the exact location of the Lancastrian camp to
secure it.

Delapré Park management plan

The planning system could contribute
battlefield CMP’s commitment to locate key
areas of the battlefield through non-invasive
survey and more invasive investigations
through development management
conditions tied to planning consents.

The site is recorded as a Registered Battlefield on English
Heritage’s National Heritage List.

The LPA may wish to make this a landscaping
condition tied to any consent for development
within the battlefield site.

Primary Research

On the developed area on the former meadow north of
Delapre Abbey but south of the River Nene, a priority for
evaluation should be to establish the depth of the 1460
surface to determine whether any archaeology from the
battle may survive beneath the present development.
No more ridge and furrow will be destroyed. If the bunds
are removed to reveal any surviving ridge and furrow
and return the land form to the 1460 context, this
removal must be carried out with care to protect any of

Preservation/Management
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CMP aims

Is the CMP policy covered by existing
planning policy 23?

CMP policy objective

the ridge and furrow from damage.

Implications

destruction.

Deter metal detecting and re-enactment events within
the Registered Battlefield to preserve any battle
archaeology and prevent contamination. Metal
detecting may be permitted if part of an authorised
programme of archaeological research under suitably
qualified leadership.

Metal detecting and re-enactment events are
unlikely to require planning permission,
limiting the scope for the planning system to
influence their prevention.
Encouraging and facilitating recreational
enhancement and access through local
planning policy (see below) could be used as a
means of diversifying away from activities
which may cause contamination of the
archaeology.

Preservation/Management

Furthermore, there might be recourse
through other legislation to prohibit metal
detecting and re-enactment events.
Delapré Park management plan

Regular monitoring of the archaeological remains will be
carried out to ensure they are kept in good condition.

Delapré Abbey conservation plan policies 3.3 and 5.1

Preservation/Management

Future revisions to local planning policy, such
as Joint Core Strategy policy BN5 and saved
local plan policy E38, would benefit from an
express requirement for on-going
archaeological monitoring of the registered
battlefields designated features in conjunction
with survey and excavation works to uncover
more features, or at least referencing the new
CMP and its policies.
Monitoring could also be secured through
planning conditions tied to appropriate
development consent within and around the
battlefield boundary.

Historic landscape, features and views
Views to and from key historic features within the site

Conservation
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CMP aims

Is the CMP policy covered by existing
planning policy 23?

CMP policy objective

such as Delapre Abbey and Queen Eleanor’s Cross will be
conserved to reflect the historic landscape character.

Implications
appropriately cover this CMP policy.

Monument.
Delapré Abbey is Grade II listed and the surrounding
Delapré Park is a conservation area.
Delapré Park is designated as a Locally Important
landscape Area.
West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy policies BN5.
Saved Northampton Local Plan policies E1, E9, E38 and
L16.
Northampton Central Area Action Plan policies 28.
Delapré Park management plan
Delapré Abbey conservation plan policies 2.1, 2.2, 3.2,
3.3, 3.4 and 5.1.

The Delapre Park management plan aims to
survey important trees in the park. The new
battlefield CMP should cross-reference any
survey work with this to ensure records and
strategies are coordinated.

Delapré Park is a Conservation Area and the former course
of the River Nene is a Local Nature Reserve.

The veteran and ancient tree stock will be conserved and
replacement planting will be carried out to reflect the
parkland landscape character using the 1st Edition
Ordnance Survey as a guide.

West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy policies BN1,
BN2, BN3, and BN5.
Conservation

Saved Northampton Local Plan policies E1, E6, E9, E17 and
E19.
Northampton Central Area Action Plan policies 28 and 30
Delapré Park management plan
Delapré Abbey conservation plan policy 3.2.

Continue to support proposals for the restoration and
enhancement of Delapré Abbey and its environs whilst
ensuring proposals do not result in the loss or
disturbance of battle archaeology or ridge and furrow.

See archaeology section above for references to battle
archaeology and ridge and furrow.
Managed Development

West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy policy BN5.
Saved Northampton Local Plan policies D6.
Delapré Park management plan
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CMP aims

Is the CMP policy covered by existing
planning policy 23?

CMP policy objective

Delapré Abbey conservation plan policy 3.3.

Implications
disturbance through the restoration and
enhancement works.

Community
Provide and promote a range of recreational facilities and
uses within the Registered battlefield whilst prioritising
the protection of the historic fabric of the site including
the surviving ridge and furrow.
Encourage access for all through providing suitable
facilities and creating circular routes for visitors of
differing mobility.

Existing policies promote a range of
recreational activities within the area.
However, more could be done to promote the
battlefields as a heritage asset with
complementary access.

See archaeology section above for references to ridge and
furrow.
West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy policies BN5.
Managed Recreational
Enhancement

Saved Northampton Local Plan policies E2, L16, L26 and
L29.

The battlefield CMP should be consistent and
complementary with the contents of the
Northampton Central Area Action Plan and
Delapré Abbey conservation plan policies 4.1
and 4.2.

Northampton Central Area Action Plan policies 28 and 30
Delapré Abbey conservation plan policy 1.4, 4.1, 4.2.

Management
Resist any further development within the Registered
battlefield or which may adversely affect the setting of
this important landscape and built features.

The site is recorded as a Registered Battlefield on English
Heritage’s National Heritage List. Developers must refer to
PPS 5: Historic Environment Planning Practice Guide.
Queen Eleanor Cross is Grade I Listed and a Scheduled
Monument.

Conserve the setting of the Registered Battlefield
through resisting development along the site
boundaries.

Delapré Abbey is Grade II listed and the surrounding
Delapré Park is a conservation area.

Protection/Conservation

West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy policies BN3
and BN5.
Saved Northampton Local Plan policies E1, E9, E38 and
L26
Northampton Central Area Action Plan policies 28 and 30.

The Battlefield is appropriately protected by
its very designation and the other listed
buildings and nature designations in close
proximity. There is however, scope for more
explicit mention of the importance of
protecting and managing the setting of the
battlefield within the Northampton Central
Area Action Plan policies 28 and 30and
Delapre Park management plan.

Furthermore, there is scope for coordination
of effort between the battlefield CMP and
Delapre Abbey CMP policies 2.1 and 3.3.

Delapré Park management plan
Delapré Abbey conservation plan policies 2.1 and 3.3.
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CMP aims

Is the CMP policy covered by existing
planning policy 23?

CMP policy objective

West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy policy BN5.

Northampton Borough Council will continue to work
with the various land owners and tenants within the
Registered battlefield to ensure a cohesive approach to
the management of the site and promote a single
identity to the site.
Opportunities will be sought for the site to become selfsustaining and ensure resources are available to secure
the appropriate levels of physical maintenance, and to
coordinate, manage and recruit volunteers, and increase
the opportunities for local people to actively engage in
the site.

Northampton Borough Council will continue to engage
with the Friends of Delapre Abbey, interested groups
(e.g. battlefield Trust and Northampton Wildlife Trust)
and the general public to ensure that the site’s
importance, sensitivities and facilities are fully
understood.

Saved Northampton Local Plan policy E38.
Northampton Central Area Action Plan policies 28 and 30.
Delapré Abbey conservation plan policy 5.1.

Implications
Management of the battlefield site would be
most effectively achieved through the
battlefield CMP and existing management
plans rather than through the planning
process.
The Delapré Park management plan could
contain text emphasising the need to
coordinate and manage a coherent identity
and setting for the battlefield within the
Delapre Park.

Management

Similarly, Policy 5.1 in the Delapre Abbey
conservation plan should reference
management actions identified in the
battlefield CMP.
Delapré Park is a Conservation Area and the former course
of the River Nene is a Local Nature Reserve.
Saved Northampton Local Plan policy L16.
Communication of Site Value

Northampton Central Area Action Plan policy 28.

Engaging local stakeholders and promoting
the registered battlefield as more than just a
heritage asset would be most effectively
achieved through the new CMP rather than
through the planning process.

Promote the Registered battlefield as part of the River
Nene Regional Park as part of a wildlife and leisure
corridor.
Interpretation
Promote and provide interpretation of the historic and
ecological significance of the Registered battlefield
including the Site of the Battle of Northampton.

West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy policy BN5.
Managed Recreational
Enhancement

Northampton Central Area Action Plan policies 28 and 30.
Delapré Park management plan
Delapré Abbey conservation plan policy 4.1

Despite existing planning policy encouraging
interpretation, more could be done to
promote the battlefields as a heritage asset
with complementary interpretation and
access.
The battlefield CMP could drive forward
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CMP aims

Is the CMP policy covered by existing
planning policy 23?

CMP policy objective

Implications
action. Interpretation should be consistent
and complementary with the contents of the
Northampton Central Area Action Plan and
Delapré Abbey conservation plan policy 4.1.

Nature Conservation
The nature designations within the battlefield
site are appropriately protected with
additional planning policy to guide their
appropriate conservation and management.

Delapré Park is a Conservation Area and the former course
of the River Nene is a Local Nature Reserve.

The conservation and management of the Registered
Battlefield will be underpinned by the principles of
environmental sustainability.

NPPF Paragraphs 109, 114 and 118.
West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy policies BN1,
BN2, BN3, and BN5.
Conservation/Enhancement

Saved Northampton Local Plan policies E1, E2, E4, E6, E17,
E19 and L16.
Northampton Central Area Action Plan policy 30
Delapré Park management plan
Delapré Abbey conservation plan policy 3.2, 3.5 and 5.1
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12 Action Plan

12.1

This section provides an action plan for the delivery of management actions identified within section 10 of this report. Each management action is
given a priority for implementation with the responsible agency/ officer identified and anticipated resource requirements provided.

A

Battlefield – location and protection

Overriding policy 1: Any operations which may result in disturbance of potential archaeological evidence or contamination with metallic artefacts should be
appropriately assessed by a battlefield archaeologist to ensure that any archaeological evidence of the battle is recorded, interpreted and protected.
Management actions:

Priority

Responsibility

Resources

(Low/ Medium/ High)
(1)

Carry out additional survey work to locate the Lancastrian camp & to characterise any
un-stratified battle archaeology.

High

Northampton BC

Battlefield
archaeologist

(2)

On former meadow area to the north of Delapré Abbey, establish the depth of the 1460
surface to determine whether any archaeology from the battle may survive beneath the
present development.

High

Northampton BC

Officer time
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B

Historic landscape

Overriding policy 2: Conserve and enhance the historic and planned elements of the Registered battlefield’s built environment and landscape including remnant
medieval features and the designed parkland.
Management actions:

Priority

Responsibility

Resources

Medium

Northampton BC

Officer time

Medium

Northampton BC

Officer time

(Low/ Medium/ High)
(1)

Strengthen physical and visual links to Delapré Abbey from the wider Registered
battlefield, particularly Queen Eleanor’s cross

(2)

Replace lost boundary features including entrance features to Delapré Abbey

Capital works
(3)

C

Restore sections of historic footpaths as shown on the 1st edition OS Plan where valid for
today’s use

Medium

Northampton BC

Officer time
Capital works

Nature conservation

Overriding policy 3: Retain and enhance the Registered battlefield’s habitats and natural resources to promote its intrinsic biodiversity value, its role as a
component in wider green chains. Conservation and management will be underpinned by the principals of environmental sustainability.”
Management actions:

Priority

Responsibility

Resources

(Low/ Medium/ High)
(1)

Review the current Delapré Management Plan to ensure that it provides adequate
guidance on the management of the battlefield for all landscape types and for its
ecological value

Medium

Northampton BC

Officer time

(2)

Include a tree strategy for the Registered battlefield to guide the conservation of ancient
and veteran trees and to guide replacement planting - consideration to be given to
resilience of trees species and selection (disease & climate change)

High

Northampton BC

Officer time
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C

Nature conservation

Overriding policy 3: Retain and enhance the Registered battlefield’s habitats and natural resources to promote its intrinsic biodiversity value, its role as a
component in wider green chains. Conservation and management will be underpinned by the principals of environmental sustainability.”
Management actions:

Priority

Responsibility

Resources

(Low/ Medium/ High)
(assume £25,000)
(3)

Retain standing deadwood and create deadwood piles where it does not conflict with

Medium

Northampton BC

Officer time

Low

Northampton BC

Officer time

Medium

Northampton BC

Officer time

aesthetic or health or safety concerns
(4)

Where possible the by-products of woodland/ tree management will be used onsite e.g.
woodchip mulch, compost, wood fuel etc.

(5)

Promote the biodiversity value of the ponds throughout the Registered battlefield and
seek opportunities to restore the area of semi-improved grassland to the south west of
the lake to wildflower-rich meadow.

D

Access and interpretation

Overriding policy 4: “Ensure the battlefield is accessible through improving and maintaining physical access and providing appropriate interpretation of the
battlefield’s heritage and nature conservation importance. Encourage community involvement through activities and volunteer schemes.”
Management actions:

Priority

Responsibility

Resources

Northampton BC

Officer time

(Low/ Medium/ High)
(1)

Provide welcoming entrances with interpretation on the battlefield and other aspects of
the site

Medium

Pedestrian
entrances: 10 nr @
£5,000 = £50,000
Main entrance:
Provisional sum of
£110,000
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D

Access and interpretation

Overriding policy 4: “Ensure the battlefield is accessible through improving and maintaining physical access and providing appropriate interpretation of the
battlefield’s heritage and nature conservation importance. Encourage community involvement through activities and volunteer schemes.”
Management actions:

Priority

Responsibility

Resources

(Low/ Medium/ High)
Ransome Road
entrance: £70,000
(2)

(3)

Create a network of paths to provide access for all and a circular route to encompass the
Lake and wider parkland

Medium

Install additional directional signage and site maps at key locations within Registered
battlefield

Medium

Northampton BC

Officer time
Provisional sum:
£90,000

Northampton BC

Officer time
Site maps: 5nr @
£2,500 = £12,500
Directional signage:
10 nr @ £750 =
£7,500

(4)

Improve links between Delapré Abbey and rest of the Registered Battlefield, including
Queen Eleanor’s Cross

Medium

Northampton BC

Provisional sum:
£27,000

(5)

Strengthen links with the River Nene Regional Park to improve access to the National
Trail

High

Northampton BC

Officer time

Make use of the Abbey buildings as sources of information, and venues for events
connected with the battlefield

High

(6)
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E

Access and interpretation

Overriding policy 5: “Promote activities and events within the Registered battlefield to increase public awareness and understanding and hence perceived value
of the site whilst ensuring that those activities do not adversely affect the historic fabric or biodiversity of the site (such as ridge and furrow), or contaminate battle
archaeology.”
Management actions:

Priority

Responsibility

Resources

(Low/ Medium/ High)
(1)

Ensure that facilities such as parking, toilets, access routes etc. are suitable for the level
of use and visitor numbers

High

Northampton BC

Officer time

(2)

Work with partners to help promote, resource and produce a variety events

High

Northampton BC

Officer time

F

Landscape

Overriding policy 6: “Maintain the landscape assets of the site, key views linking the town of Northampton to the battlefield, parkland within the site, the quality
of the Abbey grounds.”
Management actions:

Priority

Responsibility

Resources

(Low/ Medium/ High)
(1)

Seek to influence development on the borders of the site to maintain long views

High

Northampton BC

Officer time

(2)

Ensure that planting plans within the site conserve the parkland nature of the land, in the
location, planting plan and species of trees

Medium

Northampton BC

Officer time

(3)

Ensure that and changes to the landscape within the site conserve the parkland character
of the site

High

Northampton BC

Officer time
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G

Management and maintenance

Overriding policy 7: “Ensure that the natural and built components of the site are managed and maintained in a manner which conserves and enhances their
heritage, ecological and amenity value and provides for the health, safety and wellbeing of people visiting, working and living in the site.”
Management actions:

Priority

Responsibility

Resources

Northampton BC

Officer time

(Low/ Medium/ High)
(1)

Improve drainage within the site by repairing culverts and installing drainage through
bunding

Medium

(2)

Engage with Delapré Abbey Preservation Trust, FoDA, interested groups (e.g. battlefield
Trust and Northamptonshire Wildlife Trust) and the general public for input and resources
for site management

High

Northampton BC

Officer time

(3)

Work with the various land owners and tenants within the Registered battlefield to ensure
a cohesive approach to the management of the site

High

Northampton BC

Officer time

(4)

Explore potential sources of funding and other resources, such as volunteer time, for both
capital and maintenance projects

Medium

Northampton BC

Officer time
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13 Implementation, monitoring and review

13.1

This section sets out the cycle for the Conservation Management Plan, discusses the planning and
implementation of capital projects and outlines the timescales for monitoring and review.

Implementing the plan
The management planning cycle
13.2

The Conservation Management Plan will be continually reviewed, revised and re-written. The
cycle for the Plan is to:
•

Write and adopt the plan.

•

Operate according to the strategy and policies held within the plan.

•

Monitor the operation of the plan.

•

Review the working of the plan.

•

Revise and improve the plan where necessary to reflect on-going developments such as
changes to visitor access or revised financial projections.

Planning and implementing capital projects
13.3

This plan does not in itself secure financial resources, but will be used to assist in identifying
priorities in forward planning, budgeting and expenditure. In many cases the management
actions have the potential to attract funding.

13.4

Any management actions that may have a negative impact upon the significance of the battlefield
(e.g. battle archaeology and ecological values etc.) will be fully considered prior to
implementation. Impact assessments may be required as part of the development of design and
management proposals to ensure potential impacts area identified at an early stage and therefore
subject to appropriate mitigation measures.
Permissions and agreements

13.5

Some projects may require consent and it is therefore recommended that views of key
stakeholders and statutory consultees are sought at an early stage and that liaison should
continue during design development of such projects. The range of consents required might
include Listed Building Consent, Conservation Area Consent, Planning Permission, Protected
Species Licences, and Scheduled Ancient Monument Consent.
Monitoring and review

13.6

This Conservation Management Plan has a minimum life span of 10 years, with a five year review,
although it is currently envisaged that most of the policies will continue to guide the conservation
and evolution of the wider estate through the longer term for future generations.
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Appendix 1: Consultation feedback

Delapre Abbey Stakeholder Workshop
13th May 2013
The workshop was used to discuss the emerging issues and opportunities from the Conservation
Management Plan and to identify future priorities. Comments received during the workshop are set out
below.
Group 1
The Conservation Management Plan needs to consider the significance and future management of the following
elements:
Landscape
Woodland
Bio-diversity
Attention should also be given to the built heritage and future interpretation and use of the site (events and
activities).
Consider opportunities to link the history of the Registered battlefield with Northampton town centre (e.g.
buildings, historic events, literature and the Castle etc.)
Develop an approach to the interim management of the site whilst the exact location of the encampment is
discovered.
A standard approach will need to be adopted to consider suitability of events and activities (e.g. size and type of
event) to avoid any disturbance of archaeological features.
Group 2
The setting of the Battlefield is important as are the areas of land beyond the EH Registered boundary.
There is a need to explore the current/ future use pressures relating to the site.
Historic assets within the site should be considered holistically.
There will be a need to ensure the suite of reports for the Battlefield site (including Delapre Abbey) are
complementary with no risk of conflict.
Future management will need to balance use and setting.
There will be a need to increase awareness of the significance of the site, its sensitivities and why it should be
preserved and protected.
Group 3
A National War of the Roses Battlefield Centre could be created within Delapre Abbey.
Appropriate maintenance regimes will need to be established to guide future management.
The protection and management of the battlefield site should cover all areas of the site/ character areas and
must apply to leaseholder land.
There is concern about on-going damage caused by unsympathetic/inappropriate use of the Registered
battlefield.
Management of the Registered battlefield must be in context with the whole of the estate.
Sufficient resources will be required to ensure the implementation of recommendations/ policies identified in the
Conservation Management Plan.
There needs to be political will to conserve and manage the Registered battlefield and all elements of the site
need to be considered equally.
The former icehouse is a prominent feature of the Registered battlefield and should be included in
recommendations for the site.

Conservation Management Plan for the site of the Battle of Northampton
Workshop sessions were held at Delapré Abbey on 6 th March 2013 and 13th May 2013 to discuss the
emerging Conservation Management Plan. Attendees to the first consultation event were asked to
complete a short questionnaire. The questionnaire was also distributed at Open Days held at Delapré
Abbey on 9th and 10th March 2013. The responses below show the results and the analysis of those.
Questionnaire Responses
Ticks:
1

2

How frequently do you visit Delapre Abbey and the Parkland?
Weekly

5

Never

2

8

2 or 3 times a year

17

Infrequently

11

Do you visit the Abbey, Parkland or both?
Abbey

3

Monthly

5

Parkland

8

Both

28

Are you aware of the Battle of Northampton which took place in 1460?
Yes

30

No

13

Comments:
4

Are you aware of the significance of the Battle, ie that it was an important step towards the
short lived reign of the House of York on the English throne?

Yes

5

No

14

29

No

13

Do you feel that there is enough information about the Battle on the information boards around
the Abbey and Parkland?
Yes

7

28

Are you aware that the battlefield includes Delapre Abbey Park?
Yes

6

Only aware after the tour (same for 4)

10

No

32

Do you think that it is important to remember the Battle, and if so, why?
Yes

41

No

2

Reason:

History
Important for Northampton's history
Local heritage is important and should be preserved
Preserve history,and inform people of the history of the location
Because you need to know the history of the abbey
Part of our local heritage
It is part of the history of England and more importantly Northampton.
It's always good to remember our past
Part of our heritage both nationally and locally
Significant event in history

-

History
To enhance overall knowledge of significant history of Northampton
Very significant in English history
Yes, part of our history and is significant that needs to be protected and the land not
developed on

-

It adds to the importance of the history of Northampton and Delapre Abbey, puts it on the
map

-

The first major conflict of the Wars of the Roses and an important historical event – few
enough historical sites in Northants

-

Its importance in history and in Northampton
Historic interest
Part of our heritage
Because its historically important and few people aware of this – even in Northampton
Our past is important
Important to remember historical story
Historical importance and awareness – is this stated in local schools?
Important to know the history of the area and to preserve the area
Important local history
It’s a very important part of Northampton’s history and gives greater significance to
Delapre Abbey
Part of Northamptonshire history
Because of the history value connection to Northampton
To preserve for prosperity the history of our green and pleasant land
To expand understanding of Northampton’s role in English history and to make it a
destination to increase visitors
To preserve history and educate townsfolk

-

8

Do you feel that it is important to conserve evidence in the Parkland for the landscape as it was
at the time of the Battle?
Yes

9

No

1

Unsure

5

Should we make changes to the parkland to highlight features or events related to the Battle, eg
open up the views from Queen Eleanor’s Cross from which the then Archbishop of Canterbury is
said to have viewed the Battle?
Yes

10

37

27

No

3

Unsure

12

What would you think is the best way to increasing awareness of the Battle. (tick one or more)
Information boards

34

Talks

31

Iphone/Android apps

6

Events

30

Permanent exhibitions

34

Web pages

Comments:
Schools
Tours, dedicated
posters/info sites around
Abbey and outside
11

Please indicate where you live.

Delapre Abbey and Park

the town of Northampton

20

Further afield

12

What age group are you?
Under 16

2

16-24

0

45-54

4

55-64

15

25-34

65+

8

4

35-44

8

Prefer not to say

0

14. Comments:
-

Buildings and surrounding area are well worth preserving and conserving.
Very informative
Very interesting talk and good to see inside the abbey after years of wondering what it was like
inside

-

Many thanks for guided tour of abbey
Delapre Abbey would be a fantastic home if refurbished and used a bit like Chatsworth House
reliving it in its former day with a restaurant and used as function rooms for weddings. Would be
a fantastic venue

-

Interesting tour, just love the Abbey
Fantastic, good luck
Just to say that as a disabled person, it would be great to have a chair in each room please
Had a superb tour today, more pens please to fill these questionnaires in
Very enjoyable and informative. Well done
A lot of work to be done

Appendix 2: List of archaeological sites

List of archaeological sites

For the western half of the Registered area the report prepared by Northamptonshire Archaeology
(Parklands Consortium Ltd 2009) has listed the archaeological sites and so this information is not
repeated here. The attribution of ‘local significance’ in that report to the various earthworks in the park
must however be questioned. In the light of the discussions above, all the ridge and furrow within the
Registered battlefield should be considered of national importance. Some of the other earthworks may
also be of high importance but this can only be determined by further research as part of a
comprehensive investigation of the historic terrain of the battlefield.
The following information relates to the eastern part of the Registered area and relates to figure A1
SMR
Monument
number

Period

Type

Description

Comments

5023/2

Medieval

Open fields

Hardingstone East End

Discussed above

Port way suggested as
possibly a Roman road
In fact an open field
headland previously
recorded (Hall 1980)

5017

Roman

Road

8290

Undated

Earthwork bank

9626

Undated

Cropmark

Possible prehistoric or

9627

Undated

Cropmark
enclosure

Possible Neolithic cursus

Part of the open field
system discussed above
Largely if not wholly
destroyed by hotel. If
further earthmoving or
related disturbance is
proposed then any
surviving remains
should be evaluated as
a cursus would be of
national importance.
The other features need
to be characterised
before their significance

5020/1/0

Medieval?

Round shot?

8405/1/2

Post medieval

Ironstone
tramway

4961

Palaeolithic

Finds

Possible late medieval
round shot from Battle of

Discussed above

Unstratified Palaeolithic
finds of high importance
found somewhere in the
river gravel in
Hardingstone

Potentially of national
importance but the
exact location from
which the finds came is
not known. If there was
further deep

Various post medieval and
early modern finds from
watching brief and metal
detecting in 2001.
Includes 6 or 10 ‘shot’
suggested of post
medieval date.

9653

Post medieval

Finds

9651

Post medieval

Cultivation marks
or trackway

9041/1

Modern

Railway

Bedford to Northampton

6294

Modern

Railway

Blisworth to Peterborough

disturbance impacting on
any surviving gravel
deposits then there may
Discussed above

Figure A1: SMR monuments for the eastern part of the Registered battlefield

Appendix 3: Historic analysis from Landscape
Options Appraisal prepared by Parklands
Consortium Limited

14 APPENDICES
14.1 APPENDIX 1 LANDSCAPE HISTORY REPORT
14.1.1 INTRODUCTION
Delapre Abbey and park form an important green space for the town of Northampton
which has developed around its boundaries. It is situated on the south side of the River Nene
as it flows through Northampton, approximately a mile from the town centre. The Abbey
and its park, together with the hamlet of Far Cotton, formed the northern part of the parish of
Hardingstone before they were incorporated into the municipal borough of Northampton in
1900.
The central Nene valley is comprised of glacial till (boulder clay) underlaid with stone on
either side of the river which itself runs through gravels. The Delapre parkland is sited on rising
ground running from the river southwards to Hardingstone.
A Cluniac nunnery was founded on the site by the Earl of Northampton, Simon de Senlis,
c.1145. After the Dissolution of the Monasteries in 1536 the nunnery remained for two years
until it was finally dissolved in 1538. The abbey was leased out for a period until it was
granted with its demesne lands to John Mershe in 1542. In 1548 it was acquired by the Tate
family who held possession until 1764 when it was purchased by the Bouverie family. The
abbey building was requisitioned during the Second World War and the Bouverie family sold
the Abbey and surrounding 586 acres to Northampton Borough Council in 1946. The grounds
were opened to the public and the Northamptonshire County Record Office was housed
within the building from 1959 until 1992.
The present area of the park and the land owned by Northampton Borough Council covers
approximately 586 acres but this formed part of a much larger estate totalling some 3,400
acres at its peak under the ownership of the Bouverie family around 1870.

14.1.2 THE MEDIEVAL LANDSCAPE AND THE NUNNERY OF DELAPRE
Delapre Abbey takes its name from the Latin ‘pratum’ or old French ‘pred’ meaning
meadow, its founding name being ‘Sancte Marie de Prato’, St Mary in the meadows. 1 The
site lies in the parish of Hardingstone. The Domesday Book for Hardingstone lists meadows
and pastures with two mills within the King’s holding of five hides. There were also two hides
and 60 acres of meadow which the King had gifted to William Peveril and Gunfrid of
Chocques.2 Two further hides held by Countess Judith also refer to meadows of 3 acres.
Thus the site for the new Abbey of St. Mary was still predominantly meadow. Simon de Senlis,
the first Earl of Northampton, had founded a Cluniac monastery, St. Andrews, on the northern
boundary of Northampton and had given it the Senlis demesnes in Hardingstone.3 When his
son, Simon the second Earl, founded the Cluniac nunnery of
46

St. Mary, he negotiated with St. Andrews Abbey the return of the Hardingstone lands in
exchange for a rent of 60s. This enabled him in c.1145 to commence the building of the new
Abbey amongst the meadows to the south of the river Nene.4

1 J.E.B. Gover, Allen Mawer and F.M. Stenton ‘The Place-Names of Northamptonshire’, p.148,
Cambridge University Press, 1975.
2

‘Domesday Book, Northamptonshire’ edited by John Morris, Phillimore & Co. Ltd., 1979.

3

Victoria County History, Northamptonshire, Vol. I.

4

Ibid. Vol. I. p.114

47

In addition to large possessions in Hardingstone Simon endowed the nunnery with income
from the churches of Earls Barton, Great Doddington and Fotheringhay (all standing within
manors formerly held by Countess Judith, much of whose holdings of land had descended to
Simon). In addition endowments consisted of a tun of wine annually to celebrate mass at
Pentecost, 20s. from the mill of Extune towards the light in their church and the right to collect
a cart of wood daily in Yardley Chase. The churches of Wollaston, Draughton, Broughton,
Fifhide (Hampshire) and Filgrave, (Bucks) were also granted to the Abbey.5 The grants made
to the nuns were confirmed by Edward III in a charter dated 18 May 1328 which listed ‘divers
lands and rights’ in more than fifteen parishes in Northamptonshire. The income was not large
and the number of nuns living at the Abbey, mostly from local families, was probably no
more than 20 in the C3 and C14.
The Order of Cluny is a Benedictine offshoot founded when reformist ideas were gaining
popularity in the C10 and C11.6 The Normans, great admirers of the Order, founded the first
monastery in England at Lewes in Sussex in 1077. In the late C11 when females were
admitted to the Order, two nunneries were founded at Northampton and ten years later at
Arthington, Yorkshire. Members of the Order were subject to the Abbey of Cluny and their
life stressed the importance of religious ceremony over study and manual labour. This
involved the employment of lay servants rather than lay brethren to carry out the latter. The
Nuns’ obedience to Cluny Abbey was less strict and they were allowed to choose their own
Abbess and were regulated by the Bishop of Lincoln.
Only fragments of the original nunnery buildings remain within the present Abbey, but based
on the layout of other Cluniac establishments the following sketch illustrates how the nunnery
might have looked c.1480. (Figure 1) Later developments of the abbey buildings appear to
have followed this original layout and some details survive of the medieval period.7
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Figure 1: Conjectural layout of Delapre Abbey as it was in 1480,
based on layout of a Cluniac Abbey. NRO Map 926
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Rev. R.M. Serjeantson ‘A History of Delapre Abbey, Northampton’, pub. Northampton 1909. p.1.

6

M. Aston ‘Monasteries’ B.T. Batsford, 1993. Article written by Christopher Golden 2002 website of

Lewes Priory, Sussex.
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Conservation Plan, Delapre Abbey, Northampton. 2006.
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Beyond the abbey building, Cluniac monastic precincts followed the same pattern as those
of the Benedictines, as illustrated in the Plan of St. Gall which was drawn up in the C9.8
(Figure 2)
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Figure 2: Plan of the monastery of St. Gall, C9
In addition to the cloister garden, several enclosed gardens are illustrated, namely, the
herbularius or physic garden, the hortus or vegetable garden and the combined cemetery
and orchard. Although this Plan is for a large establishment, it influenced the layout and
content of the monastic institutions of the Benedictines and their offshoots including the
Cluniacs. Delapre Abbey would have followed this pattern with its buildings erected around a
central courtyard and well, which became the cloister garden with its lavatorium or cistern.
The lavatorium played an important part in Cluniac ritual, in particular in the Mandatum,
which involved the washing of feet.
From the Plan of St. Gall it will be noted that the three gardens, the herbularium, the hortus
and the cemetery com orchard are all sited on the east side of the church, to derive shelter
from prevailing westerly winds. Separate raised beds for differing varieties of herbs and
vegetables are indicated on the Plan and this method of cultivation appears throughout the
medieval period, depicted in paintings or expressed in poetry and literature. Herbs for
medicinal or household use would have been grown in the herbarium or physic garden whilst
8

W. Horn and E. Born ‘The Plan of St. Gall’ Vol II. University of California Press, 1979.
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the hortus or vegetable garden would have supported a variety of vegetables both for
pottage and other meals. The cemetery on the Plan was used as an ornamental orchard for
pears, plums, apples and soft fruit.
The little documentary information surviving for the period of the nunnery concerns the
people of the Abbey, their rights and ordinances. However, there are some indications of
the landscape that surrounded the buildings. It might be assumed that the gardens of the
Abbey lay within a boundary, possibly moated and secure from damage or encroachment
by animals. As in the Plan of St. Gall, the gardens would probably lie on the eastern side of
the abbey buildings. Stone coffins were found on the site of the Drying Ground, sketched
and measured by Sir Henry Dryden in 1895, an area which probably lay to the east or
southeast of the Nuns Church, corresponding to the position of the cemetery - orchard on
the Plan of St. Gall.9
A Survey of Hardingstone indicated a block of demesne land around the nunnery buildings.10
This area remained free from ridge and furrow and is confirmed by aerial photographs
(Figure 3).11
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Arthington,Leeds District West Yorkshire.

Figure 3: Aerial photograph showing ridge and furrow encircling a clear area of demesne
land. 6 March 1992
A report on earthworks at Delapre dated 1997 recorded what appeared to be a fragment of
a precinct moat found to the north east of the present drive running to the north of the
abbey buildings.12 The report suggests that this was the corner of the north eastern enclosure
boundary of the Abbey and it is significant that the same line is also shown on the C18 plan
as the eastern boundary of the ha ha. (Figure 12) It is possible, therefore, that the ha ha
forming the boundary of the formal gardens may have utilised the remains of the precinct
moat. This possibility is supported by the survival of ridge and furrow abutting the ditch
illustrated in the 1992 Aerial photograph (Figure 3) which add to the suggestion that the
eastern boundary is medieval in origin. The Cluniac nunnery at Arthington, Yorkshire, was
also believed to have been surrounded by a moat.13

12 T.C. Welsh. Report dated 1997. ‘Earthworks at Delapre Abbey, probable remains of Abbey precinct’.
SMR No 5003/1/7.
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www.geograph.org.uk. Arthington, Leeds District, West Yorkshire.

In 1227/8 Ralph de Beseville granted the nuns his right in the fish pond named Lachemere,
together with a second smaller pool, vivarium, valuable for the cultivation of fish.14 The pool
was mentioned again during an exchange of land in January 1259/60 when the Prior and
Convent of St. Andrews granted a meadow of 35 roods adjoining the Nuns pool called
‘Lachmere’ to the Abbess and Convent of St. Mary de Pratis. This was in exchange for a
meadow called ‘Aldwoldesholme’ near to the monks’ mill and millpond called ‘Rissemilm’
(Rush Mills). The name of the pool is derived from ‘lach’ meaning a pond, and ‘mere’ as in
‘merestake’ or ‘merestone’ a boundary stake or stone.15 Thus ‘lachmere’ may refer to a
pond on the boundary of the Nuns meadow field and may have lain on the southern
boundary of this meadow. The Rev. Serjeantson reported in 1909 that the Lachmere pool,
described as being 68 perches long, (c.363 yards long) and 3 or 4 yards wide, was filled in by
General Bouverie owing to the fact that one of the men on the estate was drowned in it.
However, the boundary can be traced on later maps of Delapre and there is still a wide
ditch extant in this position (Figure 4).
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Figure 4: Photograph of wide, water-filled ditch on line of the medieval Lachmere Pool, 2009
The nuns received tythes from the mill which lay on the river Nene directly north of the Abbey
and later gained possession of the mill, it being known variously as the mill of Conches, Kong,
Congenes or Quengions alias Nunne Mills. Further land was added in the mid C13 by a grant
of one and a half acres in Hardingstone by Ralph de Leseville and a plot of land behind their
house from Roger de Burgo, described as being between two ways and a meadow called
Out meadow.16 They were also granted oaks from the park of Northampton for building
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material on several occasions,17 the grant in 1258 especially mentioning that the wood was
intended for building the nuns’ Refectory.
The rights of the nuns and their holdings were confirmed in a charter of 1328 and further land
was added in the C14 by the purchase of a small estate at Earls Barton. A C14 rental of the
Abbey’s property in Hardingstone indicates the management of the nuns’ estate in that
parish.18 The nuns retained c.200 acres in their own hands and whilst some land was let to
free tenants, 360 acres was held by 18 Bondsmen who paid a small rent and carried out fixed
services to the Abbey, including ploughing, haymaking and harvesting. It is also of interest
that the rental describes the bondsmen mowing all of the Nuns Meadow and carrying it
away. There were also two enclosed crofts next to the Abbey for pasture which probably lay
on the west side of the nunnery which is clear of traces of ridge and furrow (Figure 3).
An important national event occurred in 1290 when the body of Queen Eleanor, wife of
Edward I, who had died at Harby in Lincolnshire, lay at the Abbey during the journey to
London for her burial. At each resting place the King erected a cross to honour the Queen.
The one at Delapre was built c.1292 by John of Battle and is a Scheduled Ancient Monument
and stood on the brow of Hardingstone hill overlooking Northampton
(Figure 5). It was reported that when the cross was erected money was assigned for the
laying down of a pavement or causey from the town of Northampton to the Eleanor Cross.19
The pavement followed the line of the road to London and forms the western boundary of
the present park. An Elizabethan terrier of Northampton states that the ‘row of the rood or
Cross was the name of the paved causeway leading from the south bridge to Queen
Eleanor’s Cross’.20

Figure 5: Peter Tilleman, drawing, 1721 ‘View of Northampton from Queens Cross on the
London Road’. Delapre Abbey lies in the wooded valley to the right of the drawing21
In 1460 the Battle of Northampton took place south of the river Nene close to the Abbey .22
King Henry VI with his forces took up quarters at Northampton but on hearing of the
approach of the Yorkists, moved out of town, crossed the river Nene and took up a position
‘in the medowys beside the Nonry, havying the ryver at hys back’,23 The Lancastrians dug
‘depe trenches’ and threw up ‘high bankes’. The Yorkists were gathered on the crest of
52
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Hardingstone Hill, south of the Abbey, from where they launched their attack on the
Lancastrian forces below. The battle was short, the Lancastrians were routed and the King
taken prisoner. It was reported that the Lancastrian trenches in the meadow turned into a
swamp due to heavy rain and of the routed troups, ‘manye were slayne, and many were
fled and were drouned in the ryver’.
The exact site of the battle has been disputed.24 One chronicler writing at the time of the
battle states that the fight took place in the meadows beside the nunnery. It was watched
by the Archbishop of Canterbury and a monk, John Stone the chronicler, from the hill of the
Eleanor Cross. Stone wrote that after the battle was over, they came to the King and
entered with him the house of the Nuns of De Pratis near Northampton.
A field survey of Hardingstone indicates that furlong No. 96 was called ‘Shooting to Battle
Dyke’ possibly alluding to the Battle of Northampton, which lay to the south of the Abbey
and within the park. 25 The furlong was on the rising ground from where there would have
been a fine view of the meadows and the battle but it has also been suggested that this
furlong name might suggest the actual site of the battle and the royalist defence position.
Alternatively, the furlong may have gained the name ‘Battle dyke’ at a much later date
when the Hardingstone terriers were compiled. Many of those who fell in the battle were
buried in the convent church or churchyard at Delapre according to Leland’s Itinerary. 26
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Figure 6: Site of the battle of Northampton1460
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Another chronicler, the Burgundian Jehan de Waurin, reported that the royal army was
stationed outside Northampton ‘en ung parcq oultre la ville sue une petite riviere’,
suggesting that there was a park in which the Abbey stood. The chroniclers stated that the
Yorkists gave orders that Lord Grey of Ruthin, who was originally with the King and later
changed sides to the Yorkists, was to be saved together with anyone bearing his badge, as
’it was they who were to give them entry to the park’. The reference to a park suggests that
the demesne land around the Abbey buildings may have been enclosed as a small park for
pasture, and was surrounded by the arable fields of the parish (Figure 3). The Survey of
Hardingstone also makes reference to the demesne land around the Abbey as being old
enclosure.
In 1906 the Reverend Sergeantson led members of the Archaeology section of the
Northamptonshire Natural History Society to Delapre to visit the traditional site of the Battle of
Northampton. Apparently this was placed between Dog Kennel Walk and the railway (i.e. in
Nuns meadow) where it was reported that ramparts and entrenchments were visible.27
Prior to the dissolution of the monasteries, a survey of ecclesiastical revenues was undertaken
in 1535, when the gross income of the Abbey of Delapre was given as
£133 15s 6 ½d and the site of the Abbey and its demesne lands was £19 6s 8d.28 Apart from
the pasture closes around the Abbey, the rest of the demesne land would have been
scattered through the common fields of Hardingstone. The remainder of the nuns’ income
came from their endowments, pensions from churches, rectorial farms, tithes and rents of
lands in the County.
An Act of 1536 suppressed all religious houses with an income of less than £200 per annum.
Delapre fell within this band but the Abbess Clemencia bargained with the King to retain the
Abbey. A large sum of money, £266 13s 4d, an annuity of £20 from the manors of
Hardingstone, Earl’s Barton and Wollaston, a close of pasture, and a wood at Hanslope were
paid to the King in return for a Patent granting to the Abbess and Nuns the remainder of their
former possessions. Two years later, the Abbess was compelled to surrender the Abbey
having ruled for more than thirty years, and was described as old and sick but virtuous and
having kept her house in good order. Besides her pension, she was granted ‘the fowth partt
of the schepe, viz fyve score, (i.e. 100 sheep) a certen of every kynde of grayne, a certen of
every sort of the catell whereof I found praty store’. This is indicative of the Abbey being the
centre of a farming enterprise, presumably well managed according to the King’s officers.
They reported in December that the house was ‘pratily storyd wt catell and corn’, which, of
course, would have required ample storage and cattle facilities for the winter.
A Survey of the nun’s property was made in 1539 by the officers of the Court of
Augmentations of the Revenue of the Crown which gives an indication of the landscape at
that time.29 The monastery, its ancillary buildings and closes lay within a defined area of the
arable fields, a small park (Figure 3). Near to the churchyard and orchard were yards for the
barns and the pond together with enclosures for calves, mares, and a close for intensive
work with the sheep. There was also a small close ‘the oke pightel’ which suggests an
enclosure for pigs. No mention is made of any garden, for vegetables, medicinal and
household herbs or decorative flowers, but presumably the officers of the Court were
recording the value of the site as a farm to be let out. The extent of the estate at this time is
referred to in Appendix 2. Another undated survey taken at this time gives a detailed rental
of all the possessions of the Abbey with names of tenants, acreage and value and confirms
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the demesne land in the parish and lands that the Nuns held in many other parishes of
Northamptonshire and surrounding counties.30
In 1542 the King granted the Abbey and its demesne lands to John Mershe of London in
exchange for other property belonging to Mershe, and in this transaction the surveyor noted
the timber growing there as follows:‘Aboute the scyte of the seyd Manor be growing XX okes of C yeres growt, and CC
ashes of XL and LXXX yeres growt, whereof XX okes with C ashes are reservid for
tymber for the Fermor thereof to repayre and maynteyne the seyd late Pryory, and for
stakes for Hedgboot about the hedgis and fencys of the same; C ashes residewe,
valued at VId. the tre, which is in the booke Ls.’31
Timber was a valuable commodity, and would have been planted and maintained over
many years. The Abbey must have fallen into some disrepair, but on this occasion, there
were sufficient mature oaks and plenty of ash on site for the repair work, whereas in the
earlier days of the establishment the nuns were granted oaks from Northampton Park for
building work. The reference to fencing and hedge stakes is a further indication of a wellwooded mature site with long enclosed areas around the Abbey buildings.

14.1.3 THE TATE FAMILY, TOWARDS A COUNTRY HOUSE ESTATE
In 1548, John Mershe sold the Abbey and demesne lands to the Tate family who were to hold
the property for the next two hundred years.
The immediate purchasers were Lady Anne Longvyle, her third husband Andrew Wadham
and son Bartholomew Tate. Lady Anne came from Harrington, Northamptonshire, daughter
of Laurence Saunders. She was widowed three times, all her husbands being distinguished
men. Her first husband, Sir Bartholomew Tate, son of Sir John Tate, Lord Mayor of London
1496, served King Henry VIII, as a member of the Council of Calais and spent much time on
the continent. He died in 1532 leaving a son, Bartholomew, one of the purchasers of Delapre.
Lady Anne’s second husband was Sir Thomas Longville of Little Billing, Northants and
Wolverton, Buckinghamshire. Although Little Billing was nearby the family appears to have
been resident at Wolverton where he was buried in 1536. Lady Anne continued the name
Longville during and after her marriage to Andrew Wadham, her third husband, a
Gentleman Usher of the Queen’s household.32
Lady Anne retained her family’s association with the County by making Delapre her main
residence probably after the death of Andrew Wadham in 1551. Wadham held other
property in the neighbourhood, as it is recorded that he gave an annual rent charge
payable out of a farm at Collingtree to the poor of Hardingstone.33
Given Lady Anne’s status, it is likely that the Abbey itself would have been put into
comfortable order. Andrew Wadham, as a Gentleman Usher to the King, had experience of
repair works to the King’s property and was Keeper of the Park and Lodge at Sharpham in
Somerset. It is probable that he instigated the conversion work to the Abbey and supervised
the parkland and estate. Lady Anne remained at the Abbey until her death in 1564/5 when
she was buried at Hardingstone church and recorded as widow of Delapre.
33
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Her son Bartholomew inherited the Delapre estate at his mother’s death in 1564/5.
Bartholomew was MP for Coventry from 1572 to 1584, having also inherited the manor of
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Whitley from his mother who would probably have had a residence there. 34 The Tates held
Whitley manor together with three water-mills until they were sold by Zouch Tate in 1627.
Bartholomew became High Sheriff of Northamptonshire in 1585 and it is likely that he made
Delapre his main residence. He died in 1601 and was buried at Hardingstone, confirming that
Delapre had become the main residence.
William, his eldest son, was knighted in February 1605 and was Member of Parliament in 1615
for Northamptonshire. He had married Eleanor, daughter of the 11th Baron Zouche of
Harringworth, Northamptonshire, Warden of the Cinque Ports and Constable of Dover Castle.
Sir William’s brother was an eminent lawyer and his sisters also married well and the family
moved amongst the gentry, experiencing fine residences and gardens.35 Sir William and his
wife both died in 1617 and Delapre was inherited by their son Zouch, aged 11.
No documents survive to illustrate Delapre Abbey or its gardens at this period, but a recent
architectural survey suggested that alterations were made to the buildings in the early to mid
C17.36 Some of these may have been instigated by Sir William, but by 1627, Zouch had come
of age and after his sale of the Manor of Whitley in 1627, the proceeds would have been
available for major changes. In addition, together with his uncle
Sir Thomas Tresham of Newton, Zouch raised a mortgage in 1627 with Sir John Isham for
£1,500 due for repayment in 1631. The ‘closes in Great Houghton’ were held as security for
the loan. 37 Clearly Zouch Tate was expanding the Delapre estate holdings.
The west range of Delapre was reconstructed together with substantial work being carried
out to the north and east ranges. It was also probable that work was done on the south
range with the central cloister area being conserved. Zouch was elected MP for
Northampton in 1640, the Civil War period, supported the parliamentarian faction, and
presumably carried out no more alterations to the property before his death in 1650 at the
comparatively early age of 44 years. The recent Conservation Plan comments that a formal
hall or great chamber may have been on the south side of the cloister, and that this range
was rebuilt in the mid C18.38
Major alterations to a mansion are often carried out in association with improvements to the
landscape or garden works and were frequently implemented at an influx of wealth, or upon
the owner reaching maturity, as was the position of Zouch Tate. The gardens of the
C17mansion would probably have been mainly productive, with some enclosed formal
gardens close to the sitting or withdrawing rooms.
It is probable that the productive gardens continued on the east side of the newly built east
range. The formal or more decorative gardens are likely to have been sited on the south
side of the house where they could be viewed from the reception or sitting rooms.39 The
newly built west range with the main entrance to the house may have had a forecourt which
faced the closes on the west side.
William, the son of Zouch Tate inherited Delapre at the age of 19 and increased the family
land holdings still further in 1666 with the purchase of Ravenscroft Manor in Cotton End.40
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Farming in Hardingstone and Cotton was carried out by the Common or Open Field method
whereby each tenant held strips of arable land distributed across a number of large fields; in
the case of Hardingstone, this was a two-estate settlement each with its own independent
field system known as the East End Fields and the West End Fields.41 Much of the
characteristic ridge and furrow earthwork pattern resulting from the Common Field method is
visible today in the park at Delapre, which lay within the West End Fields.
In 1676, William was endeavouring to enclose the West End Fields, in which Ravenscroft
Manor also lay, and was exchanging his land in the East End Fields to help achieve this.
Clearly nothing was done and the West End Fields were still being cultivated under the strip
system up to at least 1740 as indicated in the Hardingstone Parish Survey.42
William owned Delapre for over 40 years dying in 1695 when his son, Bartholomew III
inherited. Bartholomew died aged 38 and was buried at Hardingstone church in 1704. His
heir and only son, also Bartholomew was then aged 5 and did not attain his majority until
1720. In this year the Abbey and park were recorded in a drawing by Peter Tillemans (Figure
5). The parkland at Delapre is shown as well wooded around the abbey buildings, in
particular to the west and the area of Far Cotton. There were no trees interrupting the view
from the Eleanor Cross over the open landscape to the abbey itself. The drawing also
depicts the ancient routeway from Northampton via the Nuns Mills passing east of the Abbey
up the hill to Hardingstone.
De-la-pre is described by John Bridges c.1719s as ‘now the seat of Bartholomew Tate built
upon the site of the abbey of S. Mary de Pratis’.43 He states that Mr. Tate had a great share
in the lands in Hardingstone. In 1722 Bartholomew married Arundel, daughter and heiress of
Henry Stratford of Overstone, Northamptonshire and acquired more holdings. He
exchanged land with Bartholomew Clarke44 and purchased property in West Cotton from his
mother’s family the Noels, and also bought land in Cotton End and in the East End fields of
Hardingstone. It is likely that he was intending to complete his grandfather’s plan to extend
the parkland. However, this was not achieved as shown in the plan of the open-fields of
Hardingstone (Figure 7). The parkland was still relatively small, bounded on the north side by
Bedford Way and surrounded by the furlongs of the arable open-fields.
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Figure 7: Hardingstone open-fields in 1660 and 1740. Delapre Abbey and parkland lie within
the West End Fields
By 1746, Bartholomew had left Delapre. It was rented out to George Viscount Malpas, son
and heir of the Earl of Cholmondley who lived there until May 1749.45 That same year Mary
Tate, Bartholomew’s only surviving daughter married Captain Charles Hardy and the Delapre
estate was settled upon them. A programme of building commenced. A new stable block
and coach house were erected north of the mansion and a new South Front was built
containing the main reception rooms which faced onto the present south lawn.46 Although
no documentary evidence has been found, it is likely that any formal gardens may have
been concentrated on the south front. By the mid C18 such gardens were being removed in
favour of the new landscape movement, and since the programme of building works must
have entailed some levelling of ground on the south front, it is possible that the first ha-ha
was constructed at this point. (See Figure 9)
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Mary died eighteen months after her wedding and although Captain Hardy remarried, his
second wife was also deceased by 1754 both wives were buried at Hardingstone. Shortly
after, Hardy, now Rear Admiral, was appointed Governor of New York and thereafter spent
most of his time abroad or on board ship. The Delapre estate was advertised to let in the
Northampton Mercury in spring 1756 and was described as ‘a large Mansion House with
good Gardens walled in, and well planted with Fruit Trees, convenient Offices, and
exceeding good Coach-houses and Stables for upwards of twenty horses recently built’.47
The House was described as almost completely furnished and there was some enclosed land
adjoining, valued at about £30 per annum which could be rented with the House if required.
This land was probably the ancient parkland. It was let in 1762 to Mr Lyon and Mr Litchfield,
surgeons of Northampton Infirmary, who were reported as using Delapre to accommodate

45

Rev. R.M. Sergeantson p.37.

46

Conservation Plan p.41.

47

Northampton Mercury, 8 March 1756.

61

patients undergoing inoculations. It is not known if they also leased the grounds, but the
Mercury reports that ‘the grounds were fenced in’.48
Bartholomew Tate and his second wife had made their home away from Delapre, at one time
living in Bath, and with Admiral Hardy having made a third marriage and being fully occupied
with his naval career, Delapre no longer had a family occupying the mansion. The Admiral,
with the consent of his Trustees, decided to sell the estate.

14.1.4 THE BOUVERIE FAMILY, A DESIGNED LANDSCAPE PARK
EDWARD BOUVERIE 1764 – 1810
In 1764 Edward Bouverie (1738-1810) purchased the Delapre estate including the manor of
Hardingstone for £22,000. He was the younger son of Sir Jacob Bouverie, 1st Viscount
Folkestone by his first wife, Mary Clarke, the daughter and heir of Bartholomew Clarke of
Hardingstone. Bartholomew Clarke had exchanged and purchased land from Bartholomew
Tate in Hardingstone, gradually building up a substantial estate in the area. Edward
succeeded to the Clarke estate in 1759, adding this to the Delapre estate after his marriage to
Harriett Fawkener in 1764.
In the middle of the C18 agriculture was changing to meet the needs of a growing
population and the scattered strips of the ‘old’ system were replaced by consolidated
holdings in fields defined by fences or hedges, a process known as enclosure. This allowed
greater flexibility of land use, encouraged the introduction of new crops, and ultimately led
to more efficient and productive farming methods. The fields of Hardingstone parish were
enclosed by Act of Parliament in 1765 and Edward Bouverie was the majority landholder. The
total area of the parish was 2963 acres of which 2358 acres was enclosed; of this the Delapre
estate was awarded 1370 acres or 60% after enclosure.
Documentary evidence for the landscape around the Abbey is contained in a map dated
1767, the earliest existing map for the Delapre estate and Hardingstone (Figure 8).49 It shows
the newly enclosed fields with names and reference numbers, houses, roads and footpaths,
plantations and spinneys, rivers, streams and ponds. There is a key identifying the houses and
lands of each proprietor, and the fields and closes of the settled and unsettled Bouverie
estate are distinguished with the letters A and B, respectively. No companion document to
relate the field numbers to their acreage has been found. The map has been overdrawn at
a later date with the proposed canal system, not opened until 1815, and even then the
proposed canal system did not extend eastwards beyond the London Road. Nevertheless,
this map offers, for the first time, detailed information on the setting of Delapre Abbey and its
parkland, and a context for earlier historical detail.
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Northampton Mercury, 12 April 1762.
NRO Map Inc46 described as the enclosure map dated 1767, and B(D) 1512 for the enclosure Act and
award, 1765. There is some doubt as to whether the map relates to enclosure as the numbering of
48
49

closes and houses does agree with the Award. The key to ownership given on the map suggest it is an
estate survey.
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Figure 8: A plan of the estate of the Honourable Edward Bouverie in the Parish of
Hardingstone in the County of Northampton. Plan’d etc. by S. Turner, Harbro’ 1767. (North is
at the foot of the plan)
The newly enclosed furlongs around the Abbey have now become parkland and the north,
west and south boundaries are mainly defined by belts of trees. The east boundary follows
an ancient track-way (called Porte lane in a 1586 terrier50) running from the village of
Hardingstone down to the river crossing at Nun Mills. This boundary pattern appears to match
the modern day boundaries and the enclosed area is about 290 acres. Bushey close, Red
Pathway close and Fullbrook close (sub-divided with one part named Hill close) are all
marked, as is the large Spinney to the south sparsely populated with trees. The entrance
drive from the London Road is shown but with a more pleasing curve than the present drive.
A stream (the Fullbrook) runs from the corner of Hill close to a small pond in front of the

50

Serjeantson, R.M. A History of Delapre Abbey, 1909.
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Abbey, and may have been the main supply of fresh water. The parkland to the east of the
stream is almost featureless reflecting the recent open-field furlongs, whereas to the west of
the stream, and north-west of the house, the ancient parkland of the Abbey, there are
distinct clumps of trees and ‘naturalistic’ landscaping. There is a close to the east of the
Abbey, later referred to as Wall close or Gravel Pit close and within it is a linear belt of trees
running roughly north-south and a tree-lined pond.
Details of the Abbey buildings and its environs are shown in Figure 9. This shows the main
house, the stables, stable yard and coach-house which are as expected from earlier
descriptions when the house was advertised to let.51 On the site of the present south lawn is a
circular, probably moated area with trees within and on its boundary.52 The walled garden is
shown on its present site with a central wall; the southern area planted with an orchard. The
other part contains a circular feature, possibly a bed or a water feature. There appears to be
an arrangement of trees in the close to the east of the walled garden.
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Figure 9: Detail from the plan of the estate of the Honourable Edward Bouverie dated 1767.
(North is at the foot of the plan)
Between the walled area and the house is a long thin building possibly Abbey Cottage and
services such as the dairy and brewhouse. Another line of buildings is indicated beyond the
north wall, which would typically be the location for worksheds, bothies and storage rooms.
The thick bluish line towards the bottom of Figure 9 is thought to be the medieval fish-pond
referred to above, known as the Lachemere.

51

Northampton Mercury 8 Mar 1756.

52 The drawing convention used for the circular boundary ditch is a thick grey-blue line. The

only other use of this convention is for

the fish-pond known as Lachemere between the park and the Nun’s meadow.
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A view of the west-front of the Abbey,published in 1807,provides details of planting close to
the house (Figure 10) .•• Sheep graze the lawn,which appears to extend to the house.
Climbing plants cover the walls,some having grown to the lop of the second-storey
windows. Shrubs and a single tall tree are shown in front of the stable yard,and another
smaller tree is
on the south lawn in front of
's rebuilt south

'"'

Figure 10: Postcard of Delapre Abbey, by J. Greig, published by William Clarke 1807
The 1791 map of the county by Thomas Eyre shows a wide tree-lined avenue stretching
southward from the south-front of the house and up the hill towards Hardingstone.54 No other
evidence for this has been found nor indeed any documents recording the parkland’s
design.

EDWARD BOUVERIE II 1810 – 1858
Edward’s son also named Edward (1767-1858), an active Liberal MP, inherited Delapre on his
father’s death in 1810. The estate is shown in an undated map at Northamptonshire Record
Office (NRO), indexed as C18, and entitled ‘Map and survey of Delapre Farm in the Lordship
of Hardingstone belonging to Edward Bouverie Esq. in his own occupation. Also some

Postcard, De-La-Pre Abbey, Northamptonshire, J. Grieg, published by William Clarke of Bond Street,
February 1807. Northampton Libraries Local Studies Collection.

53

54 ‘The County of Northampton as surveyed and planned by Thomas Eyre revised by Thomas Jefferys’,
second edition revised and corrected 1791, pub. by Northamptonshire Libraries 1975.
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adjoining closes' (Figure 11).•• As the 1767 map was prepared for the 'Honourable'Edward
Bouverie and as the subsequent map omits this title,it is likely that the survey was prepared
for his son Edwardshortly after his inheritanc e. When compared with the 1767 map (Figure
8),it would appear that the landscape has matured and the map may have been drawn for
the younger Edward shortly after he succeeded to the estate in 1810.
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Figure 11: Map and survey of Delapre Farm in the Lordship of Hardingstone belonging to
Edward Bouverie, Esq. in his own occupation. Also some adjoining closes. (North is at the
foot of the plan)
The main boundaries with their plantation tree-belts are as in 1767. The woodland on the
south boundary, now named Fullbrook Plantation, is densely populated with trees with a
network of paths running through. Fullbrook close has been renamed Cross close. The
parkland, to the west of the Abbey and the dividing stream is identified as ‘The Park’ and
appears to reflect the ancient parkland of the Abbey. The Great Lawn, the name given to the
parkland south of the Abbey, is reminiscent of a deer park but there is no evidence that deer
were kept. There are standards and clumps of trees in the Park and on the Great Lawn. The
moat to the south of the house in existence in 1767 has been altered and extended
eastwards into Wall close and follows a similar line to that of the present ha-ha and ditch. It
is possible that Wall close takes its name as the close next to Captain Hardy’s walled garden.
The stream running across the park from the corner of Cross close now has two elongated

55

NRO Map 1286, no date 18th century.

71

woodland belts and divides into two as it approaches the house. One branch continues
towards a pond west of the house and the other feeds into the ha-ha ditch.
A circular feature just outside the south-east boundary of the Abbey precinct represents a
raised bank for an ice house. In Wall close, against the east boundary, land has been taken
out of the parkland to create a long rectangular paddock. A range of buildings is visible in
Barn close on what later became the site of the Delapre Home Farm.
The map is badly worn in the area of the Abbey (Figure 12), but it is clear that the stable block
and buildings around the stable yard are as in 1767 (Figure 9). An orangery (later the billiard
room) had been built on the south front, whilst adjoining it and part filling the gap between the
orangery and the main house was a square building, which is linked by another building,
Courtyard Cottage, to Abbey Cottage at the rear of the house. The north wall of the walled
garden and the range is just visible, as is an entrance gate for the pathway that leads from
the west front, past the garden buildings and into Wall close. No internal details of the walled
garden can be seen but a very faint line representing the east wall is just discernible.
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Figure 12: Detail of C18 map & survey of Delapre Park Farm. (North is at the foot of the plan)
Edward was responsible for rebuilding the south-west wing with a library on the ground floor
and improved bedroom accommodation above. The construction cannot be dated
precisely but it must be later than a print by J. P. Neale of 1818 (Figure13) and before George
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Clarke first sketch of Delapre in 1854 (Figure 15).56 As Edward retired from Parliament in 1832,
it is likely that building work took place after this date when he was living at Delapre. The
1841 census records him there with his wife, three unmarried daughters, 12 female servants
and six male servants. By the 1851 census he was a widower, aged 83 living with the same
three daughters plus two daughters-in-law. The domestic staff had increased to13 females
and 12 males. The latter included a gardener named Edward Watts, aged 25 and probably
living in the bothy. The census also records that there were six labourers and one boy
employed in the garden.

Figure 13: J.P. Neale, Delapre Abbey from the north-west, 1818
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A description of the park and garden at Delapre at the beginning of the C19 is given by
Evans, 57
‘... the gardens are extensive and laid out with considerable taste, and a vista has lately
been opened up through the trees admitting to the house a view of the Queen’s Cross.’
That such a vista from the house to the Eleanor Cross had been created is confirmed by the
OS 2-inch surveyor’s map of c.1815 where there is a distinct gap in the boundary plantation
(Figure 14).

56.Neale

J.P, Delapre Abbey from the north-west, 1818 NRO P9549; George Clarke, Delapre Abbey from
the west front 1854. NRO GCPS Book 30 p. 73.
57

Evans and Britten, Beauties of Northamptonshire, p104, 1813.
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Figure 14: OS 2-inch surveyor's map of DeIapre Park,c.1815
Details of planting close to the house are shown in two early C19 engravings of the west-front
(Figures 10 & 13).The house is 'clothed'with climbers on all faces of the waland a single
large tree is seen in the south-west corner of the south lawn. The earlier engraving shows
lawns up the house whereas by 1818 there is a post-and-rail fence between the drive and

u.

the park, and a vertical plank fence edges the south lawn.
George Clarke sketched the Abbey in 1854 and the changes which had occurred are seen
in his sketches and a series of engravings and paintings based on them
(Figures 15, 16 and 17).58 Iron railings now demarcate a garden area set several yards into
the park on the west side of the house. This fence continues around the edge of the south
lawn. Planting in both areas is of well-spaced, low, evergreen shrubs very much in the
gardenesque style. Sheep and cattle graze the parkland, and in a painting of the south
elevation of the house from the park, the ha-ha is seen with its inner face lined in stone and a
group of trees at the eastern end of the lawn (Figure 16).

58

Figure 15 Clarke, George, op.cit.; Figure 16 Clarke, George, 1854. NRO; Figure 17 Gotch, J.A., ‘Old

Halls and Manor Houses of Northamptonshire’ 1836 Fig. 126.
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Figure 15: Sketch by George Clarke, Delapre Abbey, west front, 1854
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Figure 16: Delapre Abbey, Northamptonshire, the Seat of E. Bouverie, Esq
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Figure 17: Delapre Abbey – The Garden Front from a drawing by George Clarke
It was during Edward II’s tenure that the first effects of the industrial age began to impinge on
life at Delapre. The Grand Junction Canal Company purchased land to the west of London
Road to build a branch canal to serve Northampton with a wharf in Far Cotton. Any plans to
extend eastwards across meadows to the north of Delapre Park, as noted above and seen
as overdrawing on the 1767 enclosure map (Figure 8) were never realised.
However, the arrival of the railways in Northamptonshire posed an even greater threat to the
privacy of the estate. Edward’s concerns are concisely expressed in two letters to Lord
Fitzwilliam at Milton in 1842.59 In the first he asks Fitzwilliam if he will be approving the
projected line set out for the new railroad which goes through both their properties, pointing
out that,
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‘It is of great consequence to me what you mean to do as the line is set out so near
to my House that it might totally ruin the place and do great injury to the whole
Property.’
Five days later, mentioning that Lord Lilford and the Duke of Dorset were also affected, he
ends his letter with,
‘By the present plan my place will be converted into a station.’
The Blisworth and Peterborough railway line (later known as the London and North Western
Railway), which passed inside the northern boundary of the estate, was opened in May 1845.
At the same time Bridge Street station, built at Cotton End on land sold by Edward Bouverie,
was opened to serve Northampton.60

59

Letters Bouverie-Fitzwilliam, 1842. NRO F(M)c Box 1622, Bundle DI.

60

Blagrove, D, The railways of Northamptonshire, p32, 2005.
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EVERARD BOUVERIE 1858 – 1871
When Edward Bouverie II died in 1856 at the age of 81, he was succeeded by his eldest son
General Everard William Bouverie (1789-1871). Everard had married Charlotte O’ Donel from
County Mayo, Ireland in 1816, and the marriage was childless. He had had a distinguished
military career in the Royal Horse Guards fighting in the Spanish Peninsula war, and was Aide
de Camp to The Duke of Wellington at the battle of Waterloo, where on 18 June 1815 he was
listed as slightly wounded.
Immediately before inheriting the Delapre estate he was living in London and employed as
an equerry to Queen Victoria, although his actual role in the Royal Household is not known.
The 1841 census shows him living at 12 Grafton Street, Westminster with his wife and four
servants, and in 1851 he is staying at Buckingham Palace whilst his wife was at Delapre. By
1861, residing at Delapre, he is described as magistrate and Lieutenant General in the army,
living with Charlotte, and with fifteen servants (five male).
There is apocryphal evidence that Everard replaced the old circular staircase to the upper
floor of the south range with the present square staircase. No other building work can be
attributed to Everard’s time, and stylistically the staircase could be later in the century when
his successor was remodelling the south range. 61 Everard seems, instead, to have
concentrated on being a dutiful squire supporting the local community. He was a generous
supporter of schools, founding schools at Hardingstone and Cotton End and in his will, proved
1872, he gave £500 worth of 3% Annuities to Hardingstone parish, the income from which was
to be distributed among the poor industrious families or persons of good character and sober
habits in the parish.62
By 1871, the year in which he died, Everard describes himself as gentleman and had fifteen
servants (six male), including a head gardener and an under gardener. No significant works
within the gardens and parkland can be attributed to General Everard and the only detail of
the estate from this period is given in an engraving dated June 1858 (Figure 18).63 Although
containing a degree of artistic licence, it shows the setting of the Abbey viewed across the
parkland from the pond to the north of the Eleanor Cross. The trees to the west of the house,
the area alongside the brook, known as the Rookery, and on the south-lawn all display their
summer canopies.
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Spiers, C Delapre Abbey, Northampton p.19 2007, Delapre Abbey Conservation Plan pp. 43-44 2006.
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Victoria County History Vol. II p. 259.
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Northamptonshire Local Studies Collection, Postcard by Rock & Co. London, 24 June 1858.
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Figure 18: Postcard of setting of Delapre Abbey 1858
Everard and Charlotte Bouverie had no children but any uncertainty about the succession
was resolved in the early 1860s by a court case brought by his nephew John Augustus Sheil
Bouverie.64 John, the son of Edward’s brother Captain Francis-Kenelm Bouverie and Elizabeth
Sheil, was brought up in Castledawson in Ireland where Francis had settled after his
commission in the army. Following Francis’s death in 1837, his wife’s circumstances ‘became
greatly reduced’ and all contact with Delapre seems to have been lost. She remarried a
further two times, and does not appear to have communicated to her son John his interest in
the Delapre succession. When he was in his late twenties, somehow hearing about the
family link, John approached the solicitors to the estate who refused to enlighten him further,
citing the fact that ‘his legitimacy was questionable'. Fortunately, a recent statute had been
passed that contended whenever a child was born in wedlock and the husband recognised
the child as his, which Francis-Kenelm had done, the law did not allow the child’s legitimacy to
be questioned. John petitioned the Court of Probate and Divorce in London to confirm that,
as Everard’s nephew, he was next in line to the estate. It was reported during the case that
Everard had heard a vague rumour that his brother had left a son, and having heard the
evidence presented, withdrew his opposition and accepted John as his heir. The court ruling,
therefore, was that John Augustus Sheil Bouverie was the legally acknowledged heir of the
Delapre Estate.

JOHN A S BOUVERIE 1871 – 1894
84

In November 1871 General Everard Bouverie died and in early 1872, at the age of 35, John
Augustus Sheil Bouverie (1836 -1894) and his family moved to Delapre Abbey. Within the year
he had mortgaged the Abbey together with lands and houses in the parishes of Great
Houghton and Hardingstone for £30,00065, and began a campaign of improvements. For the
house, these comprised mainly internal alterations and a comprehensive re-decoration of
both floors of the south range to upgrade the living accommodation. Externally he replaced
the plain parapet to the roof over the range with a balustrade with finials, and replaced the
Georgian sash windows with single pane sashes of Victorian plate glass.

64
65

‘The Heir of Delapre’, Bucke’s Vicissitudes of Families, 3rd Series, 1863. NRO uncatalogued box.
NRO B(D) 1319-1329 Mortgages of Delapre Abbey 1872-1920.
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At both the 1881 and 1891 censuses John AS Bouverie is resident at Delapre with his wife
Jane, one son and three daughters together with a governess. The domestic staff totalled 16
in 1881 but reduced to 12 in 1891, perhaps reflecting the changing fortunes resulting from the
widespread depression in farming in the latter part of the C19.

Figure 19: Detail from Map of the Delapre Estate 1873
As well as the First edition Ordnance Survey (OS) maps of the 1880s, two further estate maps
survive. The first dated 1873, shortly after John’s arrival at Delapre, is at a scale of
6 Yo inches to the mile and shown in Figure 19.66 The other map, a detailed terrier of c.188067,
is of 1879, and at a scale of 26 Yo inches to the mile (Figure 20).68 The later map provides
much greater detail, discussion of the estate, parkland and gardens than the 1879 map
(Figure 20) but two points should be noted from the map of 1873 (Figure 19).
Two railway lines pass within the northern boundary of the estate and are shown more clearly
on the 1873 map; the Blisworth to Peterborough Railway branch is coloured red, and the
66 NRO B(D) Uncatalogued box ‘Bouverie estate plans, maps’, scale 12 chains to the inch. Undated
but in envelope dated 27 March 1873.
67

NRO ZA3356 Terrier of the Bouverie estate, c1880.

68

NRO B(D) Map 849, scale 3 chains to the inch. 1879.
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Bedford and Northampton branch is coloured yellow. This mop also shows that Home Form
has been built in the fields to the east of the estate before 1873 replacing the earlier
collection of borns in Born close.
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Figure 20: Detail from Mop of the Delopre Estate 1879 showing Delopre Pork
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The 1879 map (Figure 20) shows in considerable detail the boundaries of the plantations, tree
belts and the spinney in the south of the park but omits all the stands and clumps of trees
previously seen within the park on earlier maps. This is obviously intentional as trees are again
represented on the 1880s OS mapping. The woodland areas alongside the stream running
across the park have coalesced into a single extended wood, referred to as The Rookery in
the C20. The driveway from the London Road to the house has been straightened over most
of its length, then divides, with one branch turning along the west front to the entrance to the
Abbey, the other continues along the north side of the walled garden and into Wall close.
The OS 1880s map indicates heavy tree planting alongside the driveway.
New footpaths cross the meadow and the park, and the walks in the southern spinney have
been altered slightly from those on the ‘1810’ map. Cross Close, The Great Lawn, The Park
and Wall Close are all clearly shown, but not named, and a new boundary fence has
appeared starting from a point south of the entrance, running parallel to the drive before
turning south-east to join The Rookery boundary. This fence-line survived until at least 1943.69
A perimeter path follows the line of the ha-ha and eastern boundary of the pleasure grounds
returning to the south front via the east wall of the walled garden. Other inter-linking paths
are shown in the pleasure grounds, all of which lead to a central rectangular feature. From
the drawing conventions used this is not a building but might be a specialist garden. Also
shown in the pleasure grounds are two long, narrow rectangular features, one along the
north boundary and the other against the outer face of the walled garden. Today these are
areas of lawn but puzzlingly the drawing convention indicates they could be either buildings,
glass houses or canopied frames over fruit.
This plan does not indicate vegetation, but it is apparent from the current planting of the
pleasure grounds that the trees possibly date back to this period, some may be older such as
the tulip tree (Liriodendron Tulipifera) on the south lawn boundary and some of the
Wellingtonias (Sequoiadendron gigantium). The area has been planted with great care and
there are many choice examples including old rhododendrons, all of which need
identification and recording.
The ice house appears to be a rectangular building, and, for the first time, the lodge at the
entrance from the London Road is indicated. The 1871 census does not list the lodge but it is
included in the1881 census, suggesting a construction date between 1871 and 1879.
Alongside the lodge, a pair of quadrant-circular walls flank the driveway from the London
Road. These and the ornamental cast-iron railings and the elaborate entrance gates seen in
a later photograph (Figure 21) would have been installed when the lodge was built.70
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OS map 6 inches to 1 mile, 1943.
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NRO P8087/47 c1900.
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Figure 21: Lodge and entrance gates to Delapre Abbey c.1900
The detailed terrier, which accompanies the 1879 map, lists each tenant and their holdings
against the field numbers on the map. At this date the Delapre Estate totals 3407 acres, of
which 2599 acres are in Hardingstone and 421 acres and 387 acres in Great Houghton and
Weston Favell, respectively. The estate ‘in hand’, mostly within the parkland area, is given as
169a 0r 22p.
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The scale of the map is such that the ancillary buildings to the rear of the house as well as
those in the walled garden can be seen in detail for the first time (Figure 22). Abbey Cottage
and the adjoining Courtyard Cottage (now demolished) are depicted, with buildings
extending the range southwards into the gap in the south front between the house and the
orangery. Close to this is the Game Larder which today has a thatched roof. The layout of
the paths in the walled garden is virtually the same as today but there are more small
buildings shown at the north end; some will be glass houses and frames. Along the north wall
are three lean-to greenhouses, the two westerly ones are almost certainly those surviving
today, and just inside the entrance is a free-standing greenhouse seen in later photographs
and maps, but removed in the 1950s.
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Figure 22: Detail of Map of Delapre 1879 showing the Abbey and pleasure grounds
After 1879 and before OS map 1887, a magnificent conservatory (Figure 23)71 had been
constructed on the south front in the space between the Abbey and the billiard room, which
had been converted from the orangery. The conservatory filled the gap and was several
feet wider than the billiard room. It sat on a raised plinth and had three tall projecting bays,
each with French windows and steps leading down onto the walkway along the south front.
There was a central square tower, possibly not glazed, topped by a cupola. From
photographs the conservatory appears to be a lean-to structure with a solid back wall. By
adding a conservatory, John Bouverie was not only making a satisfying completion to the
94

south elevation of the Abbey, he was also providing a light sunlit room for displaying exotic
flowers, a ‘sitting room’ for winter warmth and a dry route to the billiard room in inclement
weather.

71

Delapre Abbey (South), Northampton. Postcard. c.1900. NRO 6455/11.
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Figure 23: The Conservatory at Delapre Abbey
A proposal by John Bouverie provides an insight into the footpaths on the estate. A footpath
from Northampton left the London Road near the railway line, crossed the Great Meadow,
followed along the north side of the Lachemere pond before turning south to Hardingstone.
Because it passed the Delapre kennels it was locally referred to as the Dog Kennel walk. A
letter in the Northampton Herald of 1881 complained that closing the ‘pleasant pathway
called The Dog Kennels’ and moving it closer to the railway ‘is probably the beginning of
closing all those pretty walks through the Delapre estate so we may expect soon to lose our
strolls over “Lovers Walk”, “Jacobs Ladder” etc’. A few days later Mr. Bouverie responded,
pointing out that he has had many complaints about the present footpath being too low
and wet and impassable in winter. The proposed new path will be dry and planted along its
whole length, making it an agreeable walk. Correspondence continued for three years but
the footpath was never re-directed! 72
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JOHN A S BOUVERIE 1894 – 1905
On the death of John Augustus Sheil Bouverie in December 1894 his son, also John Augustus
Sheil Bouverie (1866-1905), aged 27 and living at Delapre, inherited the estate. The family’s
financial circumstances still appear to be precarious, and whilst there are no surviving
account books to provide the detail, it seems that the debts run up by his father’s
improvements still encumbered the estate. However, the late C19 depression in farming
would also have caused a reduction in rental income. In the last quarter of the century, the
Bouveries had an alternative source of income. In 1872, the elder John began leasing the
mineral rights on Hunsbury Hill and Brier Hill in the west of the parish, for the extraction of iron
ore. As this continued until at least 1900, one would have thought that it would have more
than compensated from any loss of income from the farms. Whatever the reason, John and
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NRO ZB 199/1.
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his mother with sister Mary Helen seem to have made the decision to reduce their costs and
move to Hardingstone House, Hardingstone, a smaller modern house, which probably
belonged to the estate. Delapre Abbey was let to John
Cooper Esq, a Northampton boot and shoe manufacturer in 1896 on a twenty year lease,
and as a consequence, few if any changes were made to the house or the surrounding
parkland during his tenure.
A map of the estate in Hardingstone, Great Houghton & Weston Favell, dated 189573 and
drawn at 6 Yo inches to the mile, is almost indistinguishable from that of 1873, drawn to the
same scale. No changes in the areas of the Abbey buildings and parkland can be
detected, but there are three new buildings in Hardingstone village, one of which is
Hardingstone House.
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Figure 24: A visitor to the Conservatory late C19. The conservatory
had tiers of plants including geraniums and trailing
pelargoniums, ferns in pots and a vine.
73 NRO B(D) Uncatalogued box ‘Bouverie estate plans, maps’, scale 12 chains to the inch. Undated
but in envelope dated 29 April 1895.
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John raised income by selling off parcels of land, as did his father in the late 1870s when he
sold parts of the Great Meadow to private individuals for £712 per acre. In 1895 John II sold
two plots of land to Pickering Phipps, the Northampton brewer and lessee of the Hunsbury Hill
mineral rights, with others for speculative building, realising only £400 per acre. This land
consisted of 10 acres to the east of the London road and bordered the northern edge of
Delapre Park, together with 20 acres between the London and Towcester Roads, where
Euston Road, Southampton Road and Penrhyn Road were subsequently built.74
However, a list of Northamptonshire landowners with more than 100 acres published in c.1900
gives a different picture.75 J A S Bouverie is listed as receiving a gross annual rental income of
£8677 from his 3188 acres, corresponding to an income of £2 15s per acre, one of the highest
in the county.76 His neighbour, Mr Smythe at Little Houghton, with 3110 acres, was receiving
£2 3s per acre but the majority of estates of comparable acreage were yielding less than £1
16s per acre.
In his will of 1892, John’s father made provision for small parcels of land (less than three acres)
to be sold off to support, amongst other things, any public or charitable purposes.
Accordingly, in March1900 his executors conveyed the Queen Eleanor Cross together with
588 square feet of ‘roadside waste’ to Northamptonshire County Council who covenanted
to maintain and repair it.77

MISS MARY BOUVERIE 1905 – 1943
In 1905, after the death of John Sheil Bouverie II, the estate passed to his eldest sister
Miss Mary Helen Bouverie (1865-1943). As Delapre was still leased to John Cooper, Mary
continued to live at Hardingstone House with her mother. When John Cooper died in 1906,
his family moved out of the house, but as the lease had 10 more years to run it seems to have
remained empty until 1914 when Mary, then aged 48, returned to the Abbey. She took on
the responsibility of managing a large country estate, which comprised the Park and the
Abbey, virtually the whole village of Hardingstone together with land and property in Far
Cotton, Great Houghton and Weston Favell. The estate seems to have survived almost intact
the Great Depression in farming with only a 6% reduction, i.e. from 3407 acres in 1879 to 3188
acres in about 1900.78 As no detailed estate accounts survive, it is not possible to say
whether or not the estate was returning a profit. The family’s move to Hardingstone House in
1896, and several piecemeal sales of land for housing between 1895 and 1914, might
suggest that it was not. Additionally the estate was still encumbered by the costs incurred by
her father’s improvements to the Abbey in the 1870s.
Little has been documented about Mary, or Miss Bouverie as she was normally referred to,
before succeeding to Delapre, but newspaper cuttings in a family scrapbook give some
insight into her earlier life. 79 She was an active sports woman; she played cricket for
Northamptonshire Ladies against Leicestershire In September 1891, catching out three in the
first innings and one in the second. She also made the highest score for Northamptonshire
with 12 runs out of a total of 52! In June 1913 she won the Ladies Golf Tournament at Fulwell,
Oxfordshire making the longest drive of the tournament with ‘a masculine swing, which is
desperately effective’.
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NRO B(D) Delapre box file 2.
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This is a crude measure as it takes no account of whether farming is livestock, cereal or mixed.
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NRO B(D) 1425 Conveyance 1900.
The estate owned 3407 acres in 1879 (NRO ZA3356); in an undated but c1900 county wide survey
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NRO B(D) Delapre box file 2) it is quoted as 3188 acres.
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NRO B(D) Box File 2.
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Mary seems to have quickly settled into her duties as Lady of the Manor of Hardingstone. In a
newspaper article of 1908 she is described as ‘the lady bountiful of the village, a landlady
who enters heartily into the joys and sorrows of her tenancy’.80 The article goes on to say that
‘she gives freely of her wealth to good causes and the many calls upon her help and
influence are responded to with that cheerful graciousness characteristic of her’. She was a
devout churchwoman as well as an active helper, including being the superintendent of the
Sunday School. A photograph of Mary in 1907 with the Hardingstone boy’s bible class, taken
in the garden at Hardingstone House is shown in Figure 25.81 One of her acts of generosity
was to relinquish the chancel of Hardingstone church, which was the property of the
Bouverie family, and take her place among the worshipers as an ordinary parishioner.
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Figure 25: Miss Bouverie with the Boys Bible Class in the garden of Hardingstone House. 1907
During the First World War Mary did voluntary service with the Voluntary Aid Detachments
(VAD) section of the Northampton Territorial Forces Association at Abington Avenue hospital.
In 1918 she received a printed certificate from the Red Cross Society stating that ‘Miss Mary
Bouverie was brought to the notice of the Secretary for State for War for valuable Red Cross
services rendered during the Great War’.82 In December 1918 the Assistant Control Director of
the VAD wrote a personal letter of thanks ‘for the excellent services you rendered to the
Abington Avenue hospital, Northampton during the influenza epidemic of Oct/Nov 1918.
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NRO B(D) Box File 2. Newspaper cutting dated 24 April 1908,
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We shall always value the assistance you gave to the Commandant Mrs Jennings as long as
assistance wa; necessary and at the risk of your own life. I know no Lady more ready to lend
a helping hand in limes of need'.83

Figure 26: Abbey and pleasure grounds c.l950
After the war,Marywa; able to spend more time on estate improvements whilst continuing
to support the local community. She developed an interest in gardening and a major
R4

horticultural contribution at Delapre was the creation of a rock garden and bog garden in
the pleasure grounds east of the walled garden (Figure 26).84 From entries in the single
surviving accounts ledger of 1919-1955 some of this work can be dated to the mid-1920s:85
19-21 January 1924. Labourers laying crazy paving, 35 ½ hours.
23-24 January 1924. Labourers forming steps, Rock Garden, 3 hours.
The date of construction is supported by the journals of motor tours made by Colonel E.
Royds of Stubton Hall, Lincolnshire. In September 1925 the Colonel was travelling by Rolls
Royce (described as a luxury, which has exhibited many virtues and no defects), and was
accompanied by his wife Rachel, his son Ralph and Johnson their chauffeur. He writes: 86
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NRO Z199/9.
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OS map 25 inches to the mile, c.1950.
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NRO B(D) Uncatalogued box.

Lincs. RO Fane 6/12/6A. In 1889 Sir Edmund Royds (1860-1946), a solicitor of 7 Suffolk Place, London
married Rachel Fane, daughter of Colonel Frank Fane of Fulbeck, Lincs. Their home was Stubton Hall,
Lincs. Edmund Royds with Henry Hales Pleydell Bouverie were the executors of the will of John Augustus
Sheil Bouverie I who died in 1894.
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‘5 September 1925 . . . We set off after lunch for Grafton Regis to stay with Col & Mrs
Lombe over Sunday- driving through Northampton where we stopped and did some
shopping and ‘taking’ tea with Miss Bouverie at Delapre Abbey. She has closed all the
large rooms and couples the saloon and two other small rooms as dining and
drawing rooms – the latter a very pretty oak panelled room –which in old days was
called the Magistrates Room. Unfortunately it was a wet afternoon but we inspected
Miss Bouverie’s Rock-garden which she has recently made -and very pretty it is –on
the lawn side by side are a Tulip Tree and a Yellow Chestnut- just as we have them at
Stubton – the Delapre Trees are older and larger than ours. …’
On a second motor tour by Colonel Royds in May and June1930, this time accompanied by
his wife and her maid, he writes in his journal:87
‘Miss Bouverie gave us an excellent lunch at Delapre Abbey and of course we
inspected her rock-garden which she has improved a good deal since we last saw it.
She like most landowners complains of poverty and says she may have to move to a
smaller house.’
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Figure 27: Photograph of the lily pond in the pleasure grounds, 2009
The rock garden appears to have been constructed between 1923 and 1925 with further
improvements made before 1930. It was based on a series of ponds fed by a stream. The
central feature was a sunken circular lily pond (Figure 27) set at the junction of five paths,
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Lincs. RO Fane 6/12/6B.
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one of which led to a summerhouse shown on OS maps of 1943 and 1988, and a photograph
of c.1940 (Figure 28). Although no mention has been found in contemporary sources, on
exiting the rock garden, the stream supplied a small bog garden to the north-east.
Other entries from the accounts illustrate the work in the walled garden:
18 April 1924. Glazing and painting the top greenhouse88 at Delapre, 59 ½ hours
26 April 1924. Repairs to woodwork and brickwork, top greenhouse, 96 ½ hours
In 1927 the gardener’s wages totalled £7 0s 6d, and there were payments of £17 7s 4d
for seed, £14 12s 9d for bulbs, £1 15s 6d for spray for the trees. There were further
garden payments for fruit trees, petrol for the motor mower and coke for heating.
In 1926 Miss Bouverie was appointed a magistrate at Northampton Borough court, an
appointment she held up to her death, and was a member of the management committee
of St Andrew’s hospital from 1929 to 1941. She was awarded an OBE in the 1937 Coronation
honours list for services as a Justice of the Peace (JP). There is a very long list of her other
commitments, which includes vice-chairman of the House Committee of the General
hospital, being elected president in 1938, member of the County Council Education
committee, and chairman of the County Federation of the Women’s Institutes and president
of the Hardingstone branch.
Alongside her many public commitments, Mary also ran an impressive farming business
centred on the Home Farm also using the parkland beyond the ha-ha at Delapre for grazing.
An issue of the Northampton Independent dated 1936 featured an article describing her as
one of the most successful farmers in Northamptonshire, nobly following in her father’s
footsteps, carrying on the good work of a landlord farmer; also pointing out that there were
not too many landlord farmers at the time.89 Mary established a breeding herd of Jersey
cattle with great success winning many prizes, but during the 1930s she changed breed to
Red Polls cattle, which gave a good return of both milk and meat. However Delapre was
better known for its pedigree pigs. Mary established a herd of large white pigs with which
she won a lucrative contract from the Pig Marketing Board for a regular monthly supply of
bacon pigs. The article ends by describing the merits of her Jacob’s sheep flock in terms of
their magnificent wool and skins, ‘which make lovely rugs’. In all her farming activities she
was supported by Mr William Ansell, her farm manager at Home Farm.
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88 This must be the free-standing glasshouse shown on OS map 1901sited inside the main entrance to
the walled-garden demolished in the 1950s.
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Northampton Independent Magazine, Women of Northamptonshire, No.8. 1936.
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Figre 28: Pho togroph of Mi;sBouvere in front of the summerhouse
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In 1934 Mary was becoming increasingly concerned about her financial situation. This was first
hinted at some years earlier in Edmund Royds’ journals (see above) where, in 1925, Mary was
restricting the number of rooms in use at Delapre, and again in 1930 when there was talk of
moving to a smaller house. Between May 1931 and Dec 1934 she held several meetings with
John Faulkner Stops of Northampton, her solicitor, with the aim of increasing income
from the estate. They settled on a scheme, which included selling part of the outlying land,
other than the Abbey and Parks, which she wished to retain as long as she resided at the
Abbey.
Whilst farming was her business, Mary stated that gardening was her favourite and only
hobby. However, other than the rock and bog gardens created in the late 1920s, there is
little evidence for any other significant changes she might have made to either the walled
garden or the parkland generally. However the present day planting of the pleasure
grounds indicates a knowledgeable choice of specimens which may have been introduced
by Mary or her father, and which needs careful recording.
With the outbreak of the Second World War, the War Office requisitioned Delapre Abbey
and some of the surrounding land for use as an Infantry Training Centre, similar to ones at
nearby Wootton and Weedon.90 The soldiers consisted of a training commander, a second
in command and three platoon commanders together with about 100 other ranks, all
accommodated on the premises. The parkland was used for field-craft training and
manoeuvres with blanks, and route marches with full battle kit were carried out in the
surrounding area. It was not unusual for men wounded at the front to be posted to Delapre
for light duties and recuperation before return to their regiment. A Condition Survey made
by the estate agents Jackson, Stops and Staff when the War Office took over the Abbey in
1940 provides considerable detail of the state of the buildings but is less informative about
the grounds and gardens. The only relevant entries are:
Portion of Park requisitioned: Grass – good and firm and close cropped.
Gardens: Garden, lawns, etc. in good condition.
Garden ornaments. South Terrace: Four 3’ 6” high stone vases on plinths, two cast
stone vases and two ornamental stone vases.
There are more detailed reports on the various gates and railings:
Gates from park to back yard and gates to front drive: Sound condition but paint
old and weathered on latter.
Park railings: Length of iron park railings between shrubbery and park, and between
these two gates.
Main entrance gates: Pair heavy cast iron front gates and ornamental wrought
Iron posts, two surrounded with copper balls, and two with gas lights in circular glazed
globe and ornamental finials. All four gates have iron tracks. Two semi- circular stone
walls either side surmounted with heavy iron railings and terminating in stone piers.
Left pier is out of the perpendicular. Stonework perished and weathered particularly
to base of left hand pier. Railings sound though two small finials missing to left hand
side. Paint old and weathered and ironwork slightly rusted to gates.
Against each item is a hand-written note signed by W. Ansell, the estate’s agent, stating that
they have been removed by the M.O.D. on 24 September 1944, and for the main gates it is
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also noted that he has correspondence to the effect that the War Department will consider
paying compensation.
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NRO ZA 7086 Requisition correspondence with MOD 1940.
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The only obvious evidence of the wartime ‘occupation’ within Delapre Park are two
rectangular concrete platforms where the entrance drive bends south in front of the house,
which were bases for Nissan huts, shown in a 1952 aerial photograph.91 However, when
interpreting landscape features within the wider parkland some might be the result of this
military activity.
On the southern boundary of the Park, there is evidence of Northampton’s Home Guard
activities. They were responsible for road blocks on all the major roads into the town, one
block being located on the London Road by the Hardingstone turn, set up in 1940.
Associated with this road block were two loopholes set in the original estate boundary wall
by Delapre Wood, 60m south of the Eleanor Cross, which were used to guard the road block.
The loopholes, which are now blocked up, are a reminder of the concern of a potential
threat to Northampton.
Two concrete pillboxes were constructed by the Home Guard on estate land for the
defence of the river approach to Northampton. Remains of both survive on the south bank
of the river Nene close to the site of the former power station.92
Mary remained at Delapre, living in the Stable block until early 1942 when she moved to
Pond House, Duston.93 In September 1941 the contents of the Abbey were sold in a three-day
sale.94 The first two days were taken up with 200 pieces of furniture, carpets, porcelain, silver
plate, china and oil paintings, whilst the entire third day was devoted to the sale of ‘an
important library of books’, including 80 works of Sir Walter Scott, several Jane Austen first
editions and a wide range of travel related books. At Duston, Mary’s health deteriorated
rapidly, and wishing to die at Delapre she arranged for accommodation to be made in the
ground floor of the stable block, where she died on 20 January 1943 aged 77 years.

MAJOR UTHWATT BOUVERIE 1943 – 1948
Delapre estate passed to Mary Bouverie’s nephew and heir, Major W.R.A.A. UthwattBouverie of Great Linford (or Lathbury ), Buckinghamshire. He had no interest in retaining
Delapre, which he must have recognised would be a burden, and immediately put the
whole estate on the market. The sale was held on 9 June 1944 and included seven farms,
accommodation holdings and cottages, comprising some 1182 acres and producing an
annual rent of £2087, or £1 15s per acre, considerably less than in c.1900 (see above).

93

91

NMR RAF aerial photograph SP7659/1, 7 June 1952.
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Defence of Britain Project deposited at the SMR.
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Sears, Colin. Delapre Abbey, Northampton. A History, Desmondo Publications, Northampton, 2006.
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NRO SC251 Sale of Old English furniture, paintings, etc. and an important library of books. 23-25

September 1941.
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Figure 29: Land in Hordingstone and Greo t Haughton sold in 1944
The sole excluded the Abbey and Parkland as well as Home Form,but included what
remained af the meadow to the north of the Abbey and all the Iand east of the porklond
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and Hardingstone, out to Great Houghton (Figure 29).95 The qualities and opportunities noted
in the sale catalogue stated that it was some of the richest land in the district, and, before the
ploughing orders introduced by war measures, noted feeding land. It was well served by
roads with every farm approached by good public roads and town water and sewerage
available to parts. Because of its proximity to the great Midland market centre of
Northampton, some of the land would be ideal for building development. The higher land was
described as heavy cropping [arable] land, whilst the lower land was believed to overlie
extensive gravel beds. It was recommended that it would make a first-class investment for
colleges, insurance companies, hospitals, schools, or for private investment.
The outcome of the sale is not known, but Delapre Abbey and parkland and the Home Farm
comprising a total of 586 acres of land were purchased by Northampton Corporation in 1946
for £56,421. Because of war-time restrictions, the Ministry of Health initially refused the
Corporation a loan with which to buy the property and a Mr William Lees solved the problem
by signing the contract for purchase in his own name. At the last moment, however, the
Ministry relented and granted the loan.96

14.1.5 NORTHAMPTON CORPORATION/NORTHAMPTON BOROUGH
COUNCIL 1948 TO THE PRESENT – THE PUBLIC PARK
After its purchase by the Corporation, the parkland was opened to the public and became
a well loved and popular place to visit and enjoy; many local and county-wide events, such
as Northampton Town Show, were held there.
After the war the estate was de-requisitioned by the War Office but from June 1947, a
portion was retained by the Ministry of Works under Defence Regulations for use by the
Northamptonshire County War Agricultural Committee.97 A plan of January 1948 and an
accompanying letter list the retained areas as:
The principal residence excluding the billiard room.
Two bays of the three-bay garage originally the coach-house.
The southern part of the stable block [closest to the house].
Part of the stable yard 25ft deep adjacent to western and southern
boundaries.
The south lawn and an area in front of the house extending to the northern
park boundary, and approximately 75 yards along the entrance drive.
The Committee’s role was strategic, matching the consumer needs in the county to the
production capability of the farmers during national food rationing. By 1953 rationing had
been phased out, the operation was scaled down and removed from Delapre.
By 1953, the C19 Conservatory between the house and the billiard room, the former
orangery, was demolished and replaced by a narrow single storey linked building with a
doorway onto the plinth with steps leading to the lawn. This was a very plain building in
comparison with the Conservatory which it replaced.
From 1953 to 1957, the only occupier of the Abbey was the Corporation Estates Department
and in 1954 its impending demolition was announced, the County Council having raised no
objection. A temporary reprieve was obtained and a ‘Save Delapre fund’ set up, founded
by Joan Wake and the Record Society. The Fund successfully raised the £20,000 needed for
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NRO SC404 The Delapre Estate East 1944, with plan. It should be noted that the route of the proposed
ring road shown in Figure 28 was not the route finally built.
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NRO ZB667/1. Newspaper cutting in a scrapbook, 1967.
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the necessary repairs. The Council had argued that complete demolition would involve no
net cost since this would be met by the value of the salvage materials in the Abbey.
The Abbey was transferred to the Delapre Abbey Repair Fund in 1957 and Miss Wake
announced that work would start that November to convert part of the buildings for the
Northamptonshire Record Society and to provide a Record Office for Northamptonshire. The
following year, the County Council was granted a 99 year lease from the Corporation at a
peppercorn rent. The Record Office opened in May 1959 with over 1,100 people attending
the opening ceremony. In her speech, Miss Wake revealed that she was once described as
'a cross between a missionary and a ferret, and the best burglar in England'. The Record
Office transferred to purpose built premises at Wootton Hall, Northampton in 1991 and the
Abbey was vacated by 1992.
Whilst the Abbey building was under threat of demolition, public concern was also expressed
concerning the parkland trees. During the Corporation debate it was stated that the
Council were pulling down twenty trees as ‘rotten to the core’ as was the Abbey. The
Northamptonshire Natural History and Field Club wrote to the newspaper that
‘it is observed that 250 trees on the Delapre estate are now offered for sale to fall
to the axe of the wood-man. It must be these trees that are decayed and a
danger to the public, otherwise we deplore the decision to fell.’98
Other parts of the estate were also being turned to economic advantage. In 1955
Mackaness Ltd obtained a license to extract gravel from 47 acres of the estate for 15 years,
after which the flooded pit would be turned into a holiday playground with a vast
ornamental lake with trees and bushes ‘planted on its gentle slopes’. The lake would be
helping to drain nearby land for farming. The mineral royalties received by the Corporation
amounted to £2,500 per annum.99 The resultant lake has been used for water-skiing, fishing
and is a popular area for walking and horse riding.
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Figure 30: The Fair comes to Delapre Park
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Northampton Chronicle and Echo 23 February 1954.

99
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The Northampton Estate and Parks Committee, who were responsible for Delapre Abbey and
park, prepared a blueprint in 1964 which suggested that the park might eventually become
the biggest sports and playground centre in the country. The facilities planned included a
stadium and football pitch, an 18-hole golf course, swimming pool and gymnasium, an
athletics track, boating lakes, a zoo, restaurant and other recreational facilities.100
Such an ambitious project would need new access roads and car parks, and discussion
centred on the road system around the parkland. One proposal mooted in 1969 was for a
high speed road cutting through the south-east woodlands of Delapre Park, with a new
approach road to Northampton running parallel to London Road, within the park boundary.
A letter to the newspaper stated that ‘to carry out these proposals without altering the
character of the park is a challenge indeed’. A similar letter pointed out that the plan would
leave the existing belt of trees [and the entrance lodge] and the Eleanor Cross isolated
between two roads.101
The existing bypass was eventually cut through the south east corner of the parkland and
avoided isolating the Eleanor Cross.
A golf course was laid out in the mid 1970s covering approximately 260 acres of the estate
and overlays around half of the parkland area. A club house was erected close to Home
Farm. The golf complex was taken over by Jack Barker’s organisation under a forty year
lease and in 2000 a defensive bund was erected around the golf course and extended
along the London Road to the entrance to the Park. Around 88,000 tonnes of infill material
was used to create this bund and during ground preparation a group of at least eight C1/C2
Roman pottery kilns were exposed south of the main entrance.
A Guide was prepared for visitors to the newly opened Record Office in 1959 and later a
section was added describing the walled gardens by Fred Golby.102 He described the
functioning of a Victorian kitchen garden, commenting on the number of gardeners
employed at the Abbey in the C19 and the nature of their work. However, he also describes
the current state of the glasshouses and their heating systems and comments on the roses
then growing on the ‘whitewashed walls’.
The Borough Council maintained the gardens for many years using colourful bedding and
herbaceous plants for the enjoyment of visitors and a number of pieces of sculpture have
been added. In 1978 the statue 'Woman with Fish' by Frank Dobson was erected. This had
been commissioned for the Festival of Britain and donated to Northampton by the sculptor
but had to be restored after being damaged during the 1960s. The statue is listed Grade II
by English Heritage.
To-day the Friends of Delapre Abbey operate a tearoom within Captain Hardy’s stable block
and visitors may sit outside and enjoy the gardens set within the ancient Abbey precincts.
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Appendix 4 Wildlife legislation

Statutory nature conservation sites and protected species are a ‘material consideration’ in the UK
planning process (DCLG, 2005). Where planning permission is not required, for example, on
proposals for external repair to structures, consideration of protected species remains necessary
given their protection under UK law.
Natural England (NE) Standing Advice aims to support Local Planning Authorities decision
making in respect of protected species (Natural England, 2012). Standing advice is a material
consideration in the determination of applications in the same way as any individual response
received from NE following consultation3.
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 transpose the requirements of
the European Habitats Directive and Birds Directive4 into UK law, enabling the designation of
protected sites and species at a European level.
The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) forms the key piece of UK legislation
relating to the protection of habitats and species. The Countryside and Rights of Way Act
2000 provides additional support to the 1981 Act, for example, increasing the protection of certain
reptile species. Specific protection for badger is provided by the Protection of Badger Act 1992.
The Wild Mammals (Protection) Act 1996 sets out the welfare framework with respect to wild
mammals, prohibiting a range of activities which may cause unnecessary suffering.
The UK and Northamptonshire Biodiversity Action Plans (BAP) target habitats and species of high
ecological interest or of conservation concern, and list actions required to conserve and enhance
them within the UK and Northamptonshire respectively. The Government has a duty to ensure that parties
take reasonable practicable steps to further the conservation of BAP-listed species under Section
41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Bill 20065. In addition, the Act
places a Biodiversity Duty on public authorities who “must, in exercising [their] functions, have
regard, so far as is consistent with the proper exercise of those functions, to the purpose of
conserving biodiversity” (Section 40 (1)). Criteria for the selection of priority habitats and species
in the UK BAP include, for example, international threat and marked national decline.
On the 27 March 2012 the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (DCLG, 2012) was
published. A summary of elements of the NPPF of relevance to nature conservation is as follows:

3

•

Paragraph 14 states “that at the heart of the NPPF is a presumption in favour of sustainable
development, which should be seen as a ‘golden thread’ running through both plan-making and
decision-taking. Core principles include that planning should contribute to conserving and
enhancing the natural environment.”

•

Section 11 relates specifically to conserving and enhancing the natural environment, with
paragraph 118 stating that “when determining planning applications, local planning authorities
should aim to conserve and enhance biodiversity by applying the following principles:
i.

“if significant harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through locating
on an alternative site with less harmful impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a last
resort, compensated for, then planning permission should be refused;

ii.

“proposed development on land within or outside a Site of Special Scientific Interest
likely to have an adverse effect on a Site of Special Scientific Interest (either
individually or in combination with other developments) should not normally be
permitted. Where an adverse effect on the site’s notified special interest features is
likely, an exception should only be made where the benefits of the development, at

Except where applications require EIA or may affect a Natura 2000 site.
Council Directive 92/43/EEC on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora, and
Council Directive 79/409/EEC on the Conservation of Wild Birds.
5
The NERC Act refers to “species of principle importance for the conservation of biodiversity”.
4

this site, clearly outweigh both the impacts that it is likely to have on the features of
the site that make it of special scientific interest and any broader impacts on the
national network of Sites of Special Scientific Interest;
iii.

development proposals where the primary objective is to conserve or enhance
biodiversity should be permitted;

iv.

opportunities to incorporate biodiversity in and around developments should be
encouraged;

v.

planning permission should be refused for development resulting in the loss or
deterioration of irreplaceable habitats, including ancient woodland and the loss of aged
or veteran trees found outside ancient woodland, unless the need for, and benefits of,
the development in that location clearly outweigh the loss; and

vi.

the following wildlife sites should be given the same protection as European sites:
-

potential Special Protection Areas and possible Special Areas of Conservation;

-

listed or proposed Ramsar sites; and

-

sites identified, or required, as compensatory measures for adverse effects on
European sites, potential Special Protection Areas, possible Special Areas of
Conservation, and listed or proposed Ramsar sites.”

Bats
All British species of bat are listed on the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended)
Schedule 5. It is an offence to deliberately kill, damage, take (Section 9(1)) a bat; to
intentionally or recklessly disturb a bat whilst it occupies a place of shelter or protection (Section
9(4)(b)); or to deliberately or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to a bat roost
(Section 9(4)(c)). Given the strict nature of these offences, there is an obligation on the
developer and owner of a site to consider the presence of bats.
All British bats are listed on the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010, Schedule
2. Regulation 41 strengthens the protection of bats under the 1981 Act against deliberate
1
capture or killing (Regulation 41(1) (a)), deliberate disturbance (Regulation 41(1) (b))6 and
damage or destruction of a resting place (Regulation 41(1) (d)).
A bat roost is defined as any structure or place which is used for shelter or protection,
irrespective of whether or not bats are resident. Buildings and trees may be used by bats for a
number of different purposes throughout the year including resting, sleeping, breeding, raising
young and hibernating. Use depends on bat age, sex, condition and species as well as the
external factors of season and weather conditions. A roost used during one season is therefore
protected throughout the year and any proposed works that may result in disturbance to bats,
and loss, obstruction of or damage to a roost are licensable.
Development works that may cause killing or injury of bats or that would result in the damage,
loss or disturbance of a bat roost would require a Natural England (NE) Mitigation Licence.
Licensed works require evidence that the works entailing detrimental impacts are unavoidable, as
well as appropriate mitigation, which may include seasonal constraints and provision of
alternative habitat and/or roosting structures. A NE Mitigation Licence application can only be
submitted on completion of surveys and receipt of planning consent. The application typically
takes six weeks to process, after which mitigation could commence.
All UK species of bat are also listed on the UK BAP. Under the NERC Act, 2006 the Government
has a duty to ensure that parties take reasonable practicable steps to further the conservation of
these species.

6

Relates specifically to deliberate disturbance in such a way as to be likely to significantly affect i) the ability of any significant group of animals of that
species to survive, breed or rear or nurture their young or ii) the local distribution of that species.

Nesting Birds
Birds and their nests are protected by the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). This
Act gives protection to all species of bird with regard to killing and injury, and to their nests and
eggs with regard to taking, damaging and destruction. Certain species listed on Schedule 1 of the
Act, are afforded additional protection against protection.
Great Crested Newts
Great crested newts are protected by the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). It is
an offence to; recklessly or intentionally kill, injure or capture any animals included in Schedule 5;
recklessly or intentionally damage, destroy or obstruct access to any structure or place which any
animal uses for shelter or protection, and; recklessly or intentionally disturb any animal while it is
occupying a structure or place which it uses for shelter or protection.
They are also listed on Schedule 2 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010,
strengthening the protection they are provided with under the Wildlife and Countryside Act
against; deliberate disturbance affecting ability to survive, breed or rear young; deliberate
disturbance affecting ability to hibernate or migrate and; damage or destroy a breeding site or
resting place of an animal.

Appendix 5: Biological records

Northamptonshire Biodiversity Records Centre

Northamptonshire Biodiversity

Rachel Bates

Records Centre

Land Use Consultants

C/O T he Wildlife Trust
Lings House
Billing Lings

43 Chalton Street,
London,
NW1 1JD

N orthamptonshire
Tel:
Fax:

NN3 8BE
01604 400448
01604 784835

NBRC@wildlifebcn.org

Our Reference: 13-017
th

5 February 2013

Dear Rachel,
Re: Ecological data search, Site of the Battle of Northampton (Ref:
22/01/13)
Thank you for approaching the NBRC with this enquiry. All the information that
you have requested is contained within this report. This include s a map of the
search area, statutory and non-statutory site details and a list of protected and
notable species records from your specifi d search area. For definitions of
these sites please refer to the document at the end of this report.
Statutory sites
The following statutory site is located within your specified search area. This
site has been labelled on the accompanying map.
Barnes Meadow

LNR

Further details, such as SSSI status and citations, can be accessed through
the Natural England website using the following link;
http://www.sssi.naturalengland.org.uk/Special/sssi/search.cfm
http://www.lnr.naturalengland.org.uk/Special/lnr/lnr_search.asp

http://jncc.defra.gov.uK/pdf/SPA/UK9020296.pdf
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/pdf/UK11 083.pdf
Non-statutory sites
Following the Natural Environment White Paper (2011), twelve Nature
Improvement Areas (NlA's) were designated and granted government funding

in February 2012. They should aim to achieve significant and demonstrable
enhancements of the ecological network over large areas by undertaking the
actions prioritised in the review.
Further information regarding the Nene Valley Nature Improvement Area can
be found on the Natural England website using the following link:
http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/conservation/biodiversity/funding/ni
a/projects/nenevalley.aspx
The following non-statutory sites are located within your specified search
area. These sites have been labelled on the accompanying map.
Site Name

Site Status

Barnes Meadow Reserve

Local Wildlife Site/Wildlife
Trust Reserve/LNR

Becketts Park Island

Potential Wildlife Site

Blue Lagoon - Northampton

Local Wildlife Site/LNR

Brackmills track (N.B: We do not currently hold information for this site)

Potential Wildlife Site

Brackmills Woods Roundabout

Potential Wildlife Site

Brackmills Woods south west (Description only)

Potential Wildlife Site

Brackmills Woods West (Description only)

Potential Wildlife Site

Briar Hill Canal Marsh

Local Wildlife Site

Coca Cola field (N.B: We do not currently hold information for this site)

Potential Wildlife Site

Delapre Lake

Local Wildlife Site

Delapre Pond

Potential Wildlife Site

Delapre Wood

Potential Wildlife Site

Duston Flood Channel (Description only)

Potential Wildlife Site

Duston Gravel Pit

Local Wildlife Site

Duston Junction Scrub

Local Wildlife Site

Grand Union Canal - Northampton Arm

Local Wildlife Site

Grange Wood/(Penn Valley)

Potential Wildlife Site

Hardingstone Brook (Rushmills)

Local Wildlife Site/LNR

Hardingstone Brook Grassland

Potential Wildlife Site

Hardingstone River Bank North (Description only)

Potential Wildlife Site

Hardingstone River Bank South

Potential Wildlife Site

Hillside Pond

Potential Wildlife Site

Hunsbury Hill Country Park

Local Wildlife Site/Local
Geological Site

Land adjacent to Wootton Railway Embankm

Potential Wildlife Site

Lower Pond

Potential Wildlife Site

Northampton General Hospital

Local Geological Site

St James' Park River Nene

Local Wildlife Site

The Rookery

Potential Wildlife Site

Wootton Railway Embankments

Local Wildlife Site

Species lists and descriptions for most of these non-statutory sites are
attached to this report.
Local Geological Site descriptions are on paper copy only and available on
demand.
In addition some Potential Wildlife Sites have been highlighted in blue on the
map. Please note that we do not hold information for all of these sites. For a
full definition of Potential Wildlife Site please refer to the section “Sites of
wildlife and geological importance in Northamptonshire”.
Species records
Please note that we do not provide data for bats. This information can be
obtained directly from the Northants Bat Group/County Recorder for Mammals
using the contact details already provided.
196 other protected and notable species records fall within your specified
search boundaries. A list of these species records is attached to this report.
This report contains sensitive information about the location of protected
species and has been provided in confidence to assist you in your
work. Because of this OS Grid References must be withheld from documents
destined for public consumption.
I would remind you that these data are limited spatially and temporally and I
would strongly recommend that follow-up surveys be carried out to support
the baseline provided. I would also like to draw your attention to our terms and
conditions once again.
Northamptonshire Biodiversity Records Centre
Terms and conditions

1.

All rights to the data are reserved and ownership is not transferred with it. Data held by the
Northamptonshire Biodiversity Record Centre (N.B.R.C.) remains the intellectual property, and in the
ownership and copyright, of the originator(s).

2.

Whilst every effort is made to ensure the accuracy of all the data provided, the N.B.R.C. can accept no
responsibility for any costs, damages or liabilities whatsoever arising from the use of the data or for any
omissions or inaccuracies within it.

3.

The data held by the N.B.R.C. may not be comprehensive and the absence of data, in response to a data
search, does not imply that a species, important habitat or designation does not exist within that search
area. Recorded presence does not imply current presence and the date for all records will be provided.

4.

Data is provided solely for the use of the enquirer (and their client) and only for the purpose(s) specified by
the enquirer at the time of its request. Data must not be reused or stored beyond the life of the project for
which they were acquired.

5.

Data may be used as required in support of the planning process but OS grid references must be removed
from documents destined for public consumption due to sensitive data concerning protected species.

6.

The N.B.R.C. will provide access to data subject to any conditions imposed on its use by the Data
Protection Act, Environmental Information Regulations 2004, Copyright and Intellectual Property Right Law
or the data owner. Restrictions on the release of information may therefore apply.

7.

The N.B.R.C. will only release un-interpreted data and will not usually comment upon its significance.

8.

The N.B.R.C. will release as soon as possible, and within twenty working days of receipt, the request
unless an extension of time is necessary. In this event the enquirer will be informed within ten working
days.

9.

All charges made by the N.B.R.C. relate to the provision of administration, data handling and search
services.

As agreed, the total charge for the time taken to extract this information and
put together the report is £270 plus VAT (£324 including VAT). An invoice will
be sent under different cover from our Cambridgeshire office.
Should you have any enquiries please feel free to contact me at the above
address.
Yours sincerely,

James Skinner
Biodiversity Data Officer

Sites of wildlife and geological importance in Northamptonshire
Statutory Sites:
Special Protected Area (SPA)
SPAs are strictly protected sites classified in accordance with Article 4 of the EC Directive on the conservation of wild
birds (79/409/EEC), the Birds Directive.
Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
The SSSI series provide statutory protection for the best examples of the natural environment. SSSI were originally
notified under the National Park and Access to the Countryside Act 1949 and they were renotified under the Wildlife
and Countryside Act 1981. Improved provisions for their protection and management were introduced in the
Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000.
National Nature Reserve (NNR)
NNRs are declared by the statutory country conservation agency (English Nature) under the National Park and
Access to the Countryside Act 1949.
NNR contain the most important examples of natural and semi-natural
ecosystems within Great Britain. NNR conserve the habitats within them and offer opportunities for research.
Local Nature Reserve (LNR)
LNRs are declared under the National Park and Access to the Countryside Act 1949 by local authorities. LNR are
declared and managed for nature conservation, education and research or opportunities for public access to nature.
Non-statutory sites:
Nature Improvement Area (NIA)
Following the Natural Environment White Paper (2011), twelve NIAs were designated and granted government
funding in February 2012. They should aim to achieve significant and demonstrable enhancements of the ecological
network over large areas by undertaking the actions prioritised in the review:
•
Improving the management of existing wildlife sites
•
Increasing the size of existing wildlife sites
•
Increasing the number of wildlife sites
•
Improving connectivity between sites
•
Creating wildlife corridors
Local Wildlife Site (LWS)
Local Wildlife Sites are areas of land which are rich in wildlife and are the equivalent to Sites of Importance for Nature
Conservation. Criteria for selection take in threats and declines in certain species, national priorities and local
distinctiveness. The LWS system is managed, in partnership, by The Wildlife Trust, local authorities, statutory nature
conservation agencies, local naturalists and landowners. Local Wildlife Sites were previously known as County
Wildlife Site (CWS) in the past.
Protected Wildflower Verge (PWV)
Protected Wildflower Verges are roadside verges rich in wildlife and are crucial to the success of the local
Biodiversity Action Plan. Criteria for selection take in threats and declines in certain species, national priorities and
local distinctiveness. The PWV system is managed, in partnership, by The Wildlife Trust, local authorities, statutory
nature conservation agencies, local naturalists and landowners.
Pocket Park
The Pocket Park vision is to develop easy public access to the countryside, bringing the countryside to the people
and providing opportunities for enjoyment and understanding of 'Countryside on the Doorstep'. Over the past 18
years, the county council has worked in partnership with many organisations and other local authorities to help create
80 Pocket Parks. For more information on this scheme please refer to the website at www.pocketparks.com.
Local Geological Site (LGS)
Local Geological Sites (LGS) are the most important places for geology and geomorphology outside the statutory
SSSI. The sites are designated using locally developed criteria and are assessed by the local geological group.
Potential Wildlife Site (PWS)
Potential Wildlife Sites (PWS) are sites that are either known or thought to be of higher biodiversity value than the
average countryside but have not been confirmed to be of Local Wildlife Site (LWS) standard.

PWS can belong to one of three categories: 1. Sites never fully surveyed and assessed against LWS criteria. 2. Sites
surveyed and assessed against the LWS criteria but not currently reaching the standard. 3. Sites previously
recognised as LWS but not currently meeting the latest LWS criteria.
PWS were originally outlined using a combination of local knowledge and looking at aerial photographs for evidence
of biodiverse habitats. All PWS are likely to be important for the County's biodiversity, either in their own right, or
through buffering and linking current LWS and contributing to Green Infrastructure. Many of these sites could
potentially be of LWS standard once surveyed
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Protected and notable species records from within the 2km search area
This report contains sensitive information about the location of protected species and has been provided in confidence to assist you in your work.
Because of this OS Grid References must be withheld from documents destined for public consumption.

Latin Name

Common Name

Taxon Group Status

Date

Location

Grid
Reference

Actitis hypoleucos

Common
Sandpiper

bird

Bird Amber

27/08/2009

Duston Gravel Pit

SP736598

Alauda arvensis

Skylark

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Alcedo atthis

Kingfisher

bird

Bird Amber, W ACA-Sch1_part1

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Alcedo atthis

Kingfisher

bird

Bird Amber, W ACA-Sch1_part1

24/03/2002

Nene Barrage Northampton

SP7759

Alcedo atthis

Kingfisher

bird

Bird Amber, W ACA-Sch1_part1

08/12/2002

Shelfley Lake

SP7357

Alcedo atthis

Kingfisher

bird

Bird Amber, W ACA-Sch1_part1

10/09/2002

West Hunsbury

SP7556

Alcedo atthis

Kingfisher

bird

Bird Amber, W ACA-Sch1_part1

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Alcedo atthis

Common

bird

Bird Amber, W ACA-Sch1_part1

27/08/2009

Duston Gravel Pit

SP736598

Kingfisher
Anas clypeata

Shoveler

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Anas clypeata

Northern

bird

Bird Amber

2001 - 2004

Duston Gravel Pit

SP736598

Shoveler
Anas crecca

Teal

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Anas platyrhynchos

Mallard

bird

Bird Amber

1996

Delapre Lake

SP768592

Anas platyrhynchos

Mallard

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Anas platyrhynchos

Mallard

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Anas platyrhynchos

Mallard

bird

Bird Amber

13/05/2005

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Anas platyrhynchos

Mallard

bird

Bird Amber

11/05/2005

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Anas platyrhynchos

Mallard

bird

Bird Amber

02/06/2005

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Anas platyrhynchos

Mallard

bird

Bird Amber

2001 - 2004

Duston Gravel Pit

SP736598

Anas strepera

Gadwall

bird

Bird Amber

2001 - 2004

Duston Gravel Pit

SP736598

Anser anser

Greylag Goose

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Anthus pratensis

Meadow Pipit

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Apus apus

Swift

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Apus apus

Swift

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Apus apus

Common Swift

bird

Bird Amber

02/06/2005

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Aythya ferina

Pochard

bird

Bird Amber

1996

Delapre Lake

SP768592

Aythya ferina

Pochard

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow

SP770597

LNR - Historical
Aythya ferina

Pochard

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Aythya ferina

Common

bird

Bird Amber

2001 - 2004

Duston Gravel Pit

SP736598

Pochard
Aythya fuligula

Tufted Duck

bird

Bird Amber

1996

Delapre Lake

SP768592

Aythya fuligula

Tufted Duck

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Aythya fuligula

Tufted Duck

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Aythya fuligula

Tufted Duck

bird

Bird Amber

2001 - 2004

Duston Gravel Pit

SP736598

Bucephala clangula

Goldeneye

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Bucephala clangula

Common

bird

Bird Amber

2001 - 2004

Duston Gravel Pit

SP736598

Goldeneye
Carduelis cannabina

Linnet

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Charadrius dubius

Little Ringed

bird

Bird Amber, W ACA-Sch1_part1

13/05/2005

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

bird

Bird Amber, W ACA-Sch1_part1

11/05/2005

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Plover
Charadrius dubius

Little Ringed
Plover

Columba oenas

Stock Dove

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Columba oenas

Stock Dove

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Columba oenas

Stock Dove

bird

Bird Amber

18/08/1992

Hunsbury Hill Country Park
subsite

SP737584

Delichon urbica

House Martin

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Delichon urbica

House Martin

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Dendrocopos minor

Lesser Spotted

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Woodpecker
Dendrocopos minor

Lesser Spotted
Woodpecker

Emberiza citrinella

Yellowhammer

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Emberiza

Reed Bunting

bird

Bird Amber, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

27/04/2000

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Reed Bunting

bird

Bird Amber, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Emberiza
schoeniclus

Reed Bunting

bird

Bird Amber, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Emberiza
schoeniclus

Reed Bunting

bird

Bird Amber, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

13/05/2005

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Emberiza

Reed Bunting

bird

Bird Amber, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

11/05/2005

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Falco subbuteo

Hobby

bird

WACA-Sch1_part1

28/08/2002

Pitsford

SP76

Falco subbuteo

Hobby

bird

WACA-Sch1_part1

01/07/2002

Wootton Hall

SP7557

schoeniclus
Emberiza
schoeniclus

schoeniclus

Park
Falco tinnunculus

Kestrel

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Falco tinnunculus

Kestrel

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Ficedula hypoleuca

Pied Flycatcher

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Fringilla
montifringilla

Brambling

bird

WACA-Sch1_part1

15/02/2002

Pitsford

SP76

Fringilla
montifringilla

Brambling

bird

WACA-Sch1_part1

17/02/2002

Pitsford

SP76

Fringilla

Brambling

bird

WACA-Sch1_part1

23/02/2002

Pitsford

SP76

Brambling

bird

WACA-Sch1_part1

24/02/2002

Pitsford

SP76

Brambling

bird

WACA-Sch1_part1

27/02/2002

Pitsford

SP76

Fringilla
montifringilla

Brambling

bird

WACA-Sch1_part1

03/03/2002

Pitsford

SP76

Gallinago gallinago

Snipe

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Gallinago gallinago

Snipe

bird

Bird Amber

05/01/2007

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Hirundo rustica

Swallow

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Hirundo rustica

Swallow

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Larus canus

Common Gull

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Larus canus

Common Gull

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Larus fuscus

Lesser BlackBacked Gull

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Larus fuscus

Lesser Black-

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

bird

Bird Amber

18/05/2002

Northampton

SP7560

montifringilla
Fringilla
montifringilla
Fringilla
montifringilla

Backed Gull
Larus ridibundus

Black-Headed
Gull

Larus ridibundus

Black-Headed
Gull

Motacilla cinerea

Grey W agtail

Motacilla cinerea

Grey W agtail

bird

Bird Amber

21/01/2002

Northampton

SP7560

Motacilla cinerea

Grey W agtail

bird

Bird Amber

08/02/2002

Northampton

SP7560

Motacilla cinerea

Grey W agtail

bird

Bird Amber

23/12/2002

Northampton

SP7560

Motacilla cinerea

Grey W agtail

bird

Bird Amber

25/09/2002

Campbell Square Police
Station

SP7560

Motacilla cinerea

Grey W agtail

bird

Bird Amber

26/09/2002

Campbell Square Police
Station

SP7560

Motacilla cinerea

Grey W agtail

bird

Bird Amber

21/10/2002

Campbell Square Police
Station

SP7560

Motacilla cinerea

Grey W agtail

bird

Bird Amber

23/10/2002

Campbell Square Police
Station

SP7560

Motacilla cinerea

Grey W agtail

bird

Bird Amber

01/11/2002

Campbell Square Police
Station

SP7560

Motacilla cinerea

Grey W agtail

bird

Bird Amber

07/11/2002

Campbell Square Police
Station

SP7560

Motacilla cinerea

Grey W agtail

bird

Bird Amber

15/08/2005

St James' Park River Nene

SP747603

Motacilla flava

Yellow W agtail

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Motacilla flava

Yellow W agtail

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

13/05/2005

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Motacilla flava

Yellow W agtail

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

11/05/2005

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Motacilla flava
subsp. thunbergi

Grey-Headed

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

10/01/2002

Billing Brook South Lake

SP76

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

28/01/2002

Billing Brook South Lake

SP76

Motacilla flava
subsp. thunbergi

Wagtail
Grey-Headed
Wagtail

Motacilla flava

Grey-Headed

subsp. thunbergi

Wagtail

Muscicapa striata

Spotted

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

30/11/2002

Not recorded

SP76

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

02/06/2002

Pitsford

SP76

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

03/06/2002

Pitsford

SP76

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

14/06/2002

Northampton

SP7557

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Flycatcher
Muscicapa striata

Spotted
Flycatcher

Muscicapa striata

Spotted
Flycatcher

Muscicapa striata

Spotted
Flycatcher

Passer domesticus

House Sparrow

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Passer domesticus

House Sparrow

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Passer montanus

Tree Sparrow

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Perdix perdix

Grey Partridge

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Phylloscopus
trochilus

Willow Warbler

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Picus viridis

Green

bird

Bird Amber

14/12/2002

Pitsford

SP76

bird

Bird Amber

13/04/2002

Pitsford

SP76

bird

Bird Amber

28/04/2002

Brackmills

SP7758

bird

Bird Amber

28/04/2002

Brackmills

SP7758

bird

Bird Amber

07/03/2002

West Hunsbury

SP7457

Woodpecker
Picus viridis

Green
Woodpecker

Picus viridis

Green
Woodpecker

Picus viridis

Green
Woodpecker

Picus viridis

Green
Woodpecker

Picus viridis

Green

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

bird

Bird Amber

20/09/2005

Wootton Railway
Embankments

SP740579

bird

Bird Amber

18/08/1992

Hunsbury Hill Country Park
subsite

SP737584

Woodpecker
Picus viridis

Green
Woodpecker

Picus viridis

Green
Woodpecker

Podiceps auritus

Slavonian Grebe bird

Bird Amber, W ACA-Sch1_part1

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Podiceps grisegena

Red-Necked
Grebe

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Prunella modularis

Dunnock

bird

Bird Amber, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Prunella modularis

Dunnock

bird

Bird Amber, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Prunella modularis

Dunnock

bird

Bird Amber, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

18/08/1992

Hunsbury Hill Country Park
subsite

SP737584

Pyrrhula pyrrhula

Bullfinch

bird

Bird Amber, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Pyrrhula pyrrhula

Bullfinch

bird

Bird Amber, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

01/03/2002

Delapre Park

SP7559

Pyrrhula pyrrhula

Bullfinch

bird

Bird Amber, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Riparia riparia

Sand Martin

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Saxicola rubetra

Whinchat

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Scolopax rusticola

Woodcock

bird

Bird Amber

05/11/2002

Moulton Park

SP7760

Sterna hirundo

Common Tern

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Sterna hirundo

Common Tern

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Sterna hirundo

Common Tern

bird

Bird Amber

02/06/2005

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Sturnus vulgaris

Starling

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Sturnus vulgaris

Starling

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Tachybaptus
ruficollis

Little Grebe

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Tachybaptus
ruficollis

Little Grebe

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Tringa totanus

Redshank

bird

Bird Amber

24/03/2002

Nene Barrage

SP7759

Northampton
Turdus iliacus

Redwing

bird

Bird Red, W ACA-Sch1_part1

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Turdus iliacus

Redwing

bird

Bird Red, W ACA-Sch1_part1

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Turdus philomelos

Song Thrush

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

04/03/2000

Nursery site

SP768603

Cliftonville road
Turdus philomelos

Song Thrush

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Turdus philomelos

Song Thrush

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Turdus pilaris

Fieldfare

bird

Bird Red, W ACA-Sch1_part1

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow LNR Historical

SP770597

Turdus pilaris

Fieldfare

bird

Bird Red, WACA-Sch1_part1

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Turdus viscivorus

Mistle Thrush

bird

Bird Amber

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow

SP770597

LNR - Historical

Turdus viscivorus

Mistle Thrush

bird

Bird Amber

2000 - 2005

Delapre W ood

SP760583

Vanellus vanellus

Lapwing

bird

Bird Red, NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

1980 - 1985

Barnes Meadow

SP770597

LNR - Historical
Pinus sylvestris

Scots Pine

conifer

Status-NS

04/03/2000

Nursery site

SP768603

Cliftonville road
Pinus sylvestris

Scots Pine

conifer

Status-NS

19/05/2005

Grange Wood

SP743575

Pinus sylvestris

Scots Pine

conifer

Status-NS

01/08/2005

Hunsbury Hill
Country Park subsite

SP737584

Pinus sylvestris
subsp. scotica

Scots Pine

conifer

Status-NS

18/08/1992

Hunsbury Hill
Country Park subsite

SP737584

Austropotamobius
pallipes

Freshwater

crustacean

NERC S.41, UK BAP
2007, W ACASch5_sect9.1(taking)

1990

Nunn Mills road bridge

SP762599

Austropotamobius
pallipes

Freshwater

crustacean

NERC S.41, UK BAP
2007, W ACASch5_sect9.1(taking)

21/10/1992

Nunn Mills road bridge

SP762599

Filago vulgaris

Common

flowering
plant

RedList_GB_post2001-NT

1973

Hunsbury

SP739581

Common

flowering

RedList_GB_post2001-NT

Cudweed

plant

Crayfish

Crayfish

Cudweed
Filago vulgaris

Ironstone Gullet
1973

Hunsbury

SP734586

Ironstone
Railway

Galeopsis speciosa

Large-Flowered

flowering
plant

Locally Scarce, RedList_GB_post2001-VU 03/08/1979

Hieracium
vulgatum

flowering
plant

Locally Rare

Hieracium

flowering

Locally Rare

vulgatum

plant

Hemp-Nettle
Hieracium vulgatum

Hieracium vulgatum

Barnes Meadow

SP770597

LNR - Historical
01/08/2005

Hunsbury

SP740579

Ironstone Gullet
20/09/2005

Wootton
Railway
Embankments

SP740579

Hippophae
rhamnoides

Sea-buckthorn

flowering
plant

Status-NS

23/06/2005

Delapre Lake

SP768592

Mentha pulegium

Pennyroyal

flowering
plant

Locally Scarce, NERC S.41,
RedList_GB_post2001- EN, Status-NS,
UK BAP 2007, W ACA-Sch8

17/08/2008

Barnes Meadow

SP76640595
87

River W ater-

flowering

Locally Scarce

1996

Dropwort

plant

River W ater-

flowering

Dropwort

plant

Oenanthe fluviatilis

Oenanthe fluviatilis

Reserve
St James' Park

SP747603

River Nene
Locally Scarce

1887 - 1999

River Nene

SP747603

behind the Gas Works
Foot Meadow
Northampton

Oenanthe fluviatilis

Oenanthe fluviatilis

Potamogeton friesii

River W aterDropwort

flowering
plant

Locally Scarce

River W ater-

flowering

Locally Scarce

dropwort

plant

Flat-Stalked

flowering

Pondweed

plant

1887 - 1999

Weston Favell

SP7560

River Nene
15/08/2005

St James' Park

SP747603

River Nene
RedList_GB_post2001-NT, Status-NS

1887

Grand Union

SP7359

Canal
Northampton

Rosa rubiginosa

Sweet Briar

flowering
plant

Locally Scarce

25/09/2003

Wootton

SP740579

Railway
Embankments

Sagina nodosa

Knotted

flowering

Pearlwort

plant

Locally Scarce

01/08/2005

Hunsbury

SP734586

Ironstone
Railway

Silene noctiflora

Night-Flowering
Catchfly

Coenonympha

Small Heath

pamphilus
Coenonympha
pamphilus

Small Heath

flowering
plant

RedList_GB_post2001-VU

insect -

IUCN 2001 Red List NT, NERC S.41,

butterfly

RedList_GB_post2001-NT, UK BAP 2007

insect -

IUCN 2001 Red List NT, NERC S.41,

butterfly

RedList_GB_post2001-NT, UK BAP 2007

1973

Hunsbury

SP739581

Ironstone Gullet
1975 - 1980

Not recorded

SP75

1975 - 1980

Not recorded

SP75

Coenonympha

Small Heath

pamphilus
Lasiommata megera

Wall

insect -

IUCN 2001 Red List NT, NERC S.41,

butterfly

RedList_GB_post2001-NT, UK BAP 2007

insect butterfly

1975 - 1980

Not recorded

SP76

IUCN 2001 Red List NT, Medium
Priority, NERC S.41,
RedList_GB_post2001-NT, UK BAP
2007

01/08/1983 -

Barnes Meadow

SP770597

30/09/1983

LNR - Historical

Lasiommata megera

Wall

insect butterfly

IUCN 2001 Red List NT, Medium
Priority, NERC S.41,
RedList_GB_post2001-NT, UK BAP
2007

1975 - 1980

Not recorded

SP75

Lasiommata megera

Wall

insect -

IUCN 2001 Red List NT, Medium Priority,
NERC

1975 - 1980

Not recorded

SP75

1975 - 1980

Not recorded

SP76

1975 - 1980

Not recorded

SP75

butterfly

S.41, RedList_GB_post2001-NT, UK BAP
2007
Lasiommata megera

Wall

insect butterfly

IUCN 2001 Red List NT, Medium Priority,
NERC
S.41, RedList_GB_post2001-NT, UK BAP
2007

Leptidea sinapis

Wood White

insect butterfly

High Priority, IUCN 2001 Red List EN,
NERC S.41,
RedList_GB_post2001-EN, UK BAP 2007

Leptidea sinapis

Wood White

insect butterfly

High Priority, IUCN 2001 Red List EN,
NERC S.41, RedList_GB_post2001EN, UK BAP 2007

1975 - 1980

Not recorded

SP75

Acronicta rumicis

Knot Grass

insect moth

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

20/09/2005

Land adjacent to W ootton

SP740577

Railway
Embankment

Tyria jacobaeae

Tyria jacobaeae

Cinnabar

Cinnabar

insect moth

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

insect -

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

moth

19/06/2003

Kingsthorpe

SP76

LNR South Side
20/07/2005

Barnes Meadow

LNR - Historical

SP770597

Lacerta vivipara

Viviparous

reptile

NERC S.41, UK BAP
2007, W ACASch5_sect9.1(kill/injurin
g)

1990

Northampton

SP7460

reptile

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, WACA-

01/01/1980 -

Barnes Meadow

SP770597

Sch5_sect9.1(kill/injuring)

01/07/1985

LNR - Historical

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, WACA-

1990

Hardingstone

SP7758

1958 - 1964

Hardingstone

SP7758

Lizard

Natrix natrix

Natrix natrix

Grass Snake

Grass Snake

reptile

Sch5_sect9.1(kill/injuring)
Natrix natrix

Grass Snake

reptile

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, WACASch5_sect9.1(kill/injuring)

Natrix natrix

Grass Snake

reptile

NERC S.41, UK BAP
2007, W ACASch5_sect9.1(kill/injurin
g)

1966

Northampton

SP7359

Natrix natrix

Grass Snake

reptile

NERC S.41, UK BAP
2007, W ACASch5_sect9.1(kill/injurin
g)

1981

Hunsbury Hill
Country Park subsite

SP7358

Natrix natrix

Grass Snake

reptile

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, WACA-

06/06/2008

Barnes Meadow

SP76980594
31

Sch5_sect9.1(kill/injuring)
Natrix natrix

Grass Snake

reptile

South

NERC S.41, UK BAP
2007, W ACASch5_sect9.1(kill/injurin
g)

06/09/2008

Barnes Meadow
Reserve

SP77080595
71

Natrix natrix

Grass Snake

reptile

NERC S.41, UK BAP
2007, W ACASch5_sect9.1(kill/injurin
g)

04/04/2009

Delapre Abbey,
Northampton

SP761593

Natrix natrix

Grass Snake

reptile

NERC S.41, UK BAP
2007, W ACASch5_sect9.1(kill/injurin
g)

21/04/1984

Grand Union
Canal - Northampton

SP730592

NERC S.41, RedList_GB_post2001-VU,
UK BAP

-1905

Nitellopsis obtusa

Starry Stonewort stonewort

2007

Arm
Northampton

SP76

Arvicola amphibius

Arvicola terrestris

Arvicola terrestris

European W ater

terrestrial

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, WACA-

Vole

mammal

Sch5_sect9.1(kill/injuring), WACASch5_sect9.1(taking), W ACASch5_sect9.2, W ACA- Sch5_sect9.4a,
WACA-Sch5_sect9.4b, W ACASch5Sect9.4c

Water Vole

terrestrial

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, WACA-

mammal

Sch5_sect9.1(kill/injuring), WACASch5_sect9.1(taking), W ACASch5_sect9.2, W ACA- Sch5_sect9.4a,
WACA-Sch5_sect9.4b, W ACASch5Sect9.4c

terrestrial
mammal

NERC S.41, UK BAP
2007, W ACASch5_sect9.1(kill/injurin
g), W ACA-

Water Vole

1975 - 1997

River Nene,

SP762599

Northampton Midsummer Meadow

30/04/1998

Barnes Meadow

SP770597

LNR - Historical

19/05/1998

Barnes Meadow

SP770597

LNR - Historical

Sch5_sect9.1(taking), W ACASch5_sect9.2, W ACA-

Arvicola terrestris

Water Vole

terrestrial
mammal

Sch5_sect9.4a, W ACASch5_sect9.4b, WACASch5Sect9.4c
NERC S.41, UK BAP
2007, W ACASch5_sect9.1(kill/injurin
g), W ACA-

01/01/1980 -

Barnes Meadow

SP770597

01/07/1985

LNR - Historical

1984

River Nene

SP7659

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Sch5_sect9.1(taking), W ACASch5_sect9.2, W ACA- Sch5_sect9.4a,
WACA-Sch5_sect9.4b, W ACASch5Sect9.4c
Arvicola terrestris

Erinaceus
europaeus

Water Vole

Hedgehog

terrestrial

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, WACA-

mammal

Sch5_sect9.1(kill/injuring), WACASch5_sect9.1(taking), W ACASch5_sect9.2, W ACA- Sch5_sect9.4a,
WACA-Sch5_sect9.4b, W ACASch5Sect9.4c

terrestrial

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

mammal

Erinaceus
europaeus

West European

terrestrial
mammal

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

25/08/1995

East Hunsbury

SP755571

Erinaceus
europaeus

West European

terrestrial
mammal

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

30/08/1995

East Hunsbury, Rea Close

SP750571

Erinaceus
europaeus

West European

terrestrial
mammal

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

February

Delapre, Gloucester

SP751584

Erinaceus

West European

terrestrial

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

europaeus

Hedgehog

mammal

Erinaceus
europaeus

West European

terrestrial
mammal

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

01/08/1995

Northampton, St
Andrews Hospital Golf
Course

Erinaceus
europaeus

West European

terrestrial
mammal

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

01/08/1995

Far Cotton, Claughton Road SP756594

Erinaceus
europaeus

West European

terrestrial
mammal

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007

16/07/1995

Northampton, Claregate,
East

Hedgehog

Hedgehog

Hedgehog

Hedgehog

Hedgehog

Hedgehog

1995-May 1995 Avenue
01/08/1995

Hardingstone,

SP766577

Bouverie Road
SP772600

SP747577

Hunsbury
Lutra lutra

Otter

terrestrial
mammal

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, W ACASch5_sect9.4b,

01/12/1995

Not recorded

SP76

Northampton to

SP742598

WACA-Sch5Sect9.4c
Lutra lutra

Lutra lutra

Otter

European Otter

terrestrial
mammal

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, W ACASch5_sect9.4b, W ACA-Sch5Sect9.4c

22/08/1998

terrestrial

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, W ACASch5_sect9.4b,

26/08/2008

mammal

Bugbrooke Mill SP751598SP679588
Barnes Meadow

SP772596

Reserve

WACA-Sch5Sect9.4c
Lutra lutra

European Otter

Muscardinus
avellanarius

Common

terrestrial
mammal
terrestrial
mammal

NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, W ACASch5_sect9.4b, W ACA-Sch5Sect9.4c
NERC S.41, UK BAP 2007, W ACASch5_sect9.4b, W ACA-Sch5Sect9.4c

1975 - 1997

River Nene, Northampton
MidsummerMeadow

SP767596

2000 - 2005

Delapre Wood

SP760583

Dormouse

*Please note that we do not provide data for bats. This information can be obtained directly from the Northants Bat Group/County Recorder for Mammals using the contact details already provided.
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Appendix 6: Phase 1 Habitat Survey Target Notes

Target
Note

Description

1

Improved amenity grassland dominated by perennial rye-grass Lolium perenne.

2

Mixed plantation woodland including interesting collection of conifers.

3

Young plantation broadleaved woodland. Appears to be entirely formed of oak. There is no
understory and the ground layer is formed of common nettle and tussocky grassland.
Tall ruderal vegetation dominates the more open areas of this woodland.

4

Semi-improved grassland.

5

Older plantation woodland. Formed of Norway maple, plane, willow and alder. There is a
sparse elder and bramble understory and the ground layer is dominated by common nettle.

6

Tall ruderal vegetation and rough grassland on very bumpy/hill ground. Abundant teasel,
bramble, bryophytes, creeping thistle, bristly oxtongue, and broadleaved dock. Hard rush is
abundant in the valleys between the hills.

7

Willow wood with some planted species on the south bank of stream. Stream includes areas
dominated by pendulous sedge.
The old railway track is dominated by hawthorn scrub with abundant ash, willow and
common nettle around the margins.

8

Poor semi-improved grassland with ephemeral pond surrounded by hard rush.

9

Poor semi-improved grassland with abundant crested dog’s tail.

10

Wet ditch/stream with quite steep sloping banks fringed by rushes and grass.
The banks are quite uniform and there is potential for enhancements by varying the bank
regime.

11

Large ephemeral water body fringed by willow herb, broadleaved dock, soft and hard rush,
and tufted hair-grass.

12

Occasional patches of bramble and teasel. Occasional reed bed on the banks of the River
Nene.

13

A series of planted copses formed of ash, sycamore and poplar.

14

Series of wet ditches with abundant typha and soft rush.

15

Tall ruderal and scrub bordered by poplar and ash.

16

Semi-natural broadleaved woodland including wild cherry, hazel, will, alder, hawthorn and
silver birch.

17

Improved grassland with scattered young trees.

Appendix 7: Research by Glenn Foard and Tracey
Partida into the Battle of Northampton

Northampton Battlefield: 1460
An Assessment
Dr Gl en n Fo ard FSA
Read er in B attlef ield Arch ae olog y, Uni ver s ity of Hud de rsfiel d
Dr T ra ce y Partid a
Histori c L an ds cap e C onsulta nt

The battle of Northampton was a key engagement during the Wars of the Roses, a dynastic struggle
between the house of York and the house of Lancaster which took place in England between 1455 and
1487. Following the battle of Blore Heath in 1459 the Yorkist army was dispersed, with the Duke of
York fleeing to Ireland and the Earls of Salisbury and Warwick to Calais. In June 1460 they returned
to England with their supporters. Gathering forces as they went, they approached London where, in
early July, they were joined by other Yorkist nobles with their troops. Leaving a small force under
Salisbury to besiege the Tower, which remained in Lancastrian hands, the army marched north to
confront the King, Henry VI, before his supporters had time to muster their full strength.
The King was at Coventry when he heard of the Yorkist advance. In response he marched with his
army to Northampton where they constructed a fortified camp to the south of the town, close by
Delapre Abbey. On the morning of 10th July the Yorkists arrived outside the town. When attempts at
negotiation by the Archbishop of Canterbury failed a battle became inevitable.
The outcome was an important victory for the Yorkists, for it placed the King under their control.
Shortly afterwards the Duke of York returned to England and, in October, was bestowed the right of
succession by Henry VI in an Act of Settlement. However, Queen Margaret refused to accept an
agreement that disinherited her son and thus the civil war inevitably continued.

The present study
The principal objective of the present study is to:
determine the current state of knowledge regarding the location and character of the action
establish the potential of the battlefield for further investigation
make recommendations as to what work needs to be undertaken to address significant gaps in
understanding essential to inform effective conservation management
define key measures to achieve effective conservation management
While the area for which the report was requested is identical to the Registered battlefield, it has
proved essential to extend our analysis to deal with the land between this and the River Nene and also
to consider some details regarding land immediately to the east of the Registered battlefield (figure 1).
Only in this way has it been possible to encompass the alternative sites suggested for the battle and
the area where routed troops fled and many were killed. It should be noted that the exclusion of this

northerly area from the Register was solely because of the practicalities of conservation management,
not because it was believed to lie outside the battlefield.

Figure 1: The extent of the registered battlefield (solid red) also indicating the area to the north west (broken red
line) added to the study to encompass the main alternative site and the probable area of the rout (1 km grid).

In the present study we have only tackled secondary works, drawing heavily upon the English
Heritage report, which underpinned the registration of the battlefield in 1995, also consulting articles
by Ingram, Jack and Serjeantson and an unpublished report by Welsh (National Army Museum 1994;
Ingram 2009; Jack 1960; Serjeantson 1907, Welsh undated). For the historic terrain we have also
used works on the historic landscape of Hardingstone and of the county as a whole, including the
digital data which underpinned the latter study (Hall 1980; Partida et al 2013). We have also reviewed
available aerial photography and searched the SMR and PAS records and conducted a walkover
survey of the site, but we have not repeated the extensive inventory of non-battle archaeology or
discussion of the historical evolution of the historic house and park, which have already been
adequately dealt with in a previous report (Parklands Consortium Ltd 2009).
All the primary research presented here represents work undertaken at the University of Huddersfield
as part of pilot work underpinning a grant bid for a national Wars of the Roses project. This included
a reassessment of the primary sources for the battle, though working from the published copies rather
than undertaking a comprehensive review from the original documents. It also involved reexamination of primary documentary evidence for the historic landscape, because of uncertainties in
the analysis presented in the secondary works. In addition, although we did not attempted any
physical intervention to collect archaeological data, we did undertake small scale testing of the level
of contamination of the site by modern metal artefacts, enabling comparison with the results of our
recent research on Hastings battlefield for English Heritage.

Secondary works
The battle of Northampton is included in a significant number of national battlefield studies and
local historical studies from the mid 19th century onwards. A list of these is given in appendix 1,
though it does not claim to be exhaustive. Most of the national accounts are brief or highly
derivative – for example Oman devotes just a few unreferenced lines to the battle (Oman 1924,
409). The account by Brooke appears to be the earliest and he applied the same antiquarian skills
to Northampton as he did to most of the other battlefields of the Wars of the Roses. Yet, despite
visiting the site on two occasions and making local enquiries, he was unable to identify any
earthworks from the Lancastrian defences, any local tradition as to the location of the battlefield,
or any reports of artefacts from the battle. Therefore, on the basis of the original accounts he
placed the action on the meadow and in the landscape park around Delapre Abbey (Brooke, 1857,
39-52). In contrast Ramsay’s account is very brief but far more specific in his placing of the
events, including its depiction on a map. Despite Brooke’s failure, Ramsay claims to have
identified a local tradition which supported his analysis from the primary accounts, which led him
to place the battle on the meadow north of the Abbey (Ramsay 1896, 2: 227-9).
The earliest local antiquarian comment on the location of the battlefield appears to be that by
Northamptonshire’s county historian John Bridges, whose research was largely undertaken circa
1720 (Bridges 1791, 1, 430). Next comes Serjeantson, who also addresses the issue of location,
claiming to identify earthwork evidence for the Lancastrian defences (Serjeantson 1907). However it
is the article by Jack which provides the most comprehensive and fully referenced discussion based on
the primary sources (Jack 1960, 21-5). What he does not do is to consider any of the evidence which
might locate the action, instead deferring to the analysis by Ramsay, even reproducing the latter’s
plan.

Of the modern studies the brief summary by Goodman must be singled out, for almost all his
comments are anchored closely to the primary accounts and, most importantly, he provides a
comprehensive tactical framework within which to view the events (Goodman, 1981, 37-40 &
171). However, of all analyses of the battle and battlefield the most important is the report,
prepared by the National Army Museum for English Heritage, which underpinned the
Registration of the battlefield in 1995 (National Army Museum 1994). This has recently been
complemented by further topographical discussion by Ingram (Ingram 2009).

Further detail is provided by Welsh in two apparently unpublished reports held in the SMR.
The first is a discussion accompanied by useful sketch plans of earthworks in the grounds
adjacent to the Abbey. These earthworks were subsequently assessed by Northamptonshire
Archaeology (Parklands Consortium Ltd, appendix). Most of these features do not contribute
directly to the understanding of the wider terrain of the battlefield but some are re-interpreted
here. From field inspection and lidar data (figure 12) certain of the features can be identified
as ridge and furrow from Spittlewall furlongs, while others relate to a possible palaeochannel
immediately to the north of that furlong. The work of Northamptonshire Archaeology and of
Birt and Conlon have shown that other of these features relate to early gravel quarrying and
to the early modern landscape park, but some of the remaining features might relate to the
medieval Abbey precinct boundary (Parklands Consortium Ltd 2009, appendix 1 & 2).
Unfortunately parts of Welsh’s second report, addressing the site of the battle, lack adequate
referencing and so the source of his information is often unclear, making it impossible to
question the accuracy of the detail, its context and hence the validity of the interpretation he
places upon that evidence. This is equally true where he makes assertions about
misinterpretation of evidence for the northern site by those championing the southern
alternative. In the absence of adequate referencing for the claims he makes and to the works

he is supposedly criticizing, to attempt systematically to counter such arguments would
simply be tilting at windmills.
When using any secondary accounts it is essential to determine the evidence on which interpretation
has been based and so to recognise exactly what is conjecture and what securely founded. Research on
other battlefields such as Towton and Marston Moor has revealed how easily spurious facts can be
generated by the uncritical repetition of interpretations in secondary works (Sutherland 2000;
Newman 1981, especially regarding White Syke Close). Thus while it is important to know what
interpretations have in the past been placed on a battle, one must always return to the primary sources,
both documentary and archaeological, if the investigation is to be comprehensive.

Documentary evidence for the battle
Northampton is one of the better documented of the battles of the Wars of the Roses, with the
primary written sources enabling a basic understanding of the sequence of events, the types of
troops engaged and giving topographical evidence as to location. Our concern here is principally
with those topographical clues, as the fundamental requirement is to accurately place the action
within the landscape as it was at the time. Only then can the full potential of the site be
established and an effective management regime defined to ensure it is adequately conserved.
There are at least eight accounts from the late medieval period which can be treated as primary
sources for the battle. One or two other primary sources mention the battle but give no significant
detail of the events (e.g.: Brut Chronicle, extract in Dockray 2000, 93; Crowland Chronicle
Second Continuation, extract in Dockray 2000, 96)
In addition there are various later works, such that by Polydore Vergil which was not completed
until 1513, some forty years after the event. Of the later accounts several provide potentially
significant information, whether based on personal visits as with John Leland, or because they
appear to include material from primary sources now lost, as may be the case with Edward Hall.
However most are highly derivative, as indeed is the case with Hall who draws principally upon
Polydore Vergil. Even later sources, such as Drayton’s poem Poly-Olbion which was begun in
1598 and published in 1612, are so detached in time from the events that they rarely provide
reliable independent evidence.
Comments on the relative reliability of the various sources are given by Jack and in the National
Army Museum report, but in any comprehensive future study of the battle a critical assessment
would be required, where appropriate also considering the way in which each source treats the
other battles of the Wars of the Roses.
A Short English Chronicle
‘…Erle of Marche, and the Erle of Warwyke, the Lord Faconbryge, the Lorde Bowser, and his sonnes,
with myche other pepull of Kent, Southesex, and Esex, tawarde the Kynge with grete ordenaunce; and
the Erle of Salysbury, the Lorde Cobham, and Sir John Wenlock, were lefte in the cite of London with
the meire. And forthe with the Lord Cobhamand the shoreffes went and laide grete ordenaunce a
yenes the Toure on the towne syde, and Sir John Wenlok, an[d] Harow mercer, kept on Seint
Katerynes side, and myche harme done on bothe parties. And in all placis of London was grete
watche for doute oftresoun. And then they skyrmysed to gedir, and myche harmewas done dayly. And
on the Thorsdye, the ixth (fn. 23) day of Julle, was the bataylle be syde Northhampton in the
Newfelde be tween Harsyngton and Sandyfforde, and ther was the kynge take in his tente. And ther

was slayne the Duke of Bockyngham, the Erle of Shrovysbury, the Vycounte Bemonde, the Lord
Egremonde, and Sir William Lucy, and many other knyghtes and squyers, and many comyners were
drowned. And than the Erle of Marche, and the Erle of Warwyke, with oþer lordis, brought the kynge
to Northampton with myche rialte.’
(J. Gairdner (ed.) Three fifteenth-century chronicles: With historical memoranda by John Stowe,
Camden Society 1880. http://www.british-history.ac.uk/report.aspx?compid=58661 Date accessed:
22 March 2013).
An English Chronicle
The kyng at Northamptone lay atte Freres [Friars], and had ordeyned there a strong and a myghty
feeld, in the medowys beside the Nonry, armed and arayed wythe gonnys, hauyng the ryuer at hys
back.
The erles with the nombre of lx Ml, as it was sayd, came to Northamptone, and sent certayne bysshps
to the kyng besechyng hym that in eschewyng of effusyone of Crysten blood he wolde admytte and
suffre the erles for to come to his presence to declare thaym self as thay were. The duk of
Bukynghame that stode besyde the kyng, sayde unto thaym, 'Ye come nat as bysshoppes for to trete for
pease, but as men of armes;' because they broughte with thayme a notable company of men of armes.
They answered and sayde, 'We come thus for suerte of oure persones, for they that bethe aboute the
kyng bythe nat oure frendes.' 'Forsothe,' sayde the duk, 'the erle of Warrewyk shalle nat come to the
kynges presence, and yef he come he shalle dye.' The messyngers retorned agayne, and tolde thys to
the erles.
Thanne the erle of Warrewyk sent an herowde [herald] af armes to the kyng, besechyng that he
myghte haue ostages of saaf goyng and commung, and he wolde come naked to his presence, but he
myghte nat be herde. And the iiide tyme he sente to the kyng and sayde that at ii howres after none,
he wolde speke with hym, or elles dye in the feeld.
The archebysshoppe of Caunterbury sent a bysshoppe of this lond to the kyng with an instruccione,
the whyche dyd nat hys message indyfferently, but exorted and coraged the kynges part for to fygte, as
thay sayde that were there. And another tyme he was sent to the kyng by the commones, and thanne
he came nat ayene [again], but pryuely departed awey. The bysshop of Herforde, a Whyte Frere, the
kynges confessoure, ded the same: wherfore after the batayle he was commytted to the castelle of
Warrewyk, where he was long in pryson.
Thanne on the Thursday the Xth day of Juylle, the yere of oure Lorde Mlcccclx, ay ii howres after
none, the sayde erles of Marche and Warrewyk lete crye thoroughe the felde, that no man should laye
hand vpponne the kyng ne on the commune peple, but onely on the lordes, khyghtes and squyers:
thenne the trumpettes blew vp, and bothe hostes countred and faughte togedre half an oure. The lorde
Gray, that was the kynges vawewarde, brake the feelde and came to the erles party, whyche caused
sauacione of many a mannys lyfe: many were slayne, and many were fled, and were drouned in the
ryuer.
The duk of Bukyngham, the erle of Shrouesbury, the lorde Beaumont, the lorde Egremount were
slayne by the Kentysshmen besyde the kynges tent, and meny other knyghtes and squyers. The
ordenaunce of tyhe kynges gonnes avayled nat, for that day was so grete rayne, that the gonnes lay
depe in the water, and so were queynt and myghte nat be shott

J S Davies (ed.) An English Chronicle of the reigns of Richard II, Henry IV, Henry V and
Henry VI, Camden Society 1856, 96.
Gregory’s Chronicle
‘…so forthe to Northehampton. And there they mete with the kynge and foughte manly with the kyngys
lordys and mayny, but there was moche favyr in that fylde unto the Erle of Warwycke. And there they
toke the kynge, and made newe offycers of the londe, as the chaunceler and tresyrar and othyr, but
they occupyde not fo[r]the-with, but a-bodea seson of the comyng of Duke of York owte of Irlonde.
And in that fylde was slayne the Duke of Bokyngham, stondyng stylle at hys tente, the Erle of
Schrovysbury, the Lord Bemond, and the LordEgremond, with many othyr men. Ande many men were
drownyd by syde the fylde in the revyr at a mylle. And that goode knight Syr Wylliam Lucy that
dwellyd be-syde Northehampton hyrde thegonne schotte, and come unto the fylde to have holpyn [t]e
kynge,but the fylde was done or that he come; an one of the Staffordyswas ware of hys comynge, and
lovyd that knyght ys wyffe andhatyd hym, and a-non causyd hys dethe.’
J. Gairdiner (ed.) The Historical Collections of a Citizen of London in the Fifteenth Century Camden Society,
new series XVII, 1886 (http://www.british-history.ac.uk/report.aspx?compid=45559 Date accessed: 22

March 2013).
Bruges Newsletter
When the king heard of Warwick’s arrival, he took himself to a valley between two mountains, a
strong place. But fortune, who throughout showed herself favourable to Warwick, ordained that it
should rain so heavily that they were forced to come out of that place and encounter Warwick.
Without a serious fight, or much slaughter, Warwick soon had the king in his power. He forthwith put
to death the Duke of Buckingham, of the great lords of that country, and the lords Beaumont,
Egremont and Shrewsbury, all great lords. That happened last Friday.....

Extract reprinted in Dockray, K. (ed) Henry VI, Margaret of Anjou and the Wars of the
Roses: A Source Book (Stroud, Sutton Publishing, 2000, 98).
John Bennet’s Chronicle
Et juxta Northampton Castrametatus est rex in campo inter villam que vocatur Hardyngeston et
domum monialium que voatur de Pratis cum 20,000 hominum bellatorum, versus quem venit Comes
Marchie, Comes Warwyci et dominus la Faucumbrege cum 60,000 men. Et vi Idus Julii (10th July
1460) pro tunc die Jovis pugnabant. Et ibi interfectus est dux Bukynggamir et Comes Salope et eciam
dominus de Bellomonte scilicet Bewmont et dominus la Egremont et multi alii ex parte regis circa
numerum quadringentorum. Et sic Comes Marchie et Comes Warwici expectavertunt cum rege apud
Northampton. Et Episcopus Wyntonensis Cancellarius, et Episcopus Dunolmensis clericus privati
sigilli, fugerunt. Et comes de Wyltshyre latenter et alii qi multas inimicicias fecerunt contra ducem
Eboraci et dominum ....

Harriss, G. L. and Harriss, M. A., (eds.) John Benet's Chronicle for the Years 1400 to 1462
Camden Miscellany, Vol. XXIV (London, Camden Society, Fourth Series, vol. 9,1972, 2256.

Waurin
De la battaille de Northampton ou fut princ le roy Henry et le duc de Buckingham, le comte de
Beaumont et autres grans seigneurs, desquelz aulceuns furent aprez decapitez
.....et autres qui aussi estoient assamblez a Northampton, a la garde de laquele ville estoit commis de
par le roy de seigneur de Greriffin avec de trieze a quatorse cens hommes, et le roy et son ost estoient
en ung parcq oultre la ville sue une petite riviere, Lors le comtes de La Marche et de Warewic
tyrerent vers la ville deNorthampton, venans de Callaic ou ilz avoient fait leur assembleel laquele
ville de Northampton qui est une des fortes ville d'Angleterre, qui, ce non obstant, fut emportee
dassault aprez que le capittaine les rut escarmuchies lespace de heure et demie, sy duara lassault
environ demye houre depuis que ledit seigneur de Greriffin se fut retrait a la porte, avec lequel
entrerent par force ses annemus, quy pillerent la ville en passant oultre et aprochant lost du roy
prochain de la, qui lla sestoient fortiffies sur ladite riviere merveilleusement et fait un tre fort parcq,
lequel incontinent ilz assaillirent tres asprement. Si dura peu ledit assault, car it avoit en la
compaignie due roy dedens le parcq plusieurs quy estoient Warewics en corage, et mesmes le
canonniers, quy par laschete maulvaise navoient mis nulles pierres en leurs engiens, parquoy wuant
ilz bouterent le feu dedens nen saillirent que les tampons, laquele chose parchevant les seigneurs quy
dedens le parcq estoient, par maniere subitte rompirent ung quartier dudit parcq pur issir et sen
fuyrent en Northumberland. Si fuerent illec prins le roy, le duc de Buckingham le seigneur de
Beaumont .....
William Hardy and E L C P Hardy (eds.) Recuiel des Croniques et Anchiennes Istories de la Grant Bretagne, a
present nomme Engleterre, (Rolls Series 1891) V, 322-3.

‘... and on that, without waiting any longer, they sent their men forward in good order to
invade their enemies. Soon after the said herald had left, the Duke of Buckingham called together all
the lords who were around the King and said to them: 'Good lords, today it is necessary for us to
fight, because our enemies are marching forward', and they all replied 'we will stand our ground,
because there are enough of us', which there were, around 50,000 [Waurin had already computed the
Yorkists as 80,000 strong]. And to him who says that those who reckon without one's host
customarily reckons twice over; I say to him that it is very difficult to guard against a traitor, as you
can hear, because before going into battle the Earl of Warwick had ordered his war chiefs to warn
their men that all who bore the ravestoc noue [the black ragged staff - the badge of Grey of Ruthin]
were to be saved, for it was they who were to give them entry to the park. After the Earl of Warwick
had had his men instructed in what they must do, he sent forward the advance guard, commanded by
Lord Fauconberg, which descended to the bottom of the valley; and the earls of March and Warwick
led the [main] battle, which pushed so far forward that they came to fight hand to hand in a great
struggle which lasted three hours and would have lasted much longer had Sir Ralph Grey not
betrayed the Duke of Buckingham by allowing the Earl of March inside the camp on his side, as a
result of which there was much killing. King Henry was captured by an archer called Henry Montfort
and the Duke of Buckingham, Lord Chursbury, Viscount Beaumont, Sir Thomas Fyderme and many
other great lords were killed. In this defeat the dead numbered 12,000 and the prisoners were a great
multitude.’
Translation of an extract as presented in the National Army Museum report 1994.

John Stone’s Chronicle

‘…iuxta eandem villam erat bellum in campo, And for the feldys name of that oon parte on the
northest syde it is callyd Cowemedewe. And that othir parte is I callyd Menthynfeld. And for the
othir part is I callyd of tyme Sandyngford bregge nexte the towne. On the est syde there is a water
melle [that] is called Sandford melle’.
He also states that the Archbishop viewed the battle from the hill ‘qui vocatur Crux sine capite’

W.G.Searle (ed.) The Chronicle of John Stone (Cambridge 1902)
Whethamstede
The Lancastrians had a strongly fortified camp equipped with engines of war : ‘Dominus Rex suam
posuerat castrametationem’ and ‘tam de machinis suis bellicis, et fortitudine castrametationis’.

H.T. Riley (ed.) Register in Registra quorundam Abbatum Monasterii S Albani, Rolls Series
1872, 372-4.
Bale’s Chronicle
And on the friday and Saterday suyng they brake agein and departed in two weyes that is to wite oon
wey toward Seint Albons and that other wey toward Ware because that the seid lordes wold mete wt
the king and countre wt his ost and lett and stopp them their entre into the Isle of Ely, wher then the
kings counceill hadde proposed as was seid to have left the king and for their strength and saufgard
ther to have hiden. But in as moche as the kings counseill might not opteyn that purpose they set a
feld beside Northampton and thedir cam the seid lordes and their peple departed in iiii Batailles and
ther was nombred than of them C lx M and of the kings Ost xx M. And on the thursday was Bataill in
which wer slain in the kings Ost the Duk of Buk, the Erle Shrovesbury the lord Beaumond the lorde
Egremond and many other gentiles and of other to the nombre of l [50] persones and on the other
partie not over viii persones...
Ralph Flenley (ed.)Six Town Chronicles Of England , Oxford 1911, 151 (copy from National Army
Museum report 1994)
William of Worcester

J. Stevenson, (ed.) Letters and Papers illustrative of the Wars of the English in France, Rolls
Series 2:2 1861-4, ii, 773.
Polydore Vergil

‘Then Warwick, seeing that his enemies posed no danger, crossed over to Ireland to the Duke
of York and consulted, dealt, and deliberated with him about what to do. This done, he
promptly returned to Calais and reported to his father and Earl Edward of March that the
duke’s opinion that they should cross over to England with a ready army and, omitting no
opportunity for successful action, to trouble King Henry with their fighting until he himself
could come to their aid with a large number of soldiers. They liked this plan, and, coming
over to England, set out for London. For this city was not strengthened by any garrisons, nor
did it abound in equipment for war, and so it was of necessity open to all comers. Here they

armed men of the lower classes and whoever else came running to them, prepared the other
things needful for war, then with their assembled army they marched on Northampton, where
the king had come a little earlier. The queen, learning of these things, and aided by the
resources of the Dukes of Somerset and Buckingham (since she was more concerned about
things of this kind than was the king, for he acquiesced in her decisions alone), assembled an
army with high spirits, summoning nobles of her faction from all over, who each made his
appearance with a company of armed men, and in a short time she assembled her forces. The
king, after discovering that, thanks to the efforts of the queen and the dukes, he was in
possession of no mean army, decided to come to blows with his enemies, and encamped
outside the town in the nearby meadows, along the river Nene. And when he had learned the
enemy was at hand, he went to meet them and gave the signal for battle. The enemy did not
shun a fight. The battle was joined early in the morning, and it was now noon when the king
was defeated. A little less than 10,000 died in that fight, including Duke Humphrey of
Buckingham, John Talbot Earl of Shrewsbury, an outstanding young man who resembled his
ancestors, Thomas Lord Egremont, and very many others. And the number of those captured
was very great, because many horsemen had elected to send away their horses and fight on
foot, as was their habit. Above all, King Henry fell into his enemies’ clutches, a man born for
human misery, calamity, and woe. The rest of the nobles who escaped this catastrophe,
together with the queen and Prince Edward, fled to Yorkshire, and thence to County Durham,
so that there they might rebuild their army, or, if there was no hope for renewing the war at
present, continue on to Scotland, there to await until a better opportunity for success was
offered. The victorious earls led Henry to London as a captive. Then they convened a
parliament and arranged for his deposition. The Duke of York, assured of this victory,
immediately appeared out of Ireland, and, entering the parliament, sat in the king’s chair.’
Polydore Vergil Anglica Historia, 1555 (http://www.philological.bham.ac.uk/polverg/ accessed
26/03/2013)
Milanese State Papers
“When the King heard of Warwick’s arrival, he betook himself to a valley between two mountains, a
strong place. But Fortune, who throughout showed herself so favourable to Warwick, willed that it
should rain so heavily that they were forced to come out of that place and encounter Warwick.”
Calendar of State Papers and Manuscripts existing in the Archives and Collections of Milan, Vol. 1,
ed. A.B. Hinds. London 1913 (and published in translation), page 27. (Cardinal Coppini to the Duke
of Milan on 6 August 1460).

Edward Hall, The Union of the Noble and Illustre Famielies of Lancastre and York’, London
1809, 244-5 (http://openlibrary.org/books/OL7060976M/Hall's_chronicle)
Leland

'There was a great bataille faught in Henry the vi. tyme at Northampton on the hille withoute
the Southe Gate, where is a right goodly crosse, caullid, as I remembre, the Quenes Crosse,
and many Walsch men were drounid yn Avon (sic) Ryver at this conflict. Many of them that
were slayn were buried at de la Pray : and sum S.John's Hospitale.'
Toulmin Smith, L. (Ed.), The Itinerary of John Leland in or about the years 1535-1543, 1907-10, I,
8.

The documented action
An analysis of the action can be provided using the documentary record, enabling key topographical
clues and other details to be isolated, which can then be sought through a study of the historic terrain
in an attempt to securely place the events in the landscape.
The direction of approach of armies to a battlefield often adds to the understanding of the events and
their location. The Lancastrian army was in camp to the south of the town of Northampton. The
Yorkists marched from London and so they approached the town from the south. Ingram, drawing
upon evidence in Waurin and in Bale, argues that the Yorkist army approached Northampton via
Towcester and Blisworth. This seems an unnecessarily circuitous route, for the two early routes from
London to Northampton left Watling Street well before Towcester: the first departing via Newport
Pagnell, the second leaving immediately north of Stony Stratford and running via Grafton Regis
(Ogilby 1675; NRO Inclosure Map 46). Yet, whichever of these three routes the Yorkist army actually
took, it is unlikely to assist in determining the direction from which they attacked the Lancastrian
camp. This is because all three routes lead onto the ridge which runs along the southern side of the
Nene valley overlooking the town of Northampton and the site of the Lancastrian camp (figure 8).

Figure 2: Medieval landscape showing the two Hardingstone townships, the probable extent of Northampton and its
suburbs with other villages and hamlets (after Partida et al 2013), also indicating the Registered battlefield with a
solid pink line and additional study area as a broken line (1km grid).

Figure 3: Early modern landscape (after Partida et al 2013), also indicating the Registered battlefield with a solid pink
line and additional study area as a broken line (1km grid)

Northampton is unusual amongst the battles of the Wars of the Roses in that it centred on an attack
upon a fortified camp. Thus it is the location of the camp which is crucial in determining where and
how the action took place. Unfortunately, while the Northampton has a remarkable level of
topographical detail for a 15th century battle, there are what at first sight appear significant
inconsistency between the descriptions.
The fortified camp was constructed on the south side of the river Nene, somewhere near Delapre
Abbey. All the sources agree that it lay just outside the town of Northampton with most stating or
implying it was to the south of the river, but in other detail they differ. Waurin is exceptional in
stating that the army was in a park outside the town by a little river (‘en ung parcq oultre la ville sue
une petite riviere’). The other accounts seem to imply that the defences were created specifically for
the purpose. Just one source, The English Chronicle, places the camp in the meadows (the king
ordered ‘a strong and a myghty feeld [i.e. camp], in the medowys beside the Nonry, armed and
arayed wythe gonnys, hauyng the ryuer at hys back’). In contrast three others place it in a ‘feld’,
that is an area of open field furlongs rather than meadow. Benet’s Chronicle says the fortified camp
was in the field between the village called Hardingstone and the monastic house called Delapre (‘Et
iuxta Northampton' Castrametatus est rex in campo inter villam que vocatur Hardyngeston et
domum monialum que vocatur de Pratis...’). In contrast, A Short English Chronicle places it ‘besyde
Northhampton in the Newfelde betwene Harsyngton (Hardingstone) and Sandyfforde.’
Interestingly, there is an additional document that says the bishop of Winchester surrendered the
great seal of silver to the king in his tent pitched in Hardingstone field, next to Delapre Abbey
(‘in tentorio suo tunc situate in quodam campo vocato Herdyngstonefeld juxta abbiam de
pratis…’) (Harris Nichols (Ed.) Proceedings and ordinances of the Privy Council of England, 1837,
5: 361). The Chronicle of John Stone provides even finer detail: ‘And for the feldys name of that
oon parte on the northest syde it is callyd Cowemedewe. And that othir parte is I callyd
Menthynfeld. And for the othir part is I callyd of tyme Sandyngford bregge nexte the towne. On

the est syde there is a water melle [that] is called Sandford melle’. Significantly he also adds that
the Archbishop of Canterbury viewed the battle from the Queen’s or headless cross.
While later sources also provide topographical detail there is far greater chance that they derive some
if not all of that detail from the earlier accounts and so they should not be taken as independent
support for a particular detail in the primary accounts.

It is clear from several accounts that this camp was constructed, in part at least, to make best use
of artillery. The English Chronicle states it was ‘armed and arayed wythe gonnys’ and
Whethamstede that it was strongly fortified and defended with artillery. The defence of such a
camp was a much more common tactic in warfare of the 15th century than it was in earlier or
later centuries, in part because of the vulnerability of what was then relatively immobile
artillery to a swift attack, especially by cavalry. Thus in the Wars of the Roses we find the
deployments at both Ludford Bridge and Crayford, neither of which actually ended in a
battle, involved defensive constructions (Strickland and Hardy 2005, 370-3). In England only
at Northampton was such a defence actually assaulted and taken.

Whereas in the battle of Castillon (France, 1453) the French artillery firing from such a camp
had decimated the English army as it attacked, the Lancastrians guns had no such effect at
Northampton. According to the English Chronicle the guns failed to fire because of the
torrential rain which preceded the action, whereas Waurin claims the gunners were at fault,
having failed to load their pieces. Despite this it seems that some at least of the artillery, of
one side if not both, did fire because Gregory’s Chronicle states that the ‘goode knight Syr
Wylliam Lucy that dwellyd be-syde Northehampton hyrde the gonne schotte, and come unto
the fylde to have holpyn [t]e kynge, but the fylde was done or that he come’. These guns must
surely have been substantial artillery, rather than simply handguns, for Lucy’s house lay in
the village of Dallington, four kilometres from Delapre.
Medieval chronicles are notorious for providing grossly exaggerated figures for the number of troops
engaged in battles. Thus both Whethamstede and the English Chronicle claim the Yorkists had at least
60,000 men whereas the royal army, which was awaiting further reinforcements, was somewhat
smaller in size. Stone gives a figure of 20,000 for the Lancastrian army.
On the Lancastrian side the English Chronicle places Lord Grey of Ruthin in command of the
vanguard, which always takes the right hand position in a battle array if the battles were to be
deployed side by side. As the army is said to have had its back to the river this means that Grey’s
vanguard would have been on the westernmost side of the Lancastrian formation.
The Yorkist army is described as being divided into three battles and, as they are said to have attacked
simultaneously, these battles will have been placed side by side. Thus the vanguard under Falconberg
would have been on the right of the formation; the main battle under Warwick will have been in the
centre; while the rearguard under the Earl of March will have been on the left flank.

Waurin described 'le seigneur de Greriffin' (Lord Grey of Ruthin) along with thirteen to fourteen
hundred cavalry charging straight into Warwick’s men at the beginning of the battle but being
pushed back and cut down. Hall, writing much later, says it was Beaumont who with a small
force attacked Warwick’s battle as they approached but were easily swept aside. Ingram suggests
further support from the Bruges Newsletter which says that because of the rain the Lancastrians
‘were forced to come out of that place and encounter Warwick’, but this is a very vague
comment that seems to apply to the whole battle rather than a cavalry action prior to the main

action. Indeed, Ramsey disputes the validity of this description of a cavalry attack. If such an
attack did take place then it is improbable that Grey could have led it, given his key role in
command of the Lancastrian vanguard. Indeed, according to the English Chronicle it was
Lord Edmund Grey (Waurin say Sir Ralph Grey) who played the critical role in the battle,
changing allegiance to the Yorkists in a premeditated move during the course of the fighting.
His forces let the Earl of March’s troops in across the defences on the Lancastrian right wing
and so brought about a swift conclusion. As a result the battle was over in remarkably short
time, the English Chronicle claiming it lasted as little as half an hour, although Waurin claims
it lasted three hours.
The King was captured and various Lancastrian nobles were killed, including the Duke of
Buckingham, Lord Chursbury, Viscount Beaumont and Sir Thomas Fyderme. According to
Gregory’s Chronicle ‘many men were drownyd by syde the fylde in the revyr at a mylle’. This is a
claim is repeated in the Short English Chronicle and the English Chronicle, with Leland being even
more specific, though he confuses the Nene with the Avon: ‘and many Walsch men were drounid yn
Avon (sic) Ryver at this conflict’.

Medieval chronicles frequently quote highly inflated numbers engaged and killed in battles. In
the case of Northampton the losses reported vary between the chronicles even more wildly than
usual. At one end of the scale lie Polydore Vergil who gives 10,000 and Waurin who claims
12,000 died. At the other is Bale's Chronicle which gives an improbable 58, while even the figure of
300 from Worcester’s Annales is relatively small for such a major battle. With such different figures
it is not possible to determine the true scale of the losses but it may be that the lower figures are
closer to the truth, for Stowe’s Chronicle claims that the Earl of Warwick had before the conflict
ordered that 'no man should lay hand upon the king nor on the common people, but on the lords,
knights, and esquires’. As to where the dead were buried we have the report by Leland who says
‘Many of them that were slayn were buried at de la Pray : and sum S.John's Hospitale.’.

Locating the battlefield
When attempting to locate a battlefield local tradition can be valuable, but it must be
critically assessed to establish the earliest identified location and to determine if it is
independent of published analysis. The earliest report of the location for Northampton
battlefield is that provided by John Bridges. In circa 1720 he stated that the Lancastrians were
‘very advantageously posted in the meadows, with the river in their rear, the monastery of Delapre
on their right, and strong intrenchments in front.’ (Bridges 1791, 1, 430). He is the only author to
position the action to the east of the Abbey and it is unclear why he does so, as none of the
primary accounts suggest this. Much of the information or Bridges’ History came from personal
visits by him or his assistants to parishes across the county or from the informants within
particular parishes with whom he corresponded. Thus his positioning of the Lancastrian camp
might, in part, derive from a local tradition. This question is best addressed by a review of
Bridges’ notebooks in the Bodelian Library, for this often reveals more detail than appears in the
published History (Brown & Foard, 1994).
The first specific reference to local tradition is made in 1896 by Ramsay who, in addition to his
use of primary sources, claimed local tradition in support of his identification of a site on the
meadow half way between Delapre and the river (Ramsay, 1896, 227-9). We must question the
validity of this claim given that Brooke, who had been successful in his enquiries on other
battlefields, failed to identify any local traditions regarding the site on his two visits in the 1850s
(Brooke 1857).

Later we find the historian Serjeantson claiming to have identified earthwork evidence for
Lancastrian defences when the antiquarian Brooke could find no such evidence (Serjeantson
1907). However none of the authors who have written on the battle have identified any artefacts
from the action or reports thereof. It is therefore almost solely on the evidence of the original
documentary accounts of the battle that suggestions as to the location of the battlefield have been
based.

Alternative sites
Three alternative locations have been suggested. The earliest reported is the eastern site, first
indicated by Bridges, which lies somewhere to the east of Delapre Abbey but extending
towards Rush Mills, as Ramsay and others have suggested that this might be the site of
Sandeford. Thus the eastern site encompasses the area of Eagle Drive and, beyond this, the
northern part of Brackmills industrial estate.
The other two sites encompass the general area which was identified by Brooke. The northern
alternative, clearly specified by Ramsey, lies on the former meadow between Delapre Abbey
and the river Nene, between the Cotton End and Nunn Mills (figure 4). It is an area that was
intensively developed in the 19th and 20th centuries and which is now subject to an ongoing
programme of redevelopment.

Figure 4: Ramsay's map of the site of Northampton battlefield (Ramsay 1895).

Finally there is the southern site, which lies between Delapre Abbey and Hardingstone village, which
is detailed in the National Army Museum report and Register map (figure 5). Ingram has attempted to
refine the evidence for the southern site and has given a far more specific suggestion as to the location
of the Lancastrian camp and thus of the action (figure 6).

Figure 5: Battlefield Register map for Northampton

Figure 6: Location of camp and action suggested by Ingram

The historic landscape
There is, as yet, no definitive evidence as to the location of the battlefield. In this situation the
next step is to produce a comprehensive reconstruction of the historic landscape of the whole
area, using both documentary and archaeological evidence. This will provide the best opportunity
to securely place the topographical clues from the primary accounts. It will also yield a picture of
the historic terrain as it was at the time of the battle, enabling an analysis of the tactical
opportunities this provided and hence providing some guide as to where the action may have
taken place.
While such a comprehensive study is beyond the scope of the present report, we have draw
together the published evidence and complemented this by limited but carefully targeted research
on particular primary sources. The starting point for this has been the existing reconstruction of
the medieval and early modern landscape of the county (Partida et al 2013).
It is clear from the primary accounts that the battle took place in Hardingstone parish (figure 2). Prior
to enclosure, in 1765, this contained two separate townships operating the independent field systems:
Hardingstone West End Field and Hardingstone East End Field. The township boundary bisected
Hardingstone village with the church and adjacent tenements lying in West End.1 Also in West End
were the hamlets of Cotton End or East Cotton and Far or West Cotton and the Abbey of Delapre. The
township boundary followed the road, now a footpath, which ran from Hardingstone village via Nunn
Mills to Northampton. It also formed the eastern edge of Delapre Park in the eighteenth century (Figure
7).
It would appear from the distribution of the lands in various terriers that the West End Fields were
previously known as the fields of Cotton. An example is the virgate of land of St Leonard’s Hospital,
founded in the late eleventh century, which was granted to Northampton Borough at the dissolution of
the monasteries. A terrier dated 1586 describes this as ‘land belonging to Saint Leonards lying in the
field of Cotton’.2 However, the manorial and ecclesiastical structures in Hardingstone are so complex
that it needs further research to fully understand the organisation of the two townships.3
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Figure 7: The battlefield area from the Ordnance Survey six inch mapping of the 1880s. Red line indicates the
Registered area and the broken line the additional study area (1km grid).

The landscape of medieval Northamptonshire, like much of the East Midlands, was one of nucleated
settlements and communally run open field systems (Partida et al 2013). In Northamptonshire each of
these villages typically had a single township (its secular administrative area) and an identical single
parish (its ecclesiastical area) with no other occupation outside the village other than a water or
windmill. Within this township there was usually a single communal field system which comprised
thousands of long narrow strips of arable, with each farmer typically having several dozen strips
scattered across the township. These strips were organised into parallel groups called furlongs which
were in turn grouped into great fields – usually two or three but occasionally more. These great fields
were typically the units by which crop rotation was practiced, with different great fields being under
wheat, barley or fallow each year. Together these great fields, each with a distinct name, made up the
open field system of that township, which was usually named after the village.
Typically the only physical boundaries within this landscape were hedged or walled tenements in the
villages and adjacent small paddocks of ‘closes’. Within the field system there were not usually any
hedged or other such boundaries during the medieval period, although from the 15th century onwards
land began to be enclosed and put down to pasture. Thus hedged fields became more and more
common during the early modern period but in Northamptonshire many townships retained their open
field systems largely intact into the 18th or even 19th century. Because the cultivation method caused
each strip to be ridged up in the middle, with a furrow marking the boundary with the next strip, the
whole pattern of strips and furlongs was imprinted on the landscape as ridge and furrow. These
earthworks survived in many parts of the county after the communal open field system was
extinguished, if the land remained under pasture following enclosure. Such earthworks still survived
across large parts of Northamptonshire in the 1940s, when they were recorded on a series of RAF
national photographic surveys, and in limited areas they still survive today. Even where the ridge and

furrow has been levelled by modern cultivation the headlands at either end of each furlong, where the
plough teams turned around causing an even bigger ridge of soil to build up over hundreds of years,
often survive. From the latter it is possible to reconstruct much of the detail of the open field system
even if the ridge and furrow had gone by the 1940s, although ridge and furrow earthworks do provide
more detailed evidence.
Hardingstone is a rare case in Northamptonshire where one parish had two townships and three
separate medieval settlements in addition to the village of Hardingstone: a hamlet (West Cotton), a
suburb of Northampton (Cotton End or East Cotton), and a monastery (Delapre Abbey ). Each
township had its own field system, one called Hardingstone East Field and the other Hardingstone
West Field, which seems originally to have been called Cotton Field and have belonged principally to
West Cotton, though in reality this is a complex issues beyond the scope of the present study.
In other respects Hardingstone was typical of Nene valley parishes in that, by around 1300, the land
was ploughed up to the edges of the township, excluding only the low lying land on the floodplain.
The latter was periodically flooded and regularly too waterlogged to be cultivated so it was managed
as meadow, cut for hay in the summer and then used as pasture. The extent of medieval meadow can
normally be defined with reference to the extent of open field furlongs, which often correlates with
the extent of alluvium on the river floodplain. However in the present case, while most of the meadow
is alluvial, immediately north of Delapre Abbey a narrow strip of river gravels extends onto the
meadow. Significantly it is in this area where an earthwork suggestive of a monastic church is visible
on RAF vertical aerial photographs (RAF VAP CPE UK 2535 5005), though if it is such then it must
be a precursor to the late medieval church, which sits beneath the buildings of the present Hall.
The furlong pattern of the two townships of Hardingstone has been reconstructed by Hall using
archaeological evidence supplemented by documentary sources.4 This has been refined and
republished (Partida et al 2013) but has been further refined here with reference to the new Lidar data
set (figure 12), a review of all RAF vertical aerial photography of the 1940s, and field examination
(figure 7). Further enhancement will be possible by rectification of all relevant aerial photographs and
digital mapping of each strip and other earthworks from these and the lidar data and by measured
survey on the ground where earthworks still survive.
Hall sketch mapped the furlongs (but not each strip) in the 1970s from surviving ridge and furrow or,
where this did not survive on the ground or on air photographs, from the headlands that then survived.
He then allocated names to the furlongs based on an analysis of the documentary evidence, mainly
using 17th and 18th century terriers which described strips of particular owners within the field
systems. Hall lists various terriers and surveys from the 14th to 18th centuries which describe open
field land in West Fields and East Fields (Hall 1995, 284-287; Hall 1980). Several of the 17th and
18th century terriers and field books provide detailed abuttals of the furlongs, enabling accurate
placement and providing the orientation of the strips. Hall has correlated these with the pattern of
furlongs. These documents also record meadow, ancient enclosures and tenements in the
settlements of West Cotton, Cotton End and Hardingstone.
In circa 1300 the extent of arable will have been the same as the extent of furlongs, with the
remainder of the land being meadow on the floodplain, although there were also small areas of pasture
within the open fields, typically along the bottom of small valleys or slades where it was also too wet
4
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to be cultivated. By 1460 some of the arable may already have been put down to pasture. The St
Leonards terrier shows this had happened to some degree by 1568 (NRO Northampton Borough
Records 9/1). Indeed, by 1539 some of this land had already been enclosed, while several furlongs in
the East Field had been converted to pasture and an unenclosed cow common, known as Cow Leys,
had been established on the east side of the Portway (Serjeantson 1909). Further research is required
to determine how much of the ancient enclosure seen in 1765 (see below) was already enclosed by
1460.
From rentals and other documents it is clear that most of the land in the parish was owned by two
manors, belonging to St Andrews Abbey and Delapre Abbey. St Andrews was endowed with the
demesne of Hardingstone and acquired other land in Cotton End in the late eleventh century. In 1145
Simon de Senlis obtained land from St Andrews upon which he founded Delapre Abbey. The latter
increased its land-holding in Hardingstone, owning a significant portion of the parish by the fifteenth
century. After the Dissolution the estates passed to the Crown and in 1565 the Tate family purchased
the Delapre manor, with the Abbey site itself being developed as a country house. They acquired St
Andrews manor in 1590. In 1676 William Tate was exchanging land in East End field in an attempt to
enclose the West End fields but this didn’t take place. In 1764 the whole estate passed to Edward
Bouverie, with all the open fields in Hardingstone parish being enclosed in 1765.

Figure 8: Open field landscape of the central part of Hardingstone parish showing the settlements with the land
anciently enclosed by 1756, the meadow, open field pasture and road system prior to parliamentary enclosure. The
extent and exact position of the furlongs and headlands in Delapre Park (compared to figures 2 and 3) have been
amended with reference to the Lidar and RAF VAP data and field inspection. Sources for names, roads and features
are given in the text, with the legend as on figures 2 and 3 but with addition of areas for Cow Meadow and Cow Leys.

The boundary of ancient enclosure in 1756, reconstructed by Hall from the Enclosure Award,
provides a maximum area within which the ancient enclosures of Delapre and Cotton End in 1460 can
be defined (Figure 8). The furlong pattern reveals that the ancient enclosures immediately south of
the Abbey were under arable in the medieval period but further documentary evidence is required to
determine whether this area was already enclosed by 1460. The Abbey itself lies between two slades.

At its foundation in c.1145 the Abbey of Delapre was constructed amongst the meadows to the south
of the river Nene (VCH, Northamptonshire, 1, 114). The extent of the Abbey precinct is uncertain
but it has been suggested that it is represented by the ridge and furrow free area west of the
Abbey (Parklands Consortium 2009, app 1, fig3). This appears to have been part of the anciently
enclosed area in 1756 so the suggestion is plausible, although part of this area lacked ridge and
furrow as it was open field pasture in a slade. Other earthworks, which accord with the location of
the 18th century ha-ha (a parkland boundary) have been suggested by Welsh as representing the
precinct boundary on the north side. Immediately north of this is the possible site of the original

abbey church, which is on exactly the same orientation as the present Hall and late medieval Abbey
but is actually on the meadow (RAF VAP CPE UK 2535 5005).

A medieval channel leading into the nuns’ fishpond, which broadly marked the southern limit of
the meadow, has been identified with the present channel on the northern edge of the park
(Parklands Consortium Ltd, app 1, p.9). However our comparison between modern and 1880s
mapping shows that to the west of the Abbey this was realigned further to the south after the
1880s. There is however a slight curving linear depression a few meters to the south of the park edge,
immediately to the north of Spittlewall Furlong, which appears to represent a silted-up paleochannel,
though there is no evidence to indicate whether or not this was still open in the medieval period
(figure 12).
The character of the open field landscape to the south of Delapre Abbey, at least as it was in 1721, is
given on Tillemans’ prospect of Northampton. This shows a dense line of trees along the edge of the
meadow, especially around the Abbey itself, but this may have been largely a result of early modern
planting by the Tates around their country house. There are also trees along what appears to be the
course of the Fulbrook or Moor dyke, while on the west of the London road is a hedged enclosure
which is probably the Grange Close (Bailey 1996, 120-1). Thus the character of this landscape as seen
in 1721 is likely to be somewhat more wooded than it had been in 1460.
Enclosed landscape
Hardingstone East End and West End fields were enclosed together by parliamentary act in 1765. At
this date there were groups of ancient enclosure around the village of Hardingstone, the Cottons and at
Delapre Abbey (Figure 3). The remainder of the two townships were still open field with extensive
meadows along the Nene. The exact land use within the open fields at this date, i.e. how much of it
was arable and how much had been laid to permanent grass, is uncertain. As we have seen, in the East
End Field there was a cow pasture as well as leys (arable strips put down to grass but not enclosed).
The extent of closes around Delapre Abbey can be seen to have expanded from that in circa 1300,
defined on the basis of furlong extent, to that at enclosure in 1765 (Figure 8). This may have been, at
least in part, the result of works undertaken during the Tate family’s ownership when many alterations
were made to the buildings and gardens.5 However, the greatest investment and expansion of the park
came after the estate was purchased by Edward Bouverie.
Bouverie enclosed Hardingstone a year after purchasing the estate. He was not the only landowner;
there were twenty-seven allottees altogether. But Bouverie was the principal landowner as well as the
lord of the manor and the impropriate rector. As such he would have had no opposition to the
enclosure process. His total allotments for manorial rights, tithes, and land that he owned amounted to
seventy-one per cent of the land enclosed. There is no enclosure map to accompany the award made
in 1766. There is a map in the county record office which is indexed as the ‘Inclosure Plan’ but is in
fact a post enclosure estate map made for Bouverie in 1767.6 The extent of ancient enclosure shown in
Figures 8 is compiled from a reconstruction of the award using the 1767 estate map as a guide
(Partida et al 2013).
As the major landholder, Bouverie’s influence would have dominated the post enclosure landscape,
affecting the pattern of hedged fields for the tenant farms but most clearly seen in the layout of
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Delapre park. The 1767 map shows that only two years after enclosure the creation of the newly
designed landscape was well under way. There are plantations of trees around most of the park
perimeter, especially along the London Road, as well as numerous clumps of trees and dispersed trees
throughout the park. The park is bounded on the north, west and east by roads, and on the south
against Hardingstone village by spinneys and Hill Close. It was thus at this time that the broad
character of the landscape was established which was maintained until the major changes of the later
20th century.
The next map, undated but from circa 1769, is an estate map made for Bouverie called ‘Map and
Survey of Delapre Farm’.7 It depicts the full extent of the park with a few adjacent closes. There is
little change in the features shown within the park compared to the map of 1767. A stream with
associated planting forms a natural northeast-southwest division of the grounds. To the west of the
stream is marked ‘The Park’ and to the east ‘The Great Lawn’. Of note is the name change of Hill
Close on the 1767 map to Cross Close in 1769, due to its proximity to the Eleanor Cross,
demonstrating the way that landscape names can change over time. In the medieval this area was
simply called ‘middle furlong’, showing that significant features in the landscape, which the Cross
undoubtedly is, are not always reflected in local topographical names. Similar problems may also
arise with regard to a battle and the local memory thereof.
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Figure 9: Extract of map of Hardingstone parish in 1767, showing the newly created park and the new closes to the west
including the barn where Delapre Park Farm was later developed, and to the bottom the new closes on the meadows.
North is to the bottom of the map (NRO Inclosure plan 46).

The post enclosure history of the park has already been provided in detail and so is not reviewed again
here as it is not directly relevant to the present study (Parklands Consortium Ltd 2009, appendix 1).
Significant place names

Such a reconstruction of the historic landscape normally provides a basis for the
identification of the place names given in the accounts of a battle. Although in this case

several key names have yet to be found, the reconstruction can be enhanced through further
documentary research.
Four of the names have always been securely located. First is the Eleanor Cross, described in
the battle accounts as the Queen’s or the headless cross, which still stands close to the top of
the hill beside the London Road (figure 8). Then there is Hardingstone village, which lies on
the ridge just to the south of the scarp, and Delapre Abbey which lies beneath the country house
which bears its name. Then there is Cowemedewe, which one battle account says lay on the
north side of the battlefield. Research on medieval and early modern terriers has failed to
locate such a name on the south side of the river in Hardingstone parish. It is therefore almost
certainly the meadow on the south side of the town of Northampton, on the opposite side of
the river to the meadows east of Cotton End (NRO Map 5700).
The unnamed river which is referred to in most of the primary sources, which is misnamed Avon
by Leland, is clearly the Nene. Ingram has however suggested that the ‘little river’ described
by Waurin was actually the Fullbrook, which is a tiny stream that runs across the battlefield,
as discussed above. In the context in which it is used by Waurin, describing the Lancastrian
camp’s relationship to the town, it appears far more likely that he means the Nene, which in
its upper reaches around Northampton is indeed a relatively small river. Ingram also argues
that his identification of the little river with the Fullbrook is supported by Drayton’s PolyOlbion. This is also questionable, and not simply because of the late date of Drayton’s poem:
‘...The king from out the towne, who drew his foote and horse,
As willingly to give full field roomth to his force
Doth passe the river Nen neere where it down doth runne
From its first fountaines head, is neere to Harsington,
Advised of a place, by nature strongly wrought...’

As can be seen from his map of Northamptonshire of 1622, which accompanies the reprinted
edition of Poly-Olbion, Drayton knows that the Nene rises near Helidon for, as with the other
rives, he places a naiad near the source. In the poem he is not describing the Fulbrook but is
talking in a more general geographical context
(http://www.northamptonshirerecordsociety.org.uk/nrseBksPm37.html accessed 3/4/13).
There are three other key names in the battle accounts that have not been identified: Menthynfeld,
Newfelde and Sandyforde. Both Newfelde and Menthynfeld could be either earlier or alternative
names of a field system (either the East or the West fields of the parish) or of one of the great
fields within one of those two field systems. As yet neither name has been identified. In both
cases the next step should be to validate the transcription from the original source, to ensure that
there has not been miss-transcription, as both names appear just once in the accounts.

One name has been identified in this landscape which is fairly close in form to Menthynfeld. This
is Merthenesmylne (Gover et al 1975, 8). The potential connection of the two names was
assessed and dismissed in the Register report, but further documentary research might provide
support to the identification. If in the medieval period Menthynfeld was an alternative name for to
Cotton Field then this would fit well in the context provided by John Stone’s description of the
battlefield, as Cotton Field includes the area of open field to the south of the Delapre Abbey,
bounding Cotton meadows on their south side, while Cow Meadow bounds these meadows on the
north side.

Finally there is the name Sandyford, which is associated in the accounts with a bridge and a mill
as well as a ford. It seems to be a feature at the northern edge of the battlefield, towards
Northampton. The name must first be considered in the light of the discussion of Sandeford on
Bosworth battlefield, where it has been suggested that it relates to a prophesy rather than
representing a real place on the battlefield (Thornton 2005). In the 16th century we also see the
application of a name from prophesy – Gladmore Heath – to the 1471 battlefield at Barnet even
though, according to Warren, no such name existed in that landscape (Warren 2009; Holinshed,
Chronicles, London 1808, 3: 312). However, the fact that Sandyford appears in more than one
primary account for Northampton and linked to several features argues against such an
explanation. It also suggests this is not a miss-transcription.

If one accepts that 'Sandyfforde' and 'Sandyngford bregge nexte the towne' and 'Sandford
melle' are one and the same place then it would appear that Sandyford lay next to the town
where a road crossed the river and that this was adjacent to a watermill. This is unlikely to be
South Bridge, by which the London Road crossed the Nene into the town, or the lesser bridge
to its south where that road crossed the back brook beside St Leonards. This is because there
is no record of a mill beside that crossing or any evidence that there was a ford here, while
the presence of a substantial area of medieval suburban development, called Cotton End, lay
between the bridge and the open fields. The failure of the accounts to mention these suburbs
in connection with the rout would be surprising, though detail in the accounts is sparse.
It is even less likely that Sandyford was at the site of the mill 500m upstream from South
Bridge, beside West Cotton, because even more settlement enclosures lie between it and the
open fields. However, just 700m downstream from South Bridge is Nunn Mills where the
lane from Hardingstone crossed the Nene, leading up past Becket’s Well and into the town
via Derngate. The terriers discussed below show this lane was known in the 16th and 18th
centuries as the Port Lane or Portway. There were at least four portways which led into the
town, almost certainly representing the late Anglo-Saxon main road network to the market or
‘port’. This one seems to have led through Hardingstone and onto the London Road which in
1756 ran south east via Horton to Watling Street via Newport Pagnell. Nunn Mills had been
known by the name Quingeons in the 16th century and was already known as Conenes mill in
1329 (VCH, 3:29) so whether an alternative of Sandyford could also have been used in 1460
is unclear (VCH 3, 29; VCH 4, 253).
Downstream 1.7km from Nunn Mills is St Peter’s bridge, where today the Bedford road
crosses the Nene, just 150m beyond Rush Mill. It was first suggested by Wetton that this was
the site of Sandyford (Wetton, 1847), a suggestion repeated by Ramsey and by Jack. The only
other name so far identified for this bridge is Pye Foot bridge, first recorded in 1632 (Jack
1960). However there was no bridge in this location in 1632 or 1671, when maps of
Northampton and Abington respectively show just a minor road crossing immediately
adjacent to Rush mill itself. At this time the Bedford road seems to have run across Billing
bridge and then via the Billing road and St Giles Street into the town. Thus it is probably only
the minor crossing at Rush Mill itself that existed in 1460. It seems unlikely that Rush mill
could be Sandyford Mill because it already had the name Riscmiln in 1135 (VCH, 4, 254).
The site also lies so far to the east of Northampton that it is difficult to reconcile this with the
description of Sandyford bridge being ‘nexte the towne’. If Sandyford was at Rush Mills then
the battlefield would have to lie significantly further to the east than all other evidence
indicates, in the area now occupied by Brackmills industrial estate, given that the Short
English Chronicle places the battle between Hardingstone and Sandyford.

The other possibility is that Sandyford was at another as yet unidentified location. There are,
after all, other lesser fords along the Nene. For example, Blackford in 1767 lay upstream
from Rushmills, but this led not across the Nene itself but over a back brook into Hollows
Meadow (NRO Inclosure Plan 46). There was also at least one other mill, a gig mill, on the
Nene between the South Bridge and Nunn Mills, which was pulled down under a statute of
Edward VI (reigned 1547-1553). However the reference to a ford, bridge and mill tends to
suggest that it was one of the major known crossings of the Nene.

Character and location of the camp
Waurin’s reference to the royal army being in a park by a little river cannot be correlated with
any known topographical features. Certainly this was not Delapre Park, which was not
created until the 1750s. If a park existed at all in 1460 it would have been a deer park but
none is recorded in the area and Hall’s reconstruction of the open field system provides no
context within which it could have existed. It seems likely that Waurin was in error, for the
other accounts imply a fortified camp which was purpose made.
It is possible that the decision to construct a defended camp was simply a response to the difficulties of
defending the vast circuit of the defences, Northampton having the fourth largest defended area of any
place in England. More likely, in the light of tactics used in some other battles of the period,
exemplified by Castillon [France, 1563], the construction of the camp may have been a tactical
decision to gain battlefield advantage by exploiting the capabilities of the larger artillery pieces which,
at this time, were very vulnerable to attack as they were not yet particularly mobile.
In laying out such a camp the Lancastrians will have taken into account the tactical opportunities and
problems posed by the terrain. In terms of relief there was the steep scarp falling down into the Nene
valley from the ridge on which Hardingstone sits. Apart from a small knot of enclosures around the
village itself much of this landscape was open, with few if any hedges or trees until one reached the
floodplain. Here, on and at the edge of the meadows, was the built up area of the Cottons and the
precinct Delapre Abbey, both of which probably also had adjacent hedged or ditched enclosures.
Whether by 1460 these had reached the full extent seen in 1756 is not yet clear but there evidence that
it had in some places. For example the 17th and 18th century terriers describe Spittalwall furlong, the
name implying it abutted a walled enclosure of the Hospital of St Leonard, which stood at the
southern end of Cotton End on the east side of the London Road. The hospital had certain parochial
and burial rights and human remains have come from the area between the railwayline and Ransome
road (VCH 4, 60 & 256; SMR monument 2871/1/2). After the dissolution the hospital was replaced
by a single tenement, which was called the Spittle house that survived until at least 1740 (VCH II,
161). This implies that the medieval enclosed area adjoined Spittalwall furlong to north. On the west
there was an enclosure called the Grange Close in 1756, which may be the site of the medieval
Grange manor belonging to St Andrews Abbey (Hall 1980, 121). In which case, by 1460 the anciently
enclosed land of Cotton had already reached its 1756 southern extent. The accurate mapping of all the
enclosures in 1756 and back to 1460, through detailed documentary research, should be a major
objective of any future terrain reconstruction. The floodplain meadows were also divided up by minor
drains and streams, the latter creating one or two ‘holms’ or islands which could be entered via minor
fords, as with Black Ford to the south west of Rushmills (NRO Inclosure Map 46).
The major barrier was the river Nene itself, which in this area was crossed by three roads which
descended the scarp. The London Road was one of the great roads of England, leading from the
capital to Northampton and on into the North. This was joined in Cotton End by the Towcester road

before it crossed the Nene via the South Bridge to enter the south gate of the town. This appears to
have been a new crossing created in the post Conquest period (Foard 1995). Just 700m to the east was
the Portway, almost certainly the original Anglo-Saxon route into the town from London, which
crossed the river at Nunn Mills via a bridge but presumably originally by a ford. The next crossing,
1.6km downstream, was at Rush Mills where a minor road from Hardingstone to Abington crossed the
river immediately adjacent to the mill. Running parallel with the Nene from Cotton End eastward past
the Abbey was the Bedford Lane or Bedford Way (Hall 1980, 122). This appears only to have been a
minor road and so unlikely to have any significance in the battle.
The other major tactical consideration was the enclosed and built up area of Cotton and, just to the
east, the precinct of Delapre Abbey. The vast majority of the rest of the landscape will have been
open, with no hedges or trees providing any barrier to troops and the streams too insignificant to
impede movement. Even the scarp itself was not so steep as to preclude the advance of an army in
battle formation, except perhaps mounted troops although at this time most cavalry appear to have
dismounted to fight. This will certainly have been the case when attacking a defended enclosure.
However, the ridge may have posed a threat to the Lancastrians if their camp lay too far south, for
according to the Short English Chronicle the Yorkist army had ‘grete ordenaunce’, meaning artillery
as opposed to handguns. The extra height provided by the ridge would have given them the ability to
fire into the camp if it was too close to the scarp, though if the guns had to be depressed too far then
this might have posed new problems, as can be seen from the failure of the Scottish gunners at
Flodden in 1513 (Barr 2001, 93).
The Lancastrians, who had the river to their backs and beyond this occupied the town, will have
wanted their camp to control at least one of the two main routes which crossed the Nene into
Northampton. They are also likely to have made good use of the enclosures and certainly will not
have wanted enclosed ground to sit between them and the Yorkists advance as this will have given the
enemy valuable cover. This is a strong argument for the camp having been constructed not to the
north but immediately to the south or east of the Abbey, depending on the exact extent of the
enclosures of Cotton and the Abbey. Whether they encompassed any of the ancient enclosures in the
circuit or used them as flank protection for constructed the camp is unclear.

Because Stone says the Archbishop of Canterbury watched the battle from the Eleanor Cross,
Ingram argues the battle could not have been fought on the meadow to the north of Delapre
Abbey, because it was too far away and any view of the action will have been obscured by
the Abbey. Although the distance is 1.5km, the Eleanor Cross lies in a commanding position
at an altitude of circa 90m while the meadow is below 60m. In the open field landscape of
1460 the prospect is likely to have been wide open except perhaps for a relatively small area
obscured by the Abbey and any trees within the precinct and around the adjacent enclosures.
In 1645 spectators seem to have viewed the battle of Naseby from the hill where the windmill
stood, along the Clipston road, even thought this stood more than 1.5km from the area where
the two armies clashed. Indeed, this might be considered a prudent distance for a noncombatant.
Conversely, Welsh has asserted that the battlefield could not lie to the south of the Abbey
because various accounts describe Lancastrian troops being drowned in the river during the
rout and this would have been too far to run. Here one need only refer to the events at
Towton, where large numbers of routed Lancastrian troops were drowned in the flooded
Cock Beck as the fled. The line of the rout, believed to run north-north-west toward the

crossing on the Old London Road, lies at least 1.5km from the main action (Fiorato et al
2000).
The strongest evidence that the battle was not fought in the meadows is the fact that three separate
medieval sources for the battle place the Lancastrian camp not in a meadow but in open field (English
feld or Latin campo) and that this field land is specified as lying north of Hardingstone village. Benet
states that the battle was 'in campo inter villam que vocatur Hardyngeston et domum monialum que
vocatur de Pratis'. Significantly A Short English Chronicle also states that the battle took place in the
'Newfelde betwene Harsyngton (Hardingstone) and Sandyfforde'. Then there are the Privy Council
proceedings which specify that the camp lay in ‘ campo vocato Herdyngstonefeld juxta abbiam de
pratis…’. While neither Newefelde nor Sandyforde have yet been identified, what is clearly meant
in all these accounts is the great field called Moor Field in Cotton Fields and/or that called Moor
Field in Hardingstone East Fields (figure 8). The other reference is more equivocal because it states
that Menthynfeld lay on one side of the battlefield.
The case is given far greater weight by the identification in Moor Field in Cotton Fields of a feature
called the Battle Dyke, for this evidence is completely independent of the medieval battle accounts.
The feature was first identified by Hall, who suggested it showed where the battle of Northampton
was fought in 1461 (Hall 1980, 126). However, even with detailed documentary evidence from
terriers it can be notoriously difficult to accurately locate every furlong in a field system. This is
particularly true where, as in this area, the furlong map has had to be reconstructed principally from
surviving headlands, rather than earthwork ridge and furrow or an historic map, because the fine detail
of pattern may not always be apparent from the headlands. Moreover, Hall’s principle interest was an
analysis of the East fields of Hardingstone.
In the present study we have therefore revisited the majority of the terriers to review the
reconstruction, because the accurate positioning of Battle Dyke is critical if archaeological work is to
be targeted to identify, date and characterise that feature. The late 17th and early 18th century terriers
consulted were NRO B(D)350 [1748], which gives two separate sequences of furlongs; 746 [1727];
729 [1691]; and 689-90 [c.1740]. The abuttals of the furlongs and (based on whether the adjacent
strips were to the east and west or north and south) the orientation of the furlongs are provided in both
B(D)350 and the partly illegible B(D)689. The other terriers often only give the orientation of each
furlong and in some even the sequence of furlongs varies. Our re-analysis has confirmed the presence
of inconsistencies in the original data, which are specified in Hall’s original notes, which may mean
there are solutions different to that published by Hall, but it will require more extensive research to
resolve the uncertainties, even if this is possible.
Most of the terriers simply refer to Battle Dyke furlong but in one, in the same position in the
sequence of furlongs, it is described as the ‘furlong shooting into Battle Dyke’ (NRO B(D)689). In all
the terriers the strips of this furlong are orientated north-south, so Battle Dyke lies either at the north
or south end of the furlong. That the dyke was still a distinct topographical feature is supported by the
fact that in one terrier Flaxland furlong is described as shooting east to Battle Dyke and west to Moor
Dyke (NRO B(D) 350). Moor Dyke is described elsewhere in the terrier as Moor gutter. Dyke in the
East Midlands typically refers to a watercourse, possibly indicating that it has been modified by man
for drainage purposes (ME dyke ‘a drainage or boundary ditch’). Medieval examples can be seen on
Bosworth battlefield (Foard and Curry 2013, ch.4). There were at least four dykes to the north of
Hardingstone running across the clayland from the scarp towards the river: Moor dyke and Battle
dyke lay in Cotton Fields and another Moor dyke and Hendons dike lay in the East fields (Hall 1980).

From the abuttals of Flaxland, Short Cold Ditch and Moor furlongs it can be seen that the Moor dyke
or gutter is the north south watercourse known later as the Fulbrook. In the 18th century the latter
name seems to have referred only to the upper (southern) part of the watercourse, where it ran down
the steep scarp. From the abuttals of Flaxland furlong the Battle Dyke seems to have been in the slade
mapped by Hall some 200m to the east of and running parallel to the Moor Dyke.
Accurately locating Battle Dyke furlong and hence the section of this slade that was known as Battle
Dyke is more difficult. There are three furlongs on the east side of the slade which have strips that
shoot northwards into the slade, because it runs obliquely north-north-eastward. The northernmost of
these furlongs Hall has identified as already anciently enclosed by the time of Parliamentary Inclosure
in 1765 so, if his reconstruction of the ancient enclosures is correct, Battle Dyke furlong cannot be
this. However, the sequence of furlongs within Moor Field (Meadow Leys Furlong, Windmill
Furlong, Battle Dyke Furlong, Flaxland furlong, Chalk furlong, Moor furlong, Great Bracknell and so
forth) suggests Battle Dyke furlong might lie closer to Windmill furlong than Hall’s reconstruction
indicates. Secondly, the abuttals of these furlongs create inconsistencies with regard to several key
features. Thus Battle Dyke is also seen shooting north into a road to Hardingstone, even though the
two Windmill Hill furlongs have the road to Hardingstone running north-south along the boundary
between the east and west field systems, from Nun Mills to Hardingstone village. Chalk Furlong is
also described as shooting south into Portway, yet the Portway seems to be another name for the
north-south Hardingstone road. This can be seen because the 1586 terrier of the St Leonards land in
Cotton Fields belonging to the Borough of Northampton mentions a strip at Portlane end which has
the Queen’s Highway to its east, thus running north-south. From the sequence of furlongs within
which the entry sits, this location seems to be at the northern edge of the ancient enclosures of
Hardingstone village where the Hardingstone to Northampton road leaves the ancient enclosures. The
options are that another road to Hardingstone, also known as the Portway, ran east-west across Moor
field and up to Hardingstone village; or the abuttals recorded in the terriers contain some errors; or we
have an incomplete picture of the actual pattern of furlongs in this area. It is possible that geophysical
survey may assist in resolving the latter question, for it is often found that the base of the medieval
furrows survive in the subsoil even when the ridge and furrow has been ploughed flat (Powlesland
2008).
Welsh has argued that the reference to Battle Dyke is spurious because it appears only in the late 17th
and earlier 18th century terriers, not in the 1586 terrier (NRO Northampton Borough Records 9/1). The
latter comprises two discrete collections of strips (Salesburies yardland and the land belonging to
Sainte Leonarde). Our re-analysis of this terrier has shown that, at least where it refers to Moor Field
in the West Fields, it simply does not record land in every furlong. There are at least six other furlongs
identified in the Moor field in the 17th and 18th century terriers which are not mentioned in 1586,
while several names given in 1586 do not appear in the 18th century terriers. This is a common
situation when one is not dealing with complete field books, for not every owner need have had land
in every furlong.

While the Battle Dyke may have been a defensive ditch constructed in 1460 on the line of an
existing slade, it may simply be a dyke which runs through the area where the battle was fought.
Thus where exactly the camp lies in relation to this dyke remains unclear. What is now needed is
further documentary research to confirm the location of the Battle Dyke and then archaeological
investigation to establish its course and to determine its character and date. Only then, if this
proves to be a genuinely battle related feature, may it be possible to establish where exactly the
camp lay without far more extensive geophysical survey.

Ingram, on the basis of a brief discussion of other defended camps in battles such as Castillon
and Pavia, has argued that the camp at Northampton is likely to have been ‘an irregular shaped
position, facing the London Road with water or a ditch to its front and close enough to the road to
both bring artillery to bear and be seen into from the high ground.’ While there is some detail
provided in documentary accounts of various European battles of the 15th and earlier 16th
centuries where temporary fortified camps (as opposed to permanent defensive constructions)
were built to engage an enemy army, in none have the exact form and scale of such field
fortifications been demonstrated by archaeological investigation. Until such evidence is
forthcoming it is premature to suggest for Northampton the size and shape of the camp and
the form of construction of the defences.
Given such uncertainties and the lack of any clear evidence in the primary accounts, it is also
difficult to support Ingram’s suggestion that the attack on the camp came from the west or south
west. It is true that the London road runs down the hill from the Cross but the terrain might
equally argue for the Yorkists taking a commanding position along the crest of the scarp on to the
south. While the scarp is steep in places it does not preclude an advance by forces in battle array,
especially if, as was normally the case at this time, most mounted men would have dismounted to
fight. Indeed the description of the Lancastrians as having their back to the river would suggest
that the camp principally faced south.

Battlefield Archaeology
There are three types of battle archaeology that may be expected at Northampton: stratified evidence in
the form of and infilled ditch representing the Lancastrian camp, which may well contain battle- related
artefacts; mass graves on the battlefield or in the grounds of Delapre and St John’s Hospital; and a
scatter of unstratified artefacts across the area where action took place and also possibly artillery
rounds which overshot some distance from this.
The lack of any confirmed battle archaeology from the site is not surprising, even where the land has
been extensively developed. This is because, apart from mass graves, most battle archaeology from
late medieval battlefield is very difficult to recover and (Towton excepted) seems normally to be very
sparse. Even mass graves are very small features in the vast area of a battlefield (Foard & Morris
2012, 30-5).

The fortifications
In 1906 Sergeantson led members of the Archaeology section of the Northamptonshire Natural History
Society on a visit to what he claimed was the traditional site of the Battle of Northampton (Serjeantson
1907). It should be noted however that this was more than a decade after Ramsay’s book was
published and so it is possible that Serjeantson drew this tradition from the comments by Ramsay
rather than from local knowledge (Ramsay 1892). Serjeantson describes a location, in the field called
Dog Kennel immediately south of the railway, exactly where Ramsay’s map indicates. Here
Serjeantson claims ramparts and entrenchments were then visible immediately south of the railway
line.8 He writes: ‘The railway line to Peterborough running right across the site has obliterated
many marks of the contests, but sufficient exists to give a good idea of the position of the forces.
Anyone who enters the ‘Dog Kennel’ fields, by turning left just over the Bridge Street crossing,
will notice, not far from the railways fence, a slight depression like an old ditch running eastward
into the second field, where it deepens between unmistakeable banks, and converges with similar
21 May 1906. Information located by Dr. T. Welsh in the Hardingstone Cuttings Box, Local Studies
Collection, Northampton Library.
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hollows into a small pond. There are portions of the ‘depe trenches’ and ‘high bankes’ dug by the
Lancastrians. The third field is scarred all over with relics of the trenches and banks, now
overgrown with grass and buttercups, but easy to discover’.
That there were earthworks of various kinds on the meadow is clear from the RAF vertical air
photographs of the 1940s, when parts of the meadow has still not been developed. However it is
likely that most if not all of these features related to earlier streams and drainage ditches and to
close boundaries, several of which recorded running across the meadow on the historic maps, and
to the route of the Bedford Lane, noted above, running from Far Cotton past Delapre.
Welsh has also reported a bank to the west of Delapre Park Farm as a possible battle defence, but
in fact this is a headland recorded in Hall’s survey of the open fields (SMR monument 8290/0/1).

Battle-related artefacts
The battlefield at Towton (1461) has, over more than two decades of survey work, produced
thousands of objects, mainly of non-ferrous metals, and hundreds of ferrous arrowheads, which are
restricted to a much smaller part of the site. What is particularly notable is the lack of artefacts on the
eastern side of the battlefield at Towton, which might accord with the location of the cavalry action
mentioned by Waurin. This repeats a pattern seen in 17th century battlefields where cavalry action
tends to produce very little evidence compared to the infantry action (Foard and Morris 2012,
89). Thus, if there was a cavalry action prior to the main infantry attack on the camp at Northampton,
it may have left little or no archaeological signature. In addition, while Ingram argues that the cavalry
action may have taken place along the London road as the location closest to the nearest town gate,
there is no clear evidence in the accounts by which to place it. As any survey for battle archaeology
should cover the whole undeveloped area around Delapre Abbey and its grounds, given the level of
uncertainty as to the location of any element of the action, the land beside the London Road would
be surveyed. Whether any signature of cavalry as opposed to infantry action exists here or on any
battlefield of the period remains to be seen.
A far greater concern arises from the contrast between Towton and Bosworth (1485) as at the latter,
despite intensive survey, produced only a small number of battle-related objects. This is a picture
repeated on several continental medieval battlefields. The differences may relate to the scale and
intensity of the action but, most of all, is probably a result of the exceptionally large number of high
status individuals killed at Towton. What Bosworth has produced is 34 lead and lead composite
projectiles ranging from 21mm to 97mm, whereas Towton has produced only two small calibre
projectiles. This may be a reflection of changes in gun technology and its implementation on the
battlefield between the 1460s and the 1480s, but this needs to be tested on other battlefields of the
1460 (Foard and Morris, chapter 5). Given the short duration and relatively light casualties suffered
at Northampton one might expect relatively ephemeral battle archaeology. However, as it appears
artillery was used there, we may expect at least some artillery rounds, which are relatively easy to
retrieve compared to other types of battle-related finds which are generally small items such as
buckles, strap ends and the like.
To date at least four objects have come from the general area of the battlefield which have been
suggested as possibly relating to the battle.

In 2011 Mr Steve Pulley reported the discovery of a potentially significant object by a metal detectorist
‘some years ago on Midsummer Meadow near Avon Cosmetics’, presumably meaning towards the
western end of the meadow to the north east of Nunn Mills.9 It is a roughly spherical lead object which
is said to also have a slight trace of ferrous corrosion. It is just over 2.5lbs (1134g) in weight which, if
it is solid lead, suggests an original sphere of about 60mm. This is compatible with the object seen in
the two images which were supplied but, if it was originally a spherical projectile, it has been
significantly distorted with at least six facets on one hemisphere. If it is a projectile then, based on
evidence from smaller calibre projectiles of later centuries, this implies that it was fired from an
artillery piece as hail-shot with a number of other lead projectiles (Foard 2012, 83-93). No lead round
shot from a late medieval battlefield has yet been seen with such evidence, but the size of the sample is
so small that it is not wholly representative of the use of artillery in the period. The
opposing hemisphere of the object has an irregular convex surface which, if it is a projectile, might
have resulted from a high energy impact with the ground. The corrosion deposits visible on the
surface, which seem to be compatible with lead corrosion, are largely intact indicating that the
distortion has occurred in antiquity. However the object has not been examined and so secure
identification is not possible and it may prove of very different function and date.

Figure 10: Faceted surface of the lead object from Midsummer Meadow
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Email from S Pulley to G Foard, 21/3/2011.

Figure 11: Convex surface of the lead object from Midsummer Meadow

A second object has been reported by John Wright. He states that about 60 years ago a ‘cannon ball’
was found by ‘Jack’, then the head herdsman, on the land of Delapre Home Farm, which now lies
adjacent to Eagle Drive.10 Wright was given the object when he used to play there as a child but,
although it is still in his possession, unfortunately it could not be found by him to make it available for
analysis. The object is said to be about 2 inches in diameter, of a lightish grey colour and perfectly
smooth. It was thought to be stone but is said to be unusually heavy for stone, which suggests it may
actually be of lead. The description of the object is compatible with lead round shot in use in the
1460s but without direct examination it is not possible to confirm this.
Another ‘cannon ball’ found near the same farm used to be on display at Abington Park Museum in
the 1990s when it was labelled as coming from the 1460 battle (information from Mike Ingram).
Enquiries with Northampton Museum failed to establish its current location and so this was also
unavailable for analysis. This may be the ‘lead shot’ of 45mm diameter weighing 460g which is said
to have been found on Delapre Golf Course in the late 1970s and which was given to Northampton
Museum in around 1990 (Northampton Museum E 0495, reported in Northamptonshire Archaeology,
1991, 23, 113). If the mass and diameter were accurately reported and if it is a consistent sphere then
there is a reduction of mass of approximately 80g from that which would be expected for a solid lead
sphere, based on the specific gravity of lead. As has been demonstrated from the analysis of the round
shot from Bosworth, this would suggest a lead-iron composite round shot in which a dice of iron has
been incorporated into the mould on casting. If so this is a type of artillery round which had gone out
of use by the end of the 16th century but which was in common use in the second half of the 15th
century. One example has been found at Towton (1461) and a five from amongst the 34 rounds from
Bosworth (Foard and Curry 2013, ch.7).
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Mr John Wright, 84 Port Road, Duston, Northampton; tel: 01604 4750157. Information given in telephone
conversation on 22 March 2012.

Finally there is a report from Mr Graham Walker that in the 1950s ‘arrowheads’ were found in the
fields on either side of Houghton Hill, the lane which used to lead north east from Hardingstone
village (circa grid ref 474560 257130; information via Mike Ingram). These are said to have been
taken to Northampton museum for identification but enquiries with the Museum have revealed that
they have no record of these objects. The survival of ferrous arrowheads from medieval battlefields is
likely to be rare, with even the examples from Towton battlefield generally being heavily corroded
and difficult to identify without x-ray (Sutherland 2005). It thus seems improbable that these finds
from Hardingstone were arrowheads and, without any firm evidence in support of the identification,
the report must be dismissed.
In contrast, the three reports of ‘cannonballs’ are far more promising. While none of these can be
confirmed as battle-related projectiles it is possible that one or more of them are indeed from 1460
given the dominance of lead round shot amongst finds from Bosworth and the presence of comparable
objects in small number from Barnet and Towton. As the maximum range of a 60mm round shot, after
bounce and roll, achieved in recent experimental firing was 1.2km, the presence of a round shot on
Midsummer Meadow could be just compatible with any of the three alternative sites although the
objects from Delapre Home Farm would be more securely associated. However, if all of the rounds
are solid lead and none show distinctive evidence of having been fired from a composite wrought iron
gun then it is equally possible that they come from artillery fire by the garrison of Northampton
during the Civil War. On several occasions the royalists approach the town and were driven off by
artillery fire from the defences (Foard, 1994, ‘The Civil War Defences of Northampton’
Northamptonshire Past & Present, 9: 1, 4-44). The most significant in the present context was on 9th
May 1643 when royalist troops formed in battle array ‘on the south side of the Towne, between
Hardingstone and Northampton in the plaine by the Queenes Cross, where they amounted foure peeces
of Ordnance against that part of the Towne’ (A True Relation of the Late Victory obtained at
Northampton, Lamport Hall volume of Civil War pamphlets, item 21). The land to the west and south
west of the Abbey is about 1.2km from the South Gate of the town where at least one artillery pieces
was mounted, so even for a 60mm gun this will have been within final range, especially given the
extra height provided by the gate towers. While one might expect cast iron round shot to be most
often used by Civil War artillery when firing at long range, it is true that some of the smaller pieces in
use in the mid 17th century were issued with lead rounds. Further research on the records for the
Northampton garrison may assist here if solid lead round shot without a distinctive medieval firing
signature are found.
In addition there are between 6 and 10 lead ‘shot’ from a watching brief and metal detecting on Becks
Meadow, at the north eastern periphery of the Registered area (SMR monument 9653). While these
objects are suggested as being small arms projectiles of post medieval date, there is a slight
possibility that they might relate to the battle. At present there is inadequate understanding of
handguns and related bullets of the 1460s to be able to analyse these objects in a meaningful way.
However, if an intensive battlefield survey is undertaken at Northampton, or if small arms projectiles
are recovered from other Wars of the Roses or continental battlefields if the period, then these
‘shot’ should be re-examined in the light of those results.

Burials from the battle
Given the nature of the action reported in the accounts it is possible that mass graves will have
been dug both in the area of the attack on the camp and in the area of the flight, where many were
killed attempting to cross the Nene. However Northampton battlefield, wherever exactly it lies, is

unusual in having an Abbey immediately adjacent and so it is possible that the majority of the
bodies were taken to the abbey for burial in a mass grave. Certainly Leland, writing almost within
living memory, reports that some of the dead were buried in Delapre Abbey and others in St
John’s Hospital. Normally the bodies removed for burial in this way were of men of higher status,
at with the Duke of Buckingham who was buried in Greyfriars in the town. Common soldiers
were more typically buried close to where they fell, if the density of bodies was high. Only when
the bodies were widely scattered at low density do they normally appear to have been brought
together by cart for burial, which will sometimes have been in a nearby churchyard rather than a
mass grave elsewhere in the landscape (Foard and Morris 2012, 30-35).
The graveyard of the Abbey was discovered in 1895 when a sewer was being laid across the
present walled garden (Wake, 1958, 227) but no evidence of a mass grave has yet been reported
from the site.
During September 1820, it was reported that 400 young and middle aged bodies were found ten
to twelve feet down whilst rebuilding the ‘Three Cups’ (later the Three Crowns) Public House in
Bridge Street. Ingram suggests that, as in the medieval period this was part of the land of St
John’s Hospital, these bodies were of from the battle (Ingram 2012, 11; The New Monthly
Magazine Part 2, 1820). In the absence of secure information indicating weapon trauma on the
skeletons it is not possible to make such a link – they are more likely to be normal burials.
Indeed, even if they were military casualties they could as easily be from the Civil War, for
wounded from battle of Naseby were cared for in the hospital and many died of their wounds and
were buried in the graveyard there (Foard 1995, 311-2).
It was reported in c.1868: ‘At the lower end of these meadows the railway to Bedford crosses by a
series of arches, and from the excavations here have been exhumed an immense quantity of
human remains, together with those of horses and cattle and rude weapons of war, showing that a
terrible conflict had taken place here in the far distant past. It is quite a common saying that these
arches were built on a foundation of dead men’s bones’ (Chancellor 1969, 206, quoted by Welsh
undated). Welsh has suggested that these burials were found where the Northampton to
Peterborough rail line crossed the river, but research by Ingram indicates that the only arches
were those close to the station itself (Ingram, pers. com.). The comment on ‘rude weapons of
war’ might actually indicate that grave goods were present which, if so, would suggest an AngloSaxon burial as artefacts are rare from battlefield mass graves, with just one or two special
exceptions such as Wisby (Thordeman 1939). However this discovery should not be dismissed as
a potential mass grave site and further documentary detail on the discovery should be sought so
that it can be securely located, though it would appear likely it relates to the graveyard of St
John’s Hospital.

Ingram has also suggested that ‘tumuli’ reported near to Delapre Abbey may have been mass
graves from the battle. While this is not impossible it is an unlikely form for a battlefield
mass grave While round mounds are a common form for Bronze Age burial site, which have
survived in a number of locations on floodplain meadows in Northamptonshire into the 20th
century, such as those excavated at Irthlingborough (Parry 2006, 44-51), they rarely survive
within medieval open field systems. Brown has suggested the mound beside the Fulbrook
was natural or possible a tree mound but not a burial site (SMR monument 5022).

Condition of the battlefield

In all the Registered battlefield comprises 187 hectares of which 70ha has been destroyed or disturbed
by a range of different activities in recent centuries. Despite this activity there are still substantial
parts of the site which have surviving ridge and furrow and other historic landscape earthworks,
especially the area to the west of the Abbey. There are also significant additional areas which are
largely undisturbed, most notably the land between the Abbey and the Hotel (figure 13). Even within
the golf course there appear to be significant areas which have not been disturbed and even where
earthmoving has taken place the soil may not have been moved far and so here some useful data may
be retrieved. Thus overall, although this is not one of the best preserved of battlefields of the period,
the site has considerable potential for field investigation and interpretation of the battle and battlefield,
as can be seen from the following discussion.
Type of damage
Golf course bund
Golf course tees & bunkers
Golf course – other earthmoving (shown by ridge and furrow loss)
Quarried and related
Developed
Wildlife scrapes
Garden etc
TOTAL

Area in hectares
4.5
15
2
21
15
8.5
4
70

RAF vertical air photographs show that in the 1940s ridge and furrow survived intact across the whole
of the field system to the west of the Fullbrook. East of the brook it survived only in the field
immediately east of the Abbey and in two fields adjacent to Delapre Abbey Farm. In the areas where
the ground surface was not visible on the 1940s RAF images, due to tree cover, the modern Lidar data
shows ridge and furrow in the woodland on the scarp along the southern periphery of the battlefield
plus a tiny patch in a small group of parkland trees east of the brook (figure 12). From our review of
all RAF vertical air photos held in the National Monuments Record it would appear that in the 1940s
Northampton had the most complete survival of ridge and furrow of any Registered medieval
battlefield in England (Foard and Morris 2012, 144).

Figure 12: ridge and furrow and more recent earthworks, including quarrying and other earthmoving on the
meadow and on the golf course, as recorded on the lidar data

The construction of the golf course in the 1970s caused fragmentation of half of the surviving ridge and
furrow, while more was lost when the hotel was constructed to the north of Eagle Drive. Whereas this
was long before the Battlefield Register was established, in 1995, this is not true of the planting of trees
on the ridge and furrow immediately east of the gardens of Delapre Abbey by NBC, which has
obscured the ridge and furrow, nor the losses caused by construction in January 2006 of the bunds to
the west of the Fullbrook under planning permission granted by NBC. The bund construction involved
the removal of topsoil of between 400-500mm depth, the importation of some 20,000 m3 of soil and the
replacement of the topsoil on top of the bund. It also involved the removal of topsoil for the
construction of a temporary haulage road (Woodfield 2010). This will have removed most evidence of
the ridge and furrow although remnant furrows may still survive in the subsoil. This removal of
topsoil will also have removed any unstratified battle-related artefacts, if all the topsoil was indeed
removed although some objects might survive in any remnant furrows. Any artefacts removed will
have been redeposited in a different location on the topsoil on the bunds. Here a metal detecting

survey might recover such finds which could still have limited significance but most of their value
will have been lost because moved from their original location.
The latter work was first proposed under planning application N/2003/1308, which was opposed by
Northamptonshire County Council and by English Heritage because it would cause further significant
loss of ridge and furrow on the Registered battlefield. An alternative strategy for protecting the site
from joyriders and other incursions by vehicles was suggested, involving the use of wooden bollards.
It is clear from NBC cabinet minutes (04/12/2006) that such a strategy is viable but it was not
accepted as such in 2003-4.
The report commissioned by the Golf Club from an historic buildings and landscape consultant, Mr
Paul Woodfield, which claimed that the construction of the bund would not cause significant loss of
important historic landscape features was ill informed. It showed a lack of knowledge of historic
battlefields, battlefield archaeology and of the historic terrain of Registered battlefields (Report for
NBC by Paul Woodfield, Jack Barker’s Golf Complex Delapre, Northampton: Proposed
Improvements to Security, January 2004). It also misrepresents the advice prepared by the present
author, as noted in a letter of 11 February 2004 from Michael Rayner of the Battlefields Trust to NBC
in connection with the planning application. The advice in question was given to NBC by the author,
when County Archaeologist for Northamptonshire, following a site visit with Harvey Steers of NBC
on 15/08/1995: ‘Medieval open field remains (ridge and furrow): The ridge and furrow is the
archaeological earthwork remains of the medieval field system which covered the greater part of the
battlefield. The surviving remains are not impressive but are of importance because they represent
surviving features from the landscape which existed at the time of the battle. Today, in the south and
south west of the park the ridge and furrow earthworks have been largely destroyed by the golf
course. Ridge and furrow does survive as slight earthworks in part of the woodland on the southern
extremity of the park. East of the Abbey ridge and furrow survives over much of the newly planted
Oak Wood. Slight but significant ridge and furrow survives over most of the area to the west of the
Abbey...... All ridge and furrow within the battlefield area should be conserved’ (Report by G Foard,
Initial management ideas for Northampton battlefield and the historic garden and park at Delapre,
6/9/95).
The assessment makes no reference to, even though the topsoil stripping was likely to be highly
destructive of unstratified battle archaeology. Indeed the Written Scheme of Investigation, prepared
by Woodfield for the subsequent watching brief during the earthmoving, shows a total lack of
understanding of the nature of battlefield archaeology of the later 15th century. He makes a wholly
erroneous statement that: ‘It is most unlikely that finds of weapons and armour would be made, as it
was customary for both the victorious forces, and subsequently. Local people over time, to loot the
battlefield, which will be quite extensive and include the retreat, for anything at all that may come in
useful’ (Woodfield undated). As a result, despite the clear definition of the potential in a range of
published works on Towton battlefield survey available by 2005 (e.g.: Sutherland 2000a; Sutherland
2000b), the Method Statement for the watching brief did not include an intensive metal detecting
survey prior to or during topsoil stripping, only including the option ‘if judged necessary, a metal
detector scan of the subsoil.’ Detecting after topsoil removal is of minimal value in such a context.
Best practice in battlefield archaeology, already at that time, would have required intensive metal
detecting survey at the surface before topsoil was removed. Then, because of the difficulties already
known to occur on ridge and furrow, further detecting as topsoil was removed in order to recover
finds at the bottom of the topsoil. The most effective strategy for conservation of any battle
archaeology and the ridge and furrow, in the face of bund construction, would have been to have left
the topsoil in situ across the whole area and to construct above this.

Last but not least, according to the SMR, while a report was published on the Roman kilns which
were found during the watching brief, no report on the other aspects of the watching brief despite this
being specified in the agreed scheme of works.
This is not the first example of where damaging activities have taken place on a Registered battlefield
without adequate mitigation measures being implemented due to a lack of specialist knowledge
(Foard & Partida 2010). The incompetence shown throughout in this particular case is an even clearer
demonstration that battlefield archaeology is such a specialist area that, on Registered battlefields, the
assessment of potential and of threat, the definition of appropriate mitigation measures, including the
competence of archaeologists undertaking mitigation works, should be assessed by a specialist in
battlefield archaeology. This is best achieved if there is oversight of the whole process by English
Heritage, as the organisation responsible for the Register and which has access to specialist expertise
in battlefield archaeology through its Battlefields Panel.
The NBC Cabinet minutes (04/12/2006) show that the cost of removal of the bund would be between
£294,000 and £148000 while the installation of wooden bollards in their place would cost between
£28000 and £37000. This does not however take account of the need to protect any surviving
evidence beneath the bund during such works. While it is possible that remnant furrows survive
beneath the bunds they have only an evidential value – the interpretative value as visual historic
landscape features has been lost. If the bunds are removed then this should be undertaken under
archaeological supervision to enable any surviving areas of topsoil or remnant furrows, as well as
other archaeology, to be identified and conserved.
Despite these losses, a significant area of ridge and furrow still survives today in the western part of
the golf course, while in the north western quarter of the park, which is not part of the golf course,
there is still an almost continuous area in good condition. This historic landscape is contemporary
with the battle and has no parallel on any other Registered medieval battlefield in England. While
Tewkesbury battlefield has similar ridge and furrow surviving, this appears to lie almost wholly on
the periphery of the battlefield. The ridge and furrow earthworks at Northampton are therefore of
national importance and their conservation should be given the highest priority.
Other issues
Almost the whole of the area of the former meadow between the Registered battlefield boundary and
the Nene was developed in the 19th and 20th century, but within this area extensive redevelopment is
now underway or planned. This area might contain evidence of mass graves and there is a slight
possibly that the entrenchments of the Lancastrian camp may also be here. Any unstratified scatter of
battle archaeology, based on evidence from Bosworth, is likely to be very ephemeral and so may not
have survived unless protected by deposition of a significant depth of alluvium since 1460 or if, given
the floodplain situation, development involved the ground being built up on top of the topsoil.
The island between the two branches of the river immediately north of Nunn Mills, previously called
Nunn Mill Holme, appears at first sight to be largely intact, with little or no modern development.
However, extensive mill buildings covered much of the area on the 1st edition six inch mapping of the
1880s.
The majority of the meadow within the Registered battlefield has been destroyed by construction of
the railway embankments in the 19th century, quarrying in the mid 20th century, or was heavily
disturbed in the late 20th century by earthmoving to create particular habitat for wildlife within the
area managed by the Northamptonshire Wildlife Trust. The latter work in Barnes Meadow and Becks
Meadow was subject to archaeological metal detecting but no battle related finds were recovered

(SMR events 103851 & 103847). However it is believed that the disturbance was not sufficiently deep
to disturb late medieval levels so it is possible that this are is not as badly damaged as might at first
appear (Graham Cadman, pers com). Only between the two railway lines does the meadow appear to
survive intact without any modern disturbance (figure 13).
Within the Abbey site it is likely that the archaeology of parts of the monastic graveyard are intact,
based on the discoveries made in the 19th century and discussed in the Parklands Consortium Report.
It is possible that burials from the battle, in the form of either individual or mass graves, survive there.
They would be identifiable as battle related by the weapon trauma on the skeletons. While there is no
evidence to suggest that any of the action took place within the Abbey precinct, it might also contain
overshots from artillery fire. Immediately to the south and east of the Abbey the ground has been
heavily disturbed by construction of gardens in the 18th to early 20th centuries. It is unlikely, though
not impossible, that battle archaeology or medieval terrain evidence survives in situ. Even if it does
not, there may be redeposited battle related artefacts in this area.
While a substantial part of the area covered by the golf course was disturbed during its construction,
the terracing and mounding visible on the ground and on the Lidar data suggests that a significant part
may not have been disturbed. However, following the approach taken in the Edgehill survey to assess
the degree of disturbance there by the munitions depot of the 1940s, the survival of ridge and furrow
in the western part of the golf course (west of the Fulbrook) can be used as an effective guide as to the
degree of earthmoving that has actually taken place in golf course construction (Foard 2012, 139 &
fig.145). In the northern part of this zone ridge and furrow survives across almost the whole of the
area between the tees and bunkers. In contrast, in the southern part well over 50% of the intermediate
areas has lost ridge and furrow, suggesting the earthmoving may have been far more extensive than
the distribution of tees and bunkers suggests (figure 13). On the rest of the golf course the ridge and
furrow had already been lost by the 1940s and so it is not possible to assess how much of the land has
been disturbed, over and above tees and bunkers, making accurate assessment of survival impractical
in the present study. As noted above there will have been removal and redeposition of artefacts across
the whole area where bunds were created in 2006.

Figure 13: Approximate extent of destruction and disturbance within the Registered battlefield (Black: developed;
Grey: garden; Blue: quarried/new river channel; Red: golf course tees, bunkers and related earthmoving; red
stipple: ridge and furrow levelled; red hatched: water; yellow: bunds; green: surviving ridge and furrow from lidar
data)

Whatever the level of destruction, it seems likely that sufficient intact areas survive within Delapre
Park to justify intensive survey for unstratified battle archaeology. Where there has been earthmoving
then artefacts will have been redistributed across the site in such as way as to disrupt the distribution
pattern. However, even where there has been earthmoving the recovery of artefacts will still be
potentially useful as the soil may not have been moved over long distances and so a crude distribution
pattern may be retrievable, subject to further study of the level of disturbance.

Artefact condition
Most artefacts surviving from a 15th century battle will of metal, although some stone round shot may
also exist, and the vast majority of these will have lain in the topsoil since the time of the action. The
condition of metal artefacts on battlefields is affected by a wide range of factors which are not yet
fully understood but is affected to a high degree by soil chemistry and mechanical damage (Foard and
Morris 2012, 147-154). Soil chemistry depends in part on soil type and ultimately on parent geology,
but conditions can deteriorate significantly as a result of the addition of agri-chemicals, while
mechanical damage is in large part a reflection of land use history.
It is clear from the lack of ridge and furrow on the RAF vertical air photography of the 1940s that
most of the land east of the Fulbrook had already been cultivated since inclosure, whereas to the west
of the Fullbrook it has not. Where ridge and furrow survives today this means the land has not been
cultivated since 1756. Where it is absent then there has been more recent cultivation, though this may
have been only for a short period, given that in the 1930s almost all the land was under pasture or
woodland (Land Utilisation Survey).
The greater part of the battlefield south of the Abbey is on Upper Lias Clay, which may be expected
to be conducive to good preservation. In addition the relative lack of cultivation across the site is
likely to have minimised mechanical damage. This and the fact that most of the site has been under a
golf course since the 1970s means that agri-chemical use may have been very low. For these reasons
the metal artefacts on much of Northampton battlefield may prove to be in very good condition,
although the northernmost part of the site is on gravels so here the artefacts may be in poorer
condition. Whether these conditions are conducive to the survival of ferrous artefacts can only be
determined by detailed analysis of soil chemistry and by recovery and analysis of a sample of datable
artefacts to assess their condition in the main zones – on clays, on gravels and, for both of these,
where there has and where there has not been cultivation since 1756.
Another major problem on some battlefields, such as Towton, is the degree of loss of artefacts due to
treasure hunting. While some detecting may have taken place at Northampton, the use of the site as a
public park and as a golf course is likely to have minimised such losses.
A methodology for systematic metal detecting survey to recover non-ferrous metal artefacts from a
15th century battlefield has been demonstrated at Bosworth. This shows that the minimum requirement
is survey on 2.5m spaced transects across the whole site in non-ferrous mode. If battle related
archaeology was recovered then re-survey of sample areas could then be undertaken in all-metal mode
to establish whether ferrous objects also survive from the battle. At Towton the practicalities of
recovery of non-ferrous artefacts have been explored, although evidence from this and other sites
suggests that survival requires special preservation conditions. No site has yet been explored to
address the problems of recovery of stone round shot (Foard and Curry 2013, ch.6 &7; Sutherland
2005). Unfortunately there are various factors which are likely to make survey for battle archaeology
at Northampton a difficult if not impossible task.
Firstly, the non arable land use precludes recovery of stone round shot, for which at present
fieldwalking survey may be the only viable survey method but this needs to be tested on an arable
site.
Land use history also poses problems for the recovery of metal artefacts, because if the land has been
under pasture for a long period then artefacts will have gravitated to the bottom of the topsoil,
whereas cultivation tends to redistribute the finds through the soil column. Although survey should

always be undertaken using high specification detectors (such as the Minlab Etrac), if finds are all at
the bottom of the topsoil, at a depth of up to 30cm, then unless they are large objects such as large
calibre lead round shot they are difficult if not impossible to locate with even the best VLF detectors.
This is likely to be a problem at Northampton during which the land has been under pasture,
especially where the ridge and furrow survives and hence it has not been cultivated since at least
1756. Although use of high specification Pulse Induction detectors allow deeper signal penetration
there is the added problem of the time taken for recovery of deep artefacts.
The efficiency of recovery can also be complicated by the level of contamination of a site with
modern metal rubbish such as coins, ring-pulls and the like, which can be a massive problem where as
site has been in regular and large scale public use. A methodology for assessing the level of
contamination on a site has been trialled on Hastings battlefield and this was applied at Northampton
in March 2013 (Foard 2013). Two transects, each 50m long, were detected covering a width of c.2.5m
representing the swing of a detector. One transect (at grid ref. 475760, 258977) was positioned where
there is free public access at all times and where public events are regularly held. The other transect
(at grid ref. 475866, 258625) was within the golf course, within a small group of trees from the
landscape park, where a fragment of ridge and furrow survives and thus the ground has not been
disturbed in recent times. A record was made of the number of signals located in all metal mode but
no objects were retrieved and then the exercise was then repeated in non-ferrous mode. This enabled
an estimate of the number of ferrous and non ferrous artefacts in each transect. This data is directly
comparable to the results from the initial fieldwork at Hastings, expressed in signals per 100m. While
Hastings battlefield is highly contaminated with modern artefacts, a typical level of non-ferrous
modern finds for a site with low contamination is provided by the Edgehill battlefield survey.
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The number of ferrous and non-ferrous signals recorded for Northampton exceed that seen in most of
the transects at Hastings. When follow up work was undertaken at Hastings, actually recovering
artefacts, a significant number of false signals was revealed within the data, with the actual density of
finds at Hastings varying between transect from 30-90 per 100m for non ferrous and 90-200 per 100m
for ferrous finds. This compares to a density for non-ferrous artefacts on the Edgehill battlefield
survey of between 1 and 2.5 per 100m. It is likely that at Northampton a similar reduction will be seen
as at Hastings. However confirmation of the exact density and its variation across the site will require

a second stage of sampling, where all artefacts are recovered from a series of 10m stints on transects
in several locations across the site. Such work should sample the events car parking area, events area,
several locations on the golf course, and in the woodland on the scarp.
The high level of contamination revealed at Hastings rendered meaningful survey impossible, because
of the vast amount of time needed to recover the object, almost all of which were from the 20th
century. The other problem that it revealed was that holding re-enactment events on the site was
depositing reproduction artefacts which, as they corrode over decades, are becoming more and more
difficult to distinguish from original artefacts. The initial testing suggests that similar problem exists at
Northampton and, given that re-enactments are also held at Northampton so that type of contamination
will also exist. Until the more detailed sampling is undertaken it will not be clear whether it is
practicable to undertake effective and efficient survey on any part of the site. Nor will it be clear the
degree to which contamination with reproduction artefacts is a problem. If it is then, as at Hastings, it
is likely that these objects will at present lie only close to the top of the topsoil but will be working
their way down the soil column. This would mean, as at Hastings, there is a window of opportunity to
survey the site before the reproduction artefacts reach the level at which any battle- related artefacts
will currently lie – at the bottom of the topsoil.
The other problem across most of the site at Northampton is that it is in use as a golf course. This may
well preclude meaningful systematic survey because it would disrupt the use of the course while
survey work was underway and would create an uneven surface where turf was removed and replaced
to recover artefacts, especially if the density of artefacts in very high. The only practical approach
would be if there was agreement for one fairway to be closed at a time, for several days, to enable
survey and if there was very careful reinstatement. Within the paddocks beside Eagle Drive
investigation would be far more easily undertaken but this would require the horses to be removed
and the electric fences turned off as the latter interfere with the functioning of the metal detectors.

Conclusions and Recommendations
While there is strong evidence, presented in the Register entry and reinforced here, that the action took
place in the undeveloped land of Delapre Park and at Eagle Drive, there is a slim possibility that the
site lies within the developed land to the north of Delapre Abbey and thus is largely destroyed. What is
certain is that the area of the rout, where many of the Lancastrian troops died, lies within that
developed land. Until the location of the camp and thus the action is securely identified and the extent
and character of any battle archaeology is established it will not be possible to define a fully effective
conservation management or interpretative strategy for the battlefield.
These uncertainties can only be adequately addressed by the application of the full range of
techniques of battlefield archaeology and so this must be given a high priority. While the site has been
subjected to significant destruction and disturbance, there would appear to be sufficient of the site that
remains intact to enable a meaningful investigation, subject to pilot work to determine the exact level
of contamination in different areas of the site. For such an investigation, with the exception of the
investigation of stratified evidence for the Lancastrian defences, the successful study recently
completed on Bosworth battlefield provides an effective model (Foard and Curry forthcoming). Only
with such work is it likely that a definitive answer will be provided as to the location of the battlefield
and of key elements within it. Given the substantial restrictions on land use that are required to

effectively conserve an historic battlefield, such an investigation to prove the location and extent of
the battlefield would be a sensible approach.
Whatever action is taken to address these gaps in knowledge, there are certain key actions that must
be taken. There should be a complete ban imposed by the landowners on metal detecting anywhere
within the Registered battlefield and this ban should be effectively enforced. There should be no
development, redevelopment or other ground disturbance within the area covered by this report,
including the land between the Registered battlefield and the river (figure 1) without prior evaluation
or, where of a small scale, recording action, unless all archaeological potential can be shown already
to have been destroyed, as in the quarried areas. Within the developed area on the former meadow a
priority for evaluation should be to establish the depth of the 1460 land surface to determine whether
and archaeology from the battle may survive beneath the present development. Within the Registered
area no more ridge and furrow should be destroyed and, if practicable, the bunds should be removed
to reveal any surviving ridge and furrow and to return the land form to the 1460 context.
A large scale interpretation project would not be justified at Northampton unless it was preceded by
an investigation to locate and characterise the battlefield as part of the same project. Otherwise there
is the danger that a completely false picture will be painted, as was the case at Bosworth between
1976 and 2009. The best approach would be to undertaken a comprehensive programme of
investigation and interpretation through a bid for HLF funding for a community based project but led
by professionals with expertise in battlefield investigation. However, if any further work is to take
place this must be with the clear understanding, based especially on the results from Bosworth, that
most 15th century battle archaeology is likely to be highly ephemeral and that it may only be
recoverable through large scale intensive and systematic survey. The failure of small scale sampling
to yield evidence of battle archaeology cannot be taken as evidence that the battle was not fought in
that particular area.

The significance of Northampton battlefield

The following statement of significance of the battlefield was prepared by English Heritage
(http://www.english-heritage.org.uk/content/imported-docs/k-o/northamptonbattlefield.pdf accessed
28/03/2013).
‘The Battle of Northampton, fought in 1460, was an important encounter in the Wars of the Roses; the
long struggle between the noble Yorkist and Lancastrian dynasties for the crown of England. The
defeat and capture of Henry VI and the death of leading Lancastrian nobles at Northampton was a
turning point in the Wars of the Roses. After Northampton, Richard, Duke of York, was able to return
from exile in Ireland to press his claim for the throne, resulting in an intensification of the bitter
struggle for supremacy.
The Battle of Northampton is unique as the only occasion during the Wars of the Roses when a
fortified camp was successfully attacked. Substantial fieldwork defences were constructed by the
Lancastrians, but these were breached when Lord Grey laid down arms and allowed Yorkist soldiers
to enter the encampment. The failure of artillery during heavy rain may have been another
contributing factor in the defeat of the Lancastrians. Tens of thousands of troops were involved in the
battle and although the main action is said to have been short, many Lancastrians died in the swollen
River Nene during the subsequent rout.

The Battlefield of Northampton attained ‘registered’ status in 1995 following research into historic
sources and a detailed consideration of the surviving topography. It is one of 43 English battlefields
that have been registered by English Heritage under the powers of the Historic Buildings and
Monuments Act, 1953 (as amended). Registration provides recognition of the special historic interest
of the country’s most important battlefields and is intended to offer them protection against harmful
developments. Registered battlefields have been confirmed as designated heritage assets of the
'highest significance' under the terms of the National Planning Policy Framework. The Battlefield of
Northampton, therefore, is a designated heritage asset for which the highest levels of consideration
and protection must be applied in the planning process (NPPF paragraphs 132-134).’
The present study enables several additions and qualifications to be made to this statement:
Firstly, one can add the importance of the site in being the only battlefield of the Wars of the Roses
where earthwork ridge and furrow, representing an open field system in use at the time of the battle,
still survives over a significant area of the site.
Secondly, there is documentary evidence to indicate that artillery was used in the battle, even if some
guns were not able to fire. In the light of research at Bosworth, it is now clear that the recovery of
round shot from battlefields of the 1460s, such as Northampton, would be of great archaeological
significance in providing comparative data prior to the introduction of new types of field artillery in
the 1470s. Such data is needed to complement the sparse evidence for artillery so far seen from
Towton in 1461, which may prove to be atypical.
Thirdly, it seems likely that across much of Northampton battlefield any battle-related artefacts will
be in very good condition.
However there are negative factors. The earthmoving undertaken to construct the golf course and
related facilities and, subsequently, the construction of bunds has caused significant damage to the
site, destroying some of the ridge and furrow and probably moving some artefacts from the locations
where they were originally deposited and thus disrupting distribution patterns.
Requirements for further work
There is the need for two distinct levels of work to:
address the major gaps in understanding as regards the location of the battlefield and the
character and condition of its battle and terrain archaeology.
respond to specific threats as they arise.
Any programme of work seeking evidence for the battlefield should be overseen by an individual or
undertaken by a team with experience in metal detecting for battlefield archaeology and undertaken
according to current best practice in the field. If a substantial piece of fieldwork is to be undertaken
then such expertise should mandatory, because this is such a specialist area of archaeological
investigation.
Metal detecting should form part of any archaeological programme of evaluation or recording action
undertaken within the area covered by this report.
Locating the battlefield and characterising its archaeology
The potential for meaningful implementation of a survey is significantly reduced due to the apparent

level of contamination and the fact that so much of the site is in use as a golf course, but given the
importance of such work to locating the battlefield there should be pilot work to test the actual level
of contamination and negotiation with the Golf Club to seek a practical way in which to implement a
systematic battlefield-wide survey. If such survey work does prove practicable then a detailed project
design should be prepared, drawing upon the lessons of surveys at Bosworth and Towton. This should
include:
further terrain research to enhance our understanding of the historic terrain and to accurately
locate the Battle Dyke
It is clear from the evidence presented by Hall, Serjeantson and from the 1586 terrier that land
belonging to the Crown (manor of East Greenwich), St Andrews Priory and other monastic houses lay
within the medieval and early modern open fields of Hardingstone. There is therefore the likelihood
of further substantial documentary evidence, in local and national archives, for the landscape which
may improve our understanding of the battlefield terrain and more accurately locate the Battle Dyke.
This can be complemented by refinement of the detail of the furlong pattern by warping and
registering all the relevant RAF vertical air photographs from the 1940s and using this and the Lidar
data to plot all the individual strips and correcting the exact position of furlong boundaries.
a programme of geophysical survey and trial trenching to confirm the location and to
characterise the Battle Dyke.
Any trenching on the site should include intensive metal detecting in all metal mode in 10cm spits
between machining, starting at the surface and including the stratigraphy of any cut feature or infilled
natural stream course. The objective would be to recover a sample showing the absolute density of
artefacts of all periods through the soil column and any cut features. A methodology for the latter has
been piloted on Lutzen battlefield.
Any redevelopment within the land between the Registered battlefield and the Nene should be
the subject of archaeological evaluation following current best practice in battlefield
archaeology, and designed and implemented with the involvement of a specialist in battlefield
archaeology.
This is because of the potential for mass graves in the area of rout and because it has yet to be proved,
beyond reasonable doubt, that the Lancastrian camp lay south of the Abbey and not to the north.
Archaeological evaluation of different parts of this area should be undertaken to establish whether
topsoil or below ground stratified archaeology is likely to survive in any area where redevelopment is
proposed. If a potential is confirmed, though not necessarily the actual presence of battle archaeology,
then, in the light of the detailed information gained, a strategy should be defined which adequately
samples for battle archaeology.
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Appendix 2: List of archaeological sites
For the western half of the Registered area the report prepared by Northamptonshire Archaeology
(Parklands Consortium Ltd 2009 Appendix) has listed the archaeological sites and so this information
is not repeated here. The attribution of ‘local significance’ in that report to the various earthworks in
the park must however be questioned. In the light of the discussions above, all the ridge and furrow
within the Registered battlefield should be considered of national importance. Some of the other
earthworks may also be of high importance but this can only be determined by further research as
part of a comprehensive investigation of the historic terrain of the battlefield.
The following information relates to the eastern part of the Registered area and relates to figure 14
SMR
Monument
number
5023/2

Period

Type

Description

Comments

Medieval

Open fields

Discussed above

5017

Roman

Road

8290

Undated

Earthwork bank

9626

Undated

9627

Undated

Cropmark
enclosures
Cropmark
enclosure

Hardingstone East End
Fields
Port way suggested as
possibly a Roman road
In fact an open field
headland previously
recorded (Hall 1980)
Possible prehistoric or
Roman settlement
Possible Neolithic
cursus

Part of the open field
system discussed
above
Largely if not wholly
destroyed by hotel. If
further earthmoving
or related
disturbance is
proposed then any
surviving remains
should be evaluated
as a cursus would be
of national
importance. The
other features need
to be characterised
before their
significance can be
defined.

5020/1/0

Medieval?

Round shot?

8405/1/2

Post
medieval
Palaeolithic

Ironstone
tramway
Finds

9653

Post
medieval

Finds

9651

Post
medieval
/modern
modern
Modern

Cultivation
marks or
trackway

4961

9652
9041/1
3143
6294

Post
medieval
Modern

Possible late medieval
round shot from Battle
of Northampton.

Discussed above

Unstratified Palaeolithic
finds of high importance
found somewhere in
the river gravel in
Hardingstone

Potentially of
national importance
but the exact location
from which the finds
came is not known. If
there was further
deep disturbance
impacting on any
surviving gravel
deposits then there
may need to be
evaluation
Discussed above

Various post medieval
and early modern finds
from watching brief and
metal detecting in 2001.
Includes 6 or 10 ‘shot’
suggested of post
medieval date.

Railway
embankment
Nene navigation

Bedford to
Northampton

Railway
embankment

Blisworth to
Peterborough

Figure 14: SMR monuments for the eastern part of the Registered battlefield
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