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Summary

As part of the Castleshaw Roman Forts Hinterland Survey, the Friends of Castleshaw Roman Forts
(FOoCRF) carried out an archaeological excavation of an area of land east of the defences at Castleshaw
Roman Fort (Heritage Asset No. 1017837), centred on grid reference SD99830953. This took place over 21
days in summer 2024.

11 trenches and 17 test pits were excavated within the recently discovered annexe attached to the east
side of the late 1% century AD fort. A further 3 test pits were dug across the proposed line of the trans-
Pennine Roman highway just south of the annexe. Key results were:
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line of the main highway in Daycroft Field close to Drycroft Lane to the east of the fort. There was no
evidence for the road, only deep plough soil and a potential Roman linear cut feature at c 80 cm
depth. It is concluded the road has been completely removed in this area due to later disturbance.

Three trenches were dug across the line of the annexe rampart which was shown to run at least 44
metres in a straight line eastwards from the south west corner of the fort rampart before meeting
Dirty Lane. The north and south annexe ramparts survived at only around 25 cm deep which may
explain why the annexe had not previously been recognised. However, in Trench 1 it was found to
be up to 60 cm high, although badly truncated to the front and rear. From the 2024 and 2023
trenches it is now possible to provide a complete profile of the annexe southern rampart and ditch,
with the rampart being ¢ 3.5 m wide and the ditch 3 m wide and around 1 m deep. It was not
possible to find the eastern side of the annexe due to significant post medieval disturbance
witnessed in Trench 3 and Test Pits 1 and 2 in the form of medieval and post medieval buildings
including Husteds farm and cottage as well as Dirty Lane (as shown in Test Pit 9) which is likely to
have occupied the site of the eastern defences.

A deeply buried line of substantial kerb stones in the south east corner of the site (in Trench 3) were
found to be part of a foundation for a large building with an associated drain cutting through the top
of the annexe rampart. The building was probably dismantled in the second quarter of the 19th
century and is likely to be of medieval origin.

The terminus of the fort's eastern ditch was confirmed. It runs for 22 metres from the north east
corner of the fort, straddling its junction with the annexe northern rampart. Its tongue shaped
terminus was filled with stone rubble and some Roman tile came from the ditch fill. It is very rare for
a ditch not to extend along the whole length of a fort rampart. Given the weakened defences, this
implies a strong connection between the fort garrison and the function of the annexe.

A plethora of post holes and foundation slots for timber buildings were found to the north of the long
stone platform revealed in 2022. A long line of slots/post holes was revealed running alongside the
platform while further north were several internal and external wall alignments. These took the form
of regularly spaced posts separated by short sections of horizontal beams ranging from 0.8 mto 1.5
m long and 15 cm wide. The north west corner of an external wall was exposed, which
demonstrated the continuation of the wall line from the corner revealed in the 2023 trench to give a
length of 6.5 m. As this is the only complete wall line it is not yet possible to define a complete
building plan so this will be a priority for next year. A building slot was partly exposed to the south of
the stone platform suggesting, along with evidence from last year's excavation, that buildings also
filled the space between the east gate exit road and the stone platform.

The phasing of last year was confirmed. The timber buildings formed the first phase but were then
dismantled and the area capped with clay and shale for a second phase of intense oven and hearth
activity. Several more hearths were uncovered in 2024 and one of these clearly overlay an earlier
building slot (in Trench 4).

The most interesting feature was a subterranean stone structure interpreted as a grain drying kiln. It
was formed of roughly coursed gritstone walls up to 7 courses deep on 3 sides with an open end to

the north for the furnace. The east and west sides were straight and the southern end gently curving
giving an internal dimension of 1.1 m by 0.8 m. There was evidence for intense heat in the form of



burnt red clay deposits and burnt stone rubble filling in the disused kiln, along with deeply red
oxidised clay under and to the side of the kiln. The kiln had a small flagstone floor. Adjacent post
holes and a building slot to the north may have formed part of a timber superstructure to house the
kiln. Unfortunately, soil analysis showed no evidence for grain or any other function residues. Pollen
analysis undertaken as part of previous investigations has shown that spelt wheat was grown near
the fort and it would have been essential to dry this to protect it from damp if it was to be used for
bread making. The floor of the kiln shows little sign of heat reddening unlike the walls and the clay
underneath which was oxidised red to a considerable depth. This suggests that the floor was a
replacement and did not see much use before the kiln was abandoned. A 1.2 kg disc-shaped lead
weight marked with the letter 'M' was found laid alongside the kiln. The d6probably stands for
Modius which was a Roman measure of grain. The weight was formed in a mould and had been
clipped on one side to achieve the desired weight. It was presumably used either to measure out
the grain for distribution or to check that the grain conformed to the required dry weight. It appears
to have been carefully deposited when the kiln was decommissioned.

Immediately to the west of the kiln were remains of a stone-built bread oven, probably dome-
shaped. This had been cut through by an old excavation trench, thought to be dug by Bruton in
1907/8 and not recorded. The stone walls of the flue and part of the back wall and floor of the oven
survived. Two test pits provided strong evidence that more ovens or kilns existed in this area and
further exposure of these will be an objective for future investigations.

Test Pits 17 and 18 suggest, along with Thompson
the central northern part of the annexe. However, this is not the case on the eastern and western

sides. In 2023 Trench 3 revealed an oven set tight against the inside north west corner of the

annexe where the fort ditch met the annexe rampart. In 2024 Test Pit 19 appeared to show a

building slot running east to west, roughly in line with the slot found north of the kiln in Trench 8.

These might indicate the rear, northern sides of timber buildings. Towards the north east corner of

the annexe Test Pit 11 and Test Pit 5 in 2018 showed good potential for Roman remains, and a

burnt clay deposit in the corner of Test Pit 9 might indicate the site of an oven.

Several pieces of Samian ware were recovered along with a few Roman coarse ware pottery sherds
and nails. The artifact dating is in line with previous seasons and indicates a late 1st century AD
date.

Soil sample analysis showed no plant remains or metallurgical traces within the 11 submitted
samples. However, charcoal analysis identified oak, willow/poplar and hazel i typically used for fuel
purposes.

It is theorised that the annexe had a special function connected with transport and travel on the
main cross Pennine highway between York and Chester. The climb from the fort eastwards to
Standedge is a very steep one and extra haulage animals would be needed to help wagons make
the ascent. The southern half of the annexe is almost devoid of archaeology perhaps because it
was used to park wagons and tether animals and store goods. In contrast the northern half has a
great deal of activity with, in the second phase, a concentration of meat roasting clay ovens,
hearths, stone ovens (for baking bread?) and a grain drying kiln. Were these to provide
refreshments for travellers/officials?

The function of the earlier timber building phase is uncertain. Perhaps the annexe served as
quarters for the constructors of the fort or for an additional unit attached to the fort for a special
operation.

The annexe activity is thought to belong to the late first century fort phase however it is possible that
there were early 2nd century fortlet elements as well. Around AD 120 the main highway was
diverted round the back of the fortlet to make way for buildings on the flat ground opposite the south
gate yet there is plenty of flat ground available in the former annexe area. Why not use this instead
of having to divert the road, or was this space already taken with various activities? There is much
more to find out.



Background

As part of the Castleshaw Roman Forts Hinterland Survey, the Friends of Castleshaw Roman Forts
(FOoCRF) carried out an archaeological excavation of an area of land east of the defences at Castleshaw
Roman Fort (Heritage Asset No. 1017837), centred on grid reference SD99830953. The land is owned by
United Utilities and farmed by David Hirst.

In February 2024 Scheduled Monument Consent (Ref: S00245250) was granted to undertake excavations
across land to the east of the Roman fort to target and better understand archaeological remains that had

been partly revealed in previous investigations. The permission was granted on 26™ February and allowed
for investigations to be undertaken until the end of 2024.

The 2023 excavations threw more light on the nature and extent of archaeological remains relating to the
recently discovered annexe attached to the east side of the fort. Combined with the results from 2018,
2019, 2021 and 2022 it enabled the following understanding of the annexe:

The excavations in the northern half of the annexe showed a sequence of events that appeared to
comprise an initial phase of timber buildings which were then dismantled and the area given over to
intensive use for ovens and hearths accessed by stone platforms. The remains of 3 timber buildings and a
possible fourth were revealed, although there is not yet a complete plan for any of the structures.
Foundations took the form of post-in-trench construction. One of the buildings appeared to be open sided.
A stone platform 10 metres long by 1.5 metres wide gave access to one of the buildings but after demolition
the area was given over to cooking activities evidenced by several ovens. The ovens comprised charcoal
concentrations in circular shallow depressions with, in some cases, stone aprons provided for access.
Frequent pieces of daub and the character of the remains suggest these were simple clay ovens. They
appeared to be short-lived as there were several phases of demolition, levelling and new build creating
complex stratigraphy. Soil samples found no metallurgical residues or cereal grains, but the ashes from one
oven contained calcined animal bone suggesting the cooking of meat. Two heat-reddened clay areas
indicated the sites of hearths of unknown function. Frequent pieces of lead waste suggest that lead was
being utilised throughout the site.

A section was excavated through the fort ditch 18.5
shaped, 1.14 metres deep and 2.3 metres wide. A shallower outer ditch was revealed near the corner of

the fort defences. This is the first time that archaeological investigations have been able to locate the ditch

on the east side, with previous excavators (Bruton 1908, Thompson 1963 and Salford Archaeology 2014)
noting its absence. At right angl es t oramphreltwhs32c h we
wide and 25 cm deep and there appeared to be an associated ditch although this was not conclusively

excavated. The fort ditch terminated just beyond the junction with the annexe defences and it is estimated

that the ditch is absentalong t he central two thirds of the fortads
the rear of the annexe rampart. There was evidence for the rampart being slighted when the fort was

abandoned in the mid AD 90s.

To date, investigations have shown possible zonal planning for the annexe. To the south of the road exiting

the east gate there are very few archaeological remains which suggests this half of the annexe was used

perhaps for storage, as a wagon park and for tethering animals. It is a very different story for the north half

of the annexe. Here there is a first phase of at least 3 timber buildings followed by re-use for intensive

cooking represented by a plethora of ovens and hearths. The annexe can be interpreted as providing a

form of O6staging postd with refreshments and per hap
York to Chester highway, with extra teams of draught animals available to hitch up to wagons for the steep

climb up to Standedge immediately east of the fort.



Methodology for the 2024 Investigations

For the 2024 excavation season the following programme of targeted investigation was proposed.

Contour map with previous annexe excavations shown in black. Recommendations for future investigation are the red
bounded areas which are numbered with the rationale set out below.

1. Atrench should be dug at right angles across the southern annexe defences, Drycroft Lane and the
projected line of the main highway in Daycroft Field. This trench would incorporate and extend test
pits previously excavated along this line and would provide a profile across the annexe® defences,
Drycroft Lane and the Roman highway. The latter has still to be located in this area.

2. Atest pit dug in 2021 located part of the annexe defensive ditch here. The rampart and ditch should
be fully exposed and recorded through a section.

3. In 2021 a long narrow trench first discovered the southern defences of a military annexe attached to
the east side of the fort, in the form of a ditch and the top of the rampart material. Nearby, to the
east, a test pit also revealed rampart material. But the rampart has not be fully exposed or properly
excavated here, nor is it known how far the rampart runs before turning northwards. This area
should be excavated further to reveal the plan form of the rampart and its surviving depth and make
up.

4. In 2021 a trench was excavated adjacent to the site of Husteds Cottage. It found a tightly jointed
smooth gritstone surface at depth and sealed by a post medieval wall linking to the cottage. Kerb
stones were also found at depth, associated with the stone surface. These remains could be part of
t he Roman road exiting the fortés east gate to r
medieval (pre-cottage) building. The trench was not completed and should be re-opened, expanded
and completed.

5. The eastern arm of the annexe defences have not yet been located. Test pits should be excavated
in this area beside the road to see if there is any surviving evidence for it. The road, former post



10.

11.

12.

13.

medieval buildings (Husteds Farm and Cottage) and other modern ground intrusions mean that
there has been a lot of disturbance in this area.

This is an area that has not been evaluated and therefore is of unknown Roman potential. Test Pit
16 from the 2023 investigations suggests there is Roman archaeology in this area which is worthy
of further exploration and clarification.

On the south side of the east gate a stone platform was partly revealed in 2021, mirroring that on
the north side of the gate discovered in 2014 and further defined in 2023. The extent of the stone
platform and its relationship to the rampart should be explored through further excavation.

This is a large area which has significant archaeology that has informed understanding of the
phasing and function of the annexe. This area on the north side of the road exiting the east gate has
been shown to have stone platforms giving access to timber buildings, ovens and hearths.
Foundation slots and post holes were found in 2023 for possibly 4 separate timber buildings which
appear to belong to the first phase of activity in the annexe. However, they have only been partly
revealed and there is not yet a complete building plan nor a firm understanding of spatial
relationships and phasing. It is proposed to determine through further excavation the plan form,
character and function of these structures. The extent of the ovens and hearths in this area is also
not yet defined and requires further investigation. Targeted open area trenches combined with test
pits will be deployed.

In 2019 two stone ovens were revealed in plan when an old, unrecorded, excavation trench
(probably by Bruton in 1908) was re-excavated. These ovens are in contrast to the clay ovens
revealed in the 2023 excavations to the south and north west. It is assumed these stone ovens are
for baking bread but it would useful to further excavate the one that has been less damaged by the

Brutonébés trench to reveal i ts bas eTothawesth popsible u |

third oven was partly revealed in 2018 and this should be further examined to confirm if it was an
oven forming part of a bank of three.

Y

Bet ween this yearés Trench 3 and the 2014 Trench

fort ditch. It is critical for our understanding of the fort to define this terminus.

The northern defences of the annexe where partly exposed in Trench 3 this year, with a good
section through the rampart base but with the ditch only partly excavated and not yet confirmed. It is
recommended that the alignment and character of the defences should be confirmed through a new
trench 5 metres to the east of Trench 3.

On the north side of Dirty Lane, just outside the Scheduled area, three 1 m square test pits dug in
2019 found evidence for a ditch and Roman deposits. Could this ditch be part of the annexe
defences? This area should be subject to a larger excavation to better define the previously
revealed features.

In 2014 Salford Archaeology and the Friendsre-e x cavat ed an ol d trench
eastern defences half way between the east gate and the south east corner. The rampart was
revealed in section but no ditch. It is important to find the terminus of the ditch which should be a
little south of Trench 7, assuming it mirrors the arrangement to the north.

It is not intended to excavate these areas fully. They are guides for where to target test pits and trenches.
Area 8 will be a priority as will the establishment of the extent of the annexe defences and clarification of

the road system. Further comparative research is required to better understand the ovens that have been
revealed i this will be an ongoing project throughout 2024.

The 2024 excavations took place over 21 days:

Sat 18" May, Sat 25" May, Sat 15th June and Sun 16th June, Sat 13th July, Sun 14th and Mon 15th July,
Sat 28th July, Sun 29th and Mon 30th July, Sat 3rd Aug, Sun 4th Aug and Mon 5th Aug, Fri 9th Aug, Sat
10th Aug and Sun 11th Aug, Sat 24th Aug, Sun 25th Aug and Mon 26th Aug, Sat 31 Aug and Sun

1st Sept.

Norman Redhead, former Greater Manchester County Archaeologist, led the excavations which were
undertaken by a total of 43 volunteers belonging to the Friends of Castleshaw Roman Forts. The

investigatonswereunder t aken in relation to research strateg
which also contains the excavation methodology (Redhead, 2013).

t



The weather was generally cool, overcast and damp i but only two days and a few hours here and there
were lost to rain. When the weather was suitable for excavation, the ground conditions were perfect as the
ground was softened and showed the soil colours really well, as opposed to hot and dry conditions when
the high clay content soil bakes hard and loses its colours. The volunteer team did an excellent job of
persevering in sometimes challenging weather.

The excavation team were fortunate to have the services of two drone photographers and the overhead
photos within this report were taken either by Joolze Dymond or Nat Townsend. In May 2021 Chris Wild
and Steve Tamburello of Salford Archaeology created contour mapping from their drone photography,
which is an invaluable backdrop for trench plans produced in this report.

As the investigations progressed, trenches and test pits were targeted to maximise information and
understanding. In total 11 trenches of varying sizes and 17 one metre square test pits were excavated in
the annexe, with a further 3 test pits in Daycroft Field opposite the annexe south defences. A few of the test
pits were extended to better understand potential features. The location of these is shown on the plan
below.

T APIB rpiy

i 27k

Trgnehis = TP1f Trenches
TPi4 278,11
TP13 4 TP15

TP12A
JEBnCh 6 15eii Trench 10
> TR0

Trench3

e inclTPS

incl. TP4

Trench 1
inelTP3

Contour map showing trenches and test pits excavated in the 2024 excavations (in red) with previous excavations
marked in black.



RESULTS

Trenches 1 to 3 were dug at right angles across the annexe southern rampart which had previously been
only partly exposed. The idea was to define its character, width, alignment and any associated features

A view eastwards across the three trenches across the southern rampart of the annexe with Trench 1 in the
foreground and Trenches 2 and 3 in the background.

Trench 1 incorporating Test Pit 3

Test Pit 3 was positioned on the presumed line of the annexe defences to confirm the location and
character of the rampart. The test pit was aligned with the former test pits and Trench 12 (2021) to the
south so that a linked-up profile could be formed across this part of the site. TP3 exposed what looked like
rampart material and was therefore extended as Trench 1. This was located ¢ 12 metres to the east of the
fort eastern rampart. It was 5 metres long by 1 metre wide and dug at right angles to the projected line of
the annexe southern rampart which was at this point indicated by a raised linear earthwork. Following
removal of around 25 cm of topsoil 001 the rampart was apparent as a spread of yellow and cream clay
with an east to west edge against brown soil to the north. A linear darker spread of material broke up the
yellow and cream clay in the south part of the trench. Finds from the topsoil were made up mainly of dark
glazed earthen ware sherds, a handful of coloured glazes, a fragment of brick and ceramic drain, a piece of
iron and an animal bone (sheep pelvis).

AN

Trench 1 after removal of topsoil.



Excavation revealed the character of the surviving portion of rampart F1. It was made up of two layers:

004 was the upper deposit formed of mixed patches of cream and orange silty clay 38 cm deep and overlay
005 which was a dark yellow silty clay with frequent patches of iron pan that was 7 cm deep and overlay
natural yellow clay. At this point the rampart was 45 cm deep which represented a better survival than the
25 cm depth seen in the northern rampart in Trench 3 in 2023. In this part of the site it is apparent that the
south annexe rampatrt is represented by a shallow linear bank. However, there was clear evidence that the
rampart had been disturbed on both its south and north sides. To the south deposits 004 and 005 could be
seen at a shallower combined depth of 20 cm, separated by a gulley or ditch F2. The southern extent of the
rampart appears to go a little beyond the south edge of the trench but the parts that were visible in the
excavated section give a width of 2.8 metres with a top height in the middle part of 277.19 m Above
Ordnance Datum (AOD) and a base at 276.84 m AOD.

The camber of the surviving rampart is reflected as a gently cambered eathwrk The horizontal
the base of the rampart, cut by features on either side.

W TR

photo scale lies on

RAMPART DITCH

RAMPART DITCH

The east facing section is shown above as spliced together photos. The rampart has been cut through by a ditch F2
on the | eft of the photo scale and by a Il arger ditch
central section survives to 60 cm height and can be seen to be formed of rectangular patches of yellow and cream
coloured clay, representing the original sods dug by the Roman soldiers.
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Here is a view of the material making up the core of the rampart. It has the characteristic mix of deep orange clay
(derived from iron staining) with light brown silty clay and cream coloured clay.

Ditch F2 was evident as a cut feature from immediately beneath the topsoil and comprised a gently sloping
north edge and a steeper south edge culminating in a basal gulley of 30 cm width with steep sides of 10 cm
depth cut into natural yellow clay. The top of F2 was 1.5 m wide, the upper fill 002 was 30 cm deep with a
top height of 277.20 m AOD. It comprised mid yellow brown silty clay loam. The lower fill 003 was formed of
mid to dark grey silty clay loam and was 22 cm deep with the base at 276.44 m AOD. On the floor of the
gully were some small, flat sandstones. A fragment of brick and a piece of burnt shale were recovered from
within 003 showing that F2 was a post medieval feature and likely to have been cut for drainage purposes.

»

Detail of the base of F2, looking west.

To the north the annexe rampart was cut by F3. This was initially evident as a change in material from the
mixed orange and cream clays of the rampart to a layer of mid grey brown silty clay loam with occasional
small sandstones 006. This material, which was 2.25 m long before continuing through the trench north
edge and a maximum of 30 cm deep, appears to be plough soil filling a depression created by the cut of
F3. There were several layers filling F3 which was apparent as a 70% cut through the north side of the
rampart. However, the fills of the cut feature continued through the north edge of Trench so its extent is not
known, nor is it possible to say whether F3 is a ditch or pit. Further investigation would be needed to
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provide better definition. F3 was sealed by a layer of mid purple grey silty clay loam with frequent small
patches of dark orange iron staining 010. It was up to 8 cm deep and appears to be a decayed turf layer
where grass once grew in the silted up/backfilled ditch or pit. This type of material has been seen
elsewhere in excavations of the fort/fortlet defensive ditches. Under 010 was 007 comprising a maximum
18 cm deep layer of light to mid brown grey silty clay with frequent small patches of dark orange clay and
moderate small sandstones. Within this layer was a patch of dark grey decayed turf which may have been
part of a sod, originally part of the annexe rampart. The character of 007 suggests it contained slighted
rampart material. To the south side of 007 was a 30 wide by 22 cm deep patch of concentrated small
sandstones in light brown silty clay loam 008. This lay over the main layer deposit filling F3, 009, which was
a mid brown grey silty clay loam with 20% small sandstones and occasional charcoal flecks measuring up
to 36 cm deep and overlying natural compact grey shale at the base of the southern part of F3. Over the
northern part, there was a primary layer 011 of light grey silt over a cluster of flat medium size gritstones.
This layer was only 2 cm deep and extended beyond the trench north edge.

SRR

= % el
Detail of patch of decayed turf in lower fill of F3 (left) and showi

7 4 £ D)

ng the base of F3 wh stones (right)

Under the plough soil 008, F3 was a maximum of 60 cm deep, with a top height (010) 277.12 m AOD and

the base at 276.52 m AOD. It was 1.06 m from the mo
finds in the fills of F3, but the presence of the decayed turf layer seen elsewhere in fort/fortlet ditch fills and

the possible slighted rampart material in 007 indicates a Roman origin. Are we looking at two phases here

and, if it is a ditch, a revised defensive line in the second phase? This feature came as a surprise and there

was not enough time to determine its full extent so it would be desirable to return to this area in the future.

12
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East facing section and plan for Trench 1

Contexts

F1 Annexe south rampart. Comprises 004 and 005. Cut by F2 and F3. Roman 1% century AD
F2 Gulley or ditch cutting south side of F1. Filled with 002 and 003. Post medieval.
F3 Ditch or pit cutting north side of F1. Filled with 007, 008, 009, 010, and 011. Uncertain date.
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001 Topsoll

002 Mid yellow brown silty clay loam. Upper fill of F2. Over 003.

003 Mid to dark grey silty clay loam. Lower fill of F2. Under 002.

004 Deposit of mixed patches of cream and orange silty clay forming part of rampart F2, cut by F2 and F3,
over 005.

005 Dark yellow silty clay deposit with frequent patches of iron pan. Lower part of rampart F2, cut by F2
and F3. Under 004.

006 Layer of mid grey brown silty clay loam with occasional small sandstones. Possible plough soil. Over
010, 007,008.

007 Layer of light to mid brown grey silty clay with frequent small patches dark orange clay and moderate
small sandstones. Fill of F3 and probably derived from rampart material. Under 006 and 010, over 009 and
abuts 008.

008 Patch of concentrated small sandstones in light brown silty clay loam. Fill of F3, under 006, over 009
and abuts 007.

009 Layer of mid brown grey silty clay loam with 20% small sandstones and occasional charcoal flecks.
Lower fill of F3, under 007 and over 011.

010 Layer of mid purple grey silty clay loam with frequent small patches of dark orange iron staining.
Decayed turf line sealing F3, under 006, over 007.

011 Layer of light grey silt in base of F3 lying over cluster of flat medium size gritstones. Towards north side
of section/F3, under 009.

Trench 2 incorporating Test Pit 4

Test Pit 4 was designed to pick up the rear of Trench 10 from 2021 to better define the annexe rampart
which had been partially exposed at that time. In 2021 Trench 10 had exposed a defensive ditch which
provided the first evidence of the east annexe, but it had only exposed part of the rampart to the north of
the ditch.

ELIAN N2

i SN % {7 A PR G
TP4 showing the northern terminus of the 2021 trench at the top of the test pit photo (visible as a rectangular hole).

The mixed light grey/cream and yellow clay of the rampart material was visible in the base of the 2021

trench. The rest of the test pit exposed a cobbled surface which post-dates and overlies the rampart

material and was probably laid down in the 18" or 19" century for Husteds Farm and Cottage nearby. A
considerable number of finds came from the topsoil
proximity to the cottage site. There was a range of dark glazed earthen wares together with white glazed
sherds and two clay pipe stems.

14



Finds from TP4

Test Pit 4 was extended at right angles across the line of the rampart to expose its full width and character.
It was 4 m by 1 m trench and positioned 20 m to the east of Trench 1. Trench 2 overlapped with the rear
(northern) end of a trench dug by the Friends in 2021 (Trench 10, Redhead 2022) which had exposed the
ditch of the annexe, providing the first archaeological evidence for the south annexe. That trench had
exposed a ¢ 50 cm long spread of light grey/cream silty clay to the north of the ditch which had been
interpreted as the rampart base, but its extent and depth had not been explored at that time as it continued
through the north edge of the trench.

Topsoil 001 was ¢ 25 cm deep under a top turf level of 278.10 m AOD. There was no plough soil but
instead a thin stone surface comprised of compact, densely concentrated small to medium gritstones
extending for just over 1 m south to north and with a top height of 277.90 m AOD. This was a post medieval
cobbled yard probably associated with Husteds cottage and farm which lay a little to the east.

The topsoil yielded 19" and 20™ century clear and coloured glass, along with dark glazed earthenware and

coloured glazed ceramic sherds. From the cobble layer came a nail and a range of different coloured
glazed earthen wares some of which could be attributed to the 18™ century.
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Trench 2 looking north, showing the cut of the 2021 trench in the foreground and the stone surface 002 under the
photo scale.

Under the stone surface was 003, made up of mid yellow brown silty clay loam with moderate small to
medium gritstones which probably represents rampart material. This was a maximum of 35 cm deep and
came off onto the rampart base material of light grey/cream silty clay with short linear patches of orange
clay above and a thin band of dark orange clay underneath. This context, 004, was only ¢ 8 cm deep and
overlay natural of mid yellow sandy clay 005. The top of natural was at 277.48 m AOD. The trench was
extended by a narrow slot 1 m to the north to confirm that it joined with Test Pit 26 dug in 2022, which had
revealed natural with a single post hole of unknown date (Redhead 2023, p 45-6).
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The base deposit 004 of t

h annexe ramar it its characteristic mixed range and cream Iay apears (I).
Looking north across Trench 2 (right).
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A 50cm wide slot was dug across the trench to expos the ampart in section. Natural yellowsandy clay can be seen
under the 1 m photo scales.

The west facing section in Trench 2 showed the rampart material formed a camber under the dark grey
topsoil and stone surface. The rampartdés width could be discerned
medieval landscaping and root activity. It was around 3.2 m in width which matched that for the north

rampart as revealed in the 2023 excavation. At 45 cm maximum height it has survived better than the north
rampart, perhaps due to the later stone yard surface protecting it from ploughing. Slighting of the rampart

when the Romans had no more use for it followed by post medieval ploughing (across the north rampart

area) and landscaping has left only vestiges of the defences i perhaps explaining why the annexe has

remained unknown until recent archaeological investigations by the Friends volunteers. It is now possible to
provide a profile for the southern defences of the rampart, based on this trench and the 2021 Trench 10

section across the ditch.

scM I N |
Trench 2 finds from the topsoil 001 (left) and cobbled surface 002 (right).

The topsoil yielded 19" and 20" century clear and coloured glass, along with dark glazed earthenware

colour glazed ceramic sherds. From the cobble layer came a nail and a range of different coloured glazed
earthen wares some of which could be attributed to the 18" century.
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Profile across the annexe south defences.

Contexts
F1 Annexe rampart. Comprises 002 and 003

001 Topsoil

002 Thin layer of dense small to medium gritstones roughly laid to form a surface. Over 003 and under 001
003 Mid yellow brown silty clay loam with moderate small to medium gritstones. Rampart material, part of
F1, over 004.

004 Light grey silty clay with short linear patches of orange clay above and thin band of dark orange clay
under. Base material of rampart F1, under 003.

005 Mid yellow sandy clay. Natural. Under 004.

Trench 3 incorporating Test Pit 5

Test Pit 5 was located as a 2 m long slot alongside the eastern boundary fence by Dirty Lane in order to
expose the rampart. It was hoped that TPs 4 (Trench 2) and 5 would show if it ran in a straight line or
showed signs of curving towards a corner as the location of the eastern defences are not yet known. TP5
was 1 m by 2 m and under the topsoil 003 was found a deposit of mid yellow silty clay with frequent small
patches of cream coloured silty clay and occasional charcoal flecks 012. This appeared to be material
forming the annexe rampart F7 as it was similar in nature to that exposed in Trenches 1 and 2. In the
northern half of the test pit a layer of angular medium sized gritstones 003 covered 012, while to the south
was a linear depression F2 cutting into 012 and under 003. It was ¢ 15 cm deep and 30 cm wide, steep
sided and gently sloping towards the south. In the east section of Trench 3, the top of F7 was at 277.65 m
AOD to the north and gently dropping to 277. 55 m AOD towards its south edge. The turf level above the
rampart was 278.15 m AOD above the north side of the rampart and 278.00 AOD above the south side.
The south end of Trench 3 was extended to locate the inner edge of the annexe ditch.

A considerable quantity of 18" and 19" century pottery and other finds came from the topsoil over 003 and
012. These comprised white, brown and dark glazed earthen ware, a clay pipe stem and base, and a
rounded glass bottle base. Initial interpretation was that the stone layer 003 might be a remnant of the
Roman road running at an angle from the fort east gate to rejoin the main highway and running through a
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gap in the rampart. However, it became apparent that the stone layer was associated with the adjacent
Husteds Cottage site, given that the topsoil was immediately above the stones and that post medieval finds
were coming from the stone surface, and that it overlay the rampart deposit. The character of 003 is quite
different to the finer cobbling seen a few metres away in TP4 and it has the appearance of a spread of
material perhaps derived from the demolition of the cottage rather than being a yard surface associated
with it.

& » ,g: ‘ W i B . /‘ oy 3 A\
Remnants of the rampart are on the right (south) side of TP5 and have been cut by the linear depression F2. On the
left is stone layer 003 which appears to overlie the rampart material.

51, SR
ey

' inds from the topsoil in TP5.

TP5 was extended to form Trench 3. This was 7 m long and 1 m wide with the northernmost 3 m being
widened out to 2 m. The stone layer was found to continue northwards where it was overlain by a 1.2 m
long concentrated dump of rubble in a brown soil matrix 002 immediately under the turf; this probably
derived from the demolition of Husteds Cottage (which lay just to the north of the trench). Beyond the
rubble at the north end of the trench was the dark soil and stony backfill belonging to Trench 14 dug in
2022 (Redhead 2023). This had found a deeply buried stone wall foundation or kerb which predated the
cottage (Redhead 2023, p 30). The trench was extended to re-excavate this part of the old trench and
expand outwards to better define and understand this interesting feature. Topsoil 001 varied in depth from
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15 cm at the north end of the trench over rubble layer 008 to 45 cm towards the southern end over stone
spread 003. The south end of Trench 3 was also extended to locate the inner edge of the annexe ditch.

Trench 3 during initial extension northwards, looking north (left) and south (right) showing the rubble deposit 002

o
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Overhead view of the southern half of Trench 3 showing the stone layer 003 overlying rampart material 012, with the
photo scale on the right image lying in linear depression F2. The cut of the annexe ditch can be seen extreme right.

Excavation showed that the stones forming 003 were only one course deep where they overlay 012, but in
the middle of the trench were deeper where they infilled the continuation of the linear depression F2.
Removal of some of these central stones revealed flat capstones 005 sealing a narrow drainage channel
which was also lined with stones. This drain F2 cuts the Roman annexe rampart at right angles, running up
to a stone wall foundation to the north and descending to the south to terminate before the annexe ditch F6.
The ground at this point drops away and would have provided a good soak-away. The top of F2,
represented by the surface to the capstone at the north end of the feature is 277.55 m AOD, while at the
south end the capstone is 277.57 m AOD, with the base at 277.36 m AOD.
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Sectlon dug partly through north cut of annexe d|tch F6

A sondage was excavated against the southernmost east section of Trench 3 to confirm the location of the
annexe ditch F6. The cut for the ditch was confirmed and several layers exposed within the narrow
sondage. These were: loose clinker 8 cm deep 013, associated with the post medieval cottage and sealing
a similar depth layer of mixed yellow clay and dark grey soil 014, overlying dark grey silty clay loam and
25% charcoal and pieces of fire reddened daub 7 cm deep 015, and a bottom layer 016 of light to mid grey
silty clay loam with occasional small sandstones and flecks of charcoal 18 cm deep, which overlay natural
clay 016. These layers continued through the south edge of the trench, so depths are only those revealed
within the limits of the trench excavation. The top of 013 was 277.45 m AOD and the natural beneath 016
was 277.00 m AOD against the south trench edge. The profile and character of the fort annexe south ditch
was revealed in Trench 10 in the 2021 excavations (Redhead 2022).

At the north end of Trench 3 the backfill from the old 2022 Trench 14 was re-excavated and then extended
to expose more of the possible building foundation. A line of substantial foundation stones 010 were
evident forming part of the buildingés south wall F
were irregularly shaped and of different dimensions. The western one was 1 m long and wedge-shaped,
tapering from 32 cm wide on the west side to a point on its east side where it was offset with a rectangular
block measuring 45 by 32 cm. This large wedge-shaped stone, which had a top height of 277.75 m AOD,
could be for a threshold. At the base of the intersection of these stones was a flat smooth stone, partly
revealed, that was clearly the commencement of the base of drain F2 showing that the wall and drain
belonged to the same phase. A 20 cm cut into natural clay provided a possible western edge of the
building. It was found and partly revealed close to the west edge of the trench and ran at right angles from
the large wedge-shaped stone. The north and east extent of the building was not exposed due to the limits
of excavation. The interior of the building was filled with stone rubble set within a light to mid brown silty
clay loam 008 which also contained frequent small patches of white mortar. The top height of 008 was at
278.10 m AOD and the natural 275.75 m AOD.
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Looking south across Trench 3. The stone foundation is just above the horizontal photo scale and the stone infilled
drain is to the right and beyond the top photo scale.

Detailed view of the drain where it meets the wall.

Under 008 towards the eastern trench edge was a thin layer of light brown silty clay, frequent small stones
and occasional brick fragments 006. This sealed a possible remnant floor surface F5 which was
represented by a single flagstone 007 which was roughly diamond shaped, with its surface at 277.68 m
AOD, measuring 52 by 45 cm, but with the eastern edge under the trench section. The stone was cracked
and damaged so may have been larger originally. It lay on natural clay and against its northern edge was a
hearth area F4 indicated by a spread of charcoal associated and integral with a small square piece of slate
and a few pieces of burnt bone 009. Near the cut representing the west side of the room were 5 flat laid
medium size angular sandstones 017 overlying the natural yellow clay. They could form part of an earlier
floor but were very fragmentary. They were sealed under a deposit of light yellow brown silty clay with
frequent small to medium gritstones 011 which in turn was under rubble infill deposit 008.
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A final feature of interest was revealed in this widening trench area, this being a roughly circular post hole
F3 which lay 40 cm to the south of the large wedge-shaped foundation stone. It was 52 cm diameter and a
half section showed it to have steep sides. It was not bottomed at 60 cm down so would have held a
substantial post. The top of the F3 was at 277.56 m AOD. The fill consisted of a loose mid yellow brown
silty clay loam with occasional small to medium sandstones. Finds included dark glazed earthenware, white

China, a brick fragment and a high-quality lid sherd of black basalt stone ware. Based on these finds an
18" or 19™ century date can ascribed.
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Detailed view of the mostly excavated room flanked by the massive foundation stones with the floor slab lower centre
(left), the post hole is in the left foreground and drain in the lower centre of the right hand photo.

Drone aerial photo of Tre

%

nch 3 after copletion of excavais (Photo courtesy of Nat ownsend).
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Another drone overhead (courtesy of N

i

é Tonend), this time showing the rlationship of the trenches. Trench 1 is
on the far left, Trench 2 is being backfilled and Trench 3 is adjacent to the fence. All the trenches showed remnants of
the southern annexe rampart.

The topsoil assemblage in the southern half of the trench was dominated by 18" to 19" century pottery
including dark and brown glazed earthen wares together with some white glazed sherds. Of particular
interest were 4 sherds of trail slipped ware, 1 of Midland Purple and 1 early dark glazed earthen ware.
These originate from the 16™ and 17" centuries. There was also a piece of glass, a clay pipe stem and 2
lumps of iron.

There were a great many finds from the rubble infill 008 and these were predominantly 18" century. They
included 5 buttons in a range of metals: pewter, brass and silver. There was a wide range of pottery types,
including dark and brown glazed earthen wares white glazed and slip wares. Much of this collection could
be assigned an 18" century date but there were also 3 earlier, 16"/17" century sherds. Other items
comprised opaque window glass, a lot of red brick and daub fragments, clay pipe stems, iron work
including a large key, and fire brick fragments from a hearth. The assemblage is consistent with demolition
material to infill and level the site of the building.

The character of the foundations and the fact that several medieval finds have come from the surrounding
area suggest a possible medieval origin for the structure. Historic mapping shows a rectangular building
with two projecting wings on the 1822 Saddleworth Township map. The southern wing external wall seems
to be the one partly revealed in Trench 3. By the time of the Ordnance Survey 1854 map this building has
been removed and replaced by the cottage, therefore it was demolished in the second quarter of the 19™
century and its stones used to build the cottage. In terms of Roman archaeology in this area, this early
building, the cottage and farm nearby, together with associated landscaping, have removed any potential
evidence for the Roman road exiting the east gate of the fort to rejoin the main highway, although the
annexe rampart base has partially survived.
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16t century Midland Purple ware (showmg exterior and interior with glaze).
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1 rubble layer 008.
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18t century buttons from 008. Interior (left) and exterior (right).
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Various pieces of iron work including a keyfrom 008 (Iéft) and a detailed photo of 3 sherds of 16" or 17" century
pottery including a rim and base.

Finds from post hole F3 which included a lid sherd of decorated black basalt stone ware (detailed right).

A single piece of burnt daub came from Trench 1 context 011.
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