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Summary

Excavation was undertaken by the Friends of Castleshaw Roman Fort volunteers in the northern half of the
recently discovered military annexe attached to the east side of the fort. The remains of the turf and timber
Agricolan period auxiliary fort and the later, early 2™ century AD, fortlet are protected as a Scheduled
Monument (Heritage Asset No. 1017837) centred on grid reference SD99830953. 31 volunteers took part
in the excavation over a 21 day period during the summer of 2023. 6 trenches and 13 test pits revealed
significant new evidence on the function and character of the annexe.
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Detail showing location and numbers of 2023 trenches and test pits in the northern half of the annexe. A summary of
the trench and test pits results is provided in the 060v

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 fortditch1 8. 5 metres from the north eas
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 angles to the ditch 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 absent along the centralt wo t hirds of the fortds eastern
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.

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 May 2022 Scheduled Monument Consent (Ref: S00242678yvas granted to undertake exploratory
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 until 31 December
2023 which allowed for two summer seasons of excavation.

The 2022 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 2019 and
2021, it enabled the following understanding of the annexe:

1) There are shallow remnants of a rampart and ditch running from near the south eastern corner of
the fort towards Lower Castleshaw settlement and Dirty Lane. These defences are marked by a low
earthwork. The eastern and northern extent of the ditch and rampart have not yet been defined, but
it is anticipated that Dirty Lane forms the boundary. It is suggested that the defences are for a
military annexe attached to the east side of the fort.

2) The southern half of the annexe appears to be featureless, other than occasional possible post
holes. The area is flat and has suffered from post medieval landscaping so that the road running
from t he f or t-oisthensam highgay has beenanosthyeremoved.

3) The northern half of the annexe has considerably more archaeological remains; the terrain is more
uneven, either reflecting less post medieval disturbance or the difference in Roman activity. A bank
of stone ovens was uncovered in 2019 and evidence produced for two and probably more clay
ovens. Lead waste hints at industrial processes i their exact purpose at present remains unknown.
A range of post holes and possible foundation slots indicate timber buildings, although the form of
these has not yet been established. A cobbled trackway angles northwards from the east gate of the
fort to a long, narrow stone platform which, based on current evidence, appears to give access to
ovens and various industrial processes. The full extent of the platform and the processes and
features it served are not currently defined.
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Aerial view of Trench 13, excavated in 2022. Top right is the cobbled area representing a probable track leading from
the main highway near the east gate to the long stone platform. A separate stone surface can be seen in the bottom
right corner of the trench. On the left, east, side of the trench, the flagstones continue under the section edge (drone

photo credit: Joolze Dymond).
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The 2022 investigations provided for the first-time evidence of a defended enclosure to the east of the fort
defences. Within the enclosure were ovens, a stone platform and timber structures indicated by post holes.

Some geophysical anomalies were found to represent areas of natural shale and bedrock cropping close to

the surface, whilst a | arge O6blankd area of | olng rea
of the area adjacent to Husteds Farm which has removed Roman remains. This first stage of evaluation

enabled the identification of large areas of negative archaeology together with areas of known Roman
archaeological interest and potential. The next stage of evaluation, for 2023, was designed to better define

the extent and shape of the annexe, its defences, and structures/features within the enclosure along with its
relationship with the f oTha2028 exeasasian eeport, which depadsthe results,d d i
is lodged as a pdf wunder t he ofCBhsteshawnRomanddrts websitet i on o f
www.castleshawarchaeology.co.uk and a copy has been deposited with the Greater Manchester Historic

Sites and Monuments Record.

Methodology for the 2023 Investigations



http://www.castleshawarchaeology.co.uk/

A proposal identifying areas to target in the annexe east of the fort was submitted as part of the Scheduled
Monument Consent application. The following plan shows the areas of interest and the rationale for
targeting them.

PLAN SHOWING .~
PRIORITIES FOR '
2022 AND 2023 -
INVESTIGATIONS

Proposal for archaeological investigations east of the fort defences 2022 (edged in red, black are previously
excavated trenches).

17 Determine the location and character of the fort ditch corner terminus and look for its junction with the
annexe ditch.

21 Better define and explore the ditch feature revealed in Trench 12 and understand how it relates to the
rampart material exposed in Test Pit 14 and extend the trench southwards across the former Drycroft Lane
to see if has a Roman road precursor.

3 - Excavate a north to south trench to show the full extent/profile of the ditch and rampart suggest in Test
Pits 16 and 17.

47 Examine the site of Drycroft Lane to see if there is evidence for an underlying Roman road here,
exploring further the possible stone spread at the southern edge of Trench 10, and taking in a linear
earthwork on the opposite (south) side of Drycroft Lane.

57 Investigate the extent and character of the stone surfaces/spreads revealed in Test Pits 19 and 20,
determine if the Roman road exists here, and look for evidence for the continuation and potential corner of
the annexe rampart/ditch.

6 1 Examine the roadside verge through test pitting to check for annexe defence remains.

77 Investigate an area of high resistivity readings immediately to the west of the former Husteds Farm.
These probably represent the hard standing put down outside the 1980s excavation compound; but are
there Roman remains concealed underneath?

81 Examine the extent of the post holes and pits revealed in the eastern part of Trench 2 and further define
their character and function.

91 Define the extent and character of the possible road surface found at shallow depth partly exposed in
Test Pit 21 (2019). Confirm the edge of the 2014 excavation trench and connect this to the clay oven and
stone surfaces revealed in Trench 1. Expose the stone surface revealed in Trench 1 and adjacent test pits



(2019) to provide a better understanding of its extent, character, date and function. Re-investigate the stone
surface exposed in 2014 adjacent to the rampart beside the east gate and relate this to other features now
known in this area.

101 Extend Trench westwards to define the extent and character of the possible stone platform/surface
beside the gateway and the relationship/character of the fort and fortlet roads.

1171 Define the extent and character of the turf and sod deposit seen in Test Pit 26 to determine if it relates
to the fort annexe defences.

12 - Define the terminus of the defensive ditch as it rounds the north-east corner of the rampart.

13 - Examine flat area on the north side of Dirty Lane to determine the presence of a possible Roman ditch
and other features.

14 - Examine flat area on the north side of Dirty Lane to better define the extent and character of a possible
Roman ditch and deposit.

For the 2023 investigations it was decided to prioritise the northern half of the annexe area, focusing on
target areas 8, 9, 11 and 12. The objective was to determine the character, extent and function of Roman
remains in those areas of archaeological potential identified in previous evaluations

Area 8 would concentrate on examining the potential for more post holes and slots indicative of timber
buildings previously identified in Trench 2 in 2021.

The aim in Area 9 was to expose the full extent of the probable service road noted in Trench 6 in 2014 and

Trench 13 in 2022, leading from the east gate exit road to the long stone platform, together with the stone

surface adjacent to the fort rampart that was also revealed in 2014. Trenches were to be excavated to

locate the eastern terminus of the long stone platform and to gain an understanding of what this was

providing access to. Similarly, a trench was also to be dug extending from the north western side of the

long stone platform to identify features associated with it, as well as extending investigations of the

gull ey/ sl ot identified in lIlast yearés dig running n

For Areas 11 and 12, the intention was to see what happens to the fort ditch as it comes round the north
east corner of the defences, to hopefully locate its terminus and gain an understanding of why it is absent
on much of the east side. Another aim was to identify the northern defences for the annexe to partner the
southern ones discovered in 2022.

The 2023 excavations took place over 21 days:

Mon 1st May and Tues 2nd May

Sat 20th May and Sun 21st May

Sat 3rd June and Sun 4th June

Fri 28th July, Sat 29th July and Sun 30th July
Fri 11th Aug, Sat 12th Aug and Sun 13th Aug
Fri 18th Aug, Sat 19th Aug and Sun 20th Aug
Sat 26th Aug, Sun 27th Aug, Mon 28™ Aug
Fri 15t Sept, Sat 2" Sept, Sun 3™ Sept

Norman Redhead, former Greater Manchester County Archaeologist, led the excavations which were

undertaken by a total of 31 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.

Poor weather in July and August made excavating challenging at times especially when the water table
was high, and some time was lost due to this. The volunteers deserve a lot of praise for persevering in
these conditions. The wet weather did provide some benefits in that it softened the ground and showed the
colours really well, as opposed to hot and dry conditions when the high clay content soil bakes hard and
loses its colours.



Batting against the elements in summer 2023.

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. Phil Barratt also took a
number of photographs of the site using an extension pole. 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.

6 trenches and 13 one metre square test pits were excavated in the northern half of the annexe. The
location of these is shown in the summary and the broad areas on the plan below.

EXCAVATION STRATEGY FOR 2023

Contour map showing areas that were focused on in the 2023 excavations.



RESULTS

Trench 1 and Test Pits 1 to 6

The focus was to further explore a possible service road that was first noted in the 2014 excavation of the
east gate area (Trench 6). Remarkably, there is no ditch on the east side of the fort. The apparent service
road branches north as the main road exits the east gate and actually occupies the area where a ditch
would be expected in a normal fort. The terminus of the service road was exposed in the south-west corner
of | ast year ds Tr e nc hacckss franrthe gatetio the stane platfoym ipTrench L3d 8ad
the intention in 2023 was to fully investigate this short stretch of service road. The opportunity was taken to
also investigate the enigmatic stone platform lying against the rampart immediately north of the east gate
that was discovered towards the end of the 2014 excavation.

-~

Areaof interest
investigated on
days1and2

STONE

- TRENCH 13(2022)

FORT EAST -
" ATGATELY

»

Plan of previous trenches and archaeological remains, with the proposed excavation area (Trench 1) bounded in red.

Initially 4 test pits (each 1 metre square) were dug across the old Trench 6 from 2014 so that we could get
our bearings and re-expose the road dug at that time to familiarise ourselves with the character of the
archaeology.

Excavation of the 4 test pits in progress, looking east and, below, looking west with the tripod on the eastern fort
rampart and the east gate showing as a depression on the left-hand side of the photo.



Test Pit 1

This was located to find the northern edge of 2014 Trench 6 as well as the possible service road revealed
at that time. It was successful as can be seen in the image below. The turf level on the north side of the test
pit was 277.29 m above Ordnance Datum (AOD) and the stone surface 276.90 m AOD.

W

TP1. Left: showing the edge of the 2014 trench, with backfill on the right and previously unexcavated deposits on the
left side, east at the top. Right: after excavation down to top of road surface, east at the top.

Finds comprised 4 clay pipe stem fragments, 2 dark glazed earthenware sherds (including a rim) and a
lump of rusted iron. All post medieval.

TP1 finds.

Test Pit 2

This was positioned 1 metre to the south of TP1. It was half excavated as it became clear that it had picked

up the road surface. The turf level on the south side of the test pit was at 277.27 m AOD and the top of the
stone surface 276.89 m AOD.

There were no finds.

10
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Te rad showing in TP2, est ai top.

Test Pit 3

This was 1 metre south of TP2 to form a line of 3 test pits running south to north across the 2014
excavation trench. It revealed part of the Roman road surface exiting the east gate. The turf level on the
south side of the test pit was at 277.27 m AOD and the top of the stone surface 276.95 m AOD.

2

surface in TP3, looking east. |ght:

=

Left: exposing the rt Xlt road completed test it, we at top.
2 finds were recovered from the back fill in TP3: a dark glazed earthenware rim sherd and a blue and white

transfer rim sherd, both post medieval.

TP3 finds.

11



Test Pit 4

This was located 1 metre to the west of and staggered with TP1 and TP2. It picked up the western edge of
the service road and part of the gap between it and the stone surface/platform to the north west. The turf
level on the west side of the test pit was at 277.32 m AOD and the top of the stone surface 276.86 m AOD.

top.

Finds comprised 1 body sherd of dark glazed and 1 body sherd of dark brown glazed pottery, both post
medieval, but there were also 3 pieces of orange red daub which were probably Roman in date and may
have come from the wall of an oven hence the oxidised (heated) red colour.

TP4 finds.

12



The image above shows the 4 test pits from Day 1 overlaid onto the overhead photo of Trench 6 from 2014 (Nash et
al, 2014), with north at the top. Based on these results, the team were able to set their stall for excavating new areas

of the road and stone platform on Day 2.

Test Pit5

A 5" test pit was dug north of the stone platform found in the 2014 trench to determine its extent. TP5 was
located 1 metre to the north of TP4 but staggered to the west so it& alignment with TP4 overlapped by 0.5
m. The stonework was found at a fairly shallow depth and the test pit extended a further 1 m to the north.
The tightly packed stonework was of the same character as that found in Trench 6 in 2014 but it looked as
though it was dying out on the north side suggesting this marked the extent of the stone platform in this
direction. The turf level on the south side of the test pit was at 277.33 m AOD, on the north side 277.31 m
AOD and the top of the stone surface 276.90 m AOD.

There were 2 pieces of daub from the topsoil and 2 more from amongst the stones, all of Roman date.
From the topsoil also came 1 fragment black glass, 2 clay pipe stems, 1 white glazed sherd, 2 dark glazed
earthenware sherds and 1 slipped earthenware sherd, all post medieval.

ed gritstone surface with an edge apparent on the north (left) side.

LT

TP5 looking east, showi h el-preserv

13



Test Pit 6

This was located 1.7 metres to the north of test pit 5 and 1 metre west of the 2022 Trench 13. It was aimed
at examining the potential for more stone surfaces but instead came down onto a possible feature. This
appeared to be a linear cut (F4) running on a north west to south east axis and sealed under brown plough
soil. Its fill, 012, comprised dark brown silty clay loam with frequent charcoal flecks. There were several flat
medium sized randomly placed gritstones on the surface. This fill contrasted with the surrounding yellow
clay natural. A section was cut through the feature which was found to have a flat base on natural grey
shale and almost vertical sides. It was 22 cm wide and about 40 cm deep. There were no diagnostic finds
but given its depth and character it appears to be a Roman feature, perhaps a timber structure foundation
trench. The excavated section revealed a flat stone lying on a step on the south west side of the slot. This
might have been a padstone for a timber post but the trench was not expanded to explore this further. The
turf level at the west side of TP6 was 277.11 m AOD, the top of the fill of F4 was 276.55 m AOD, the top of
the possible padstone 276.54 m AOD and the base of F4 was 276.08 m AOD.

Left: TP6 showing F4 pre-excavation with east at top. Right: The section cut through F4, looking west.

14



At the south east end of F4, the slot appeared to widen out to create a rounded shape suggestive of a post
hole, although the fill was identical to 012. Excavation showed a roughly circular shallow post hole, which
can be seen above the red section of the photo scale below. It was only 18 cm deep with the base at
276.42 m AOD.

The eastern edge of the post hole, which appeared to be cut through natural clay, had the brown fill
continuing under the clay which suggested that this
to explain this anomaly and a small animal tunnel was discovered, which accounts for the disturbed,

undercut nature of the eastern side of the post hole feature.

Possible post hole at south eastern end of F4.

TP6 was expanded by 1 m square eastwards to look for other features. There were no further cut features

evident, but against the eastern edge were several large flat gritstones. The test pit edge appeared to show

that more stones continued. These may be part of a small stone platform partly revealed as F7 in last

yeards Trench 13 excavation, being a discrete featu

15
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P6 Eokilhg south. ‘Right: Iook.ing west with‘ F4'ét the ‘té'p. -

eft: the 1 metre square eastwards extension of T

The finds from the top and plough soil were all post medieval. These comprised 1 body and 1 base sherd of

brown glazed earthenware, 4 body sherds and 1 base sherd of dark glazed earthenware, and 1 clay pipe
stem fragment.

Plan of Test Pit 6.
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Left: from top and plough soil. Right: from east extension top and plough soil.

17



Trench 1
Having confirmed the edge of the 2014 Trench 6, the area north of TP1 was opened up to expose more of

the service road. This area became Trench 1.
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Trench 1: in the foreground is the road surface with gritstone cobbles r

top of the photo it is very different with several large, angled stones and a lack of metalling suggesting an intrusive
cut t hr ou g Arenchhld, whioh digplayed samdat roag metallidggo the lower half of this

photo, is just beyond the section edge at the top of the photo. The trench was extended to the west to pick up the

feature
stone platform.

s

tform appearing at the

o i s i ' : X w - ' 24 " A
bbled service road surface on the left of the photo with the stone pla

top. The wheelbarrow beyond the trench marks the start of the fort east rampart.
18
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Trench 1 looking east with the stone pltform in th fgrund and thervicé adin the top half of the photo
running left to right.

Against the eastern edge of Trench 1, was a post setting which appeared to cut through the Roman
deposits in this area and plough soil. The post hole (F13) contained some decayed wood fragments,
probably from a fence post of post medieval date. Removal of the decayed wood and grey clay loam fill 004
revealed a square post pipe measuring 8 cm across. The post was packed by mixed yellow/cream clay and
mid brown silty clay loam (context) 014. The post pit was partly excavated to reveal it was 50 cm in
diameter and 38 cm deep. Part of F13 extended beyond the east section edge, whilst the northern edge
was bounded by the 2014 Trench 6 excavation edge. The top of F13 was 276.86 m AOD and the base 276.
48 m AOD.

“ phot above shows e xcated-utps hole which is surrounded ycI packing. To t left is dark humic
soil which is the backfill of | ast year s

19
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‘IE13 after excavation.

Trench 1 was squared off to reveal as much of the stone surfaces as possible.

ol

Vo

On the right (west) side of the trench photo above can be seen the stone platform F17 which was
discovered in 2014 close to the rampart adjacent to the east gate (Trench 6 context 628). Here the stones
(008) were the same mainly medium sized sub-angular gritstones forming a level surface. The west trench

20



edge was the same as that of TP5. An irregular gap varying from 20 cm to 50 cm wide separated F17 from
the stone road. In Trench 1 there was no evidence for kerb stones marking the edge of F17, unlike in
Trench 6 in 2014. Perhaps the more regular edge in Trench 6 was because that part of the stone platform
was close to the fort gate. There appeared to be Roman deposits between the patches of stone which were
selectively tested by excavating slots across them.

Detail of gap between stone platform on left and stones adjacent to the road on the right, looking north. The material
between the stones is 009. Some small pieces of burnt daub can be seen in it. The stones on the left appear to be
carefully laid in an interlocking pattern. This is reflected on the opposite side of the gap towards the top of the photo.
Does this indicate that they once joined up?

The western extent of F17 towards the fort rampart was determined by extending westwards from the north
west corner of Trench 1 with a 2 x1 m trench. The flat medium sized stones continued for 1.1 m before
breaking up into a less well laid surface. Just before the western edge of the trench, the stones appeared to
die out altogether suggesting that this was the edge. If this is the case then the stone platform is 3.2 m
wide. TP5 had established the northern limit of F17 and the north edge of Trench 1 coincided with that of
TP 6 so that, with the southern edge exposed in the 2014 Trench 6, it is possible to measure the south to
north length of F17 as 4 m. The stone platform was fairly level with its surface being at 276.94 m aOD at
the western edge and 276.89 m aOD near its eastern edge i a drop of only 5 cm across the 3.2 m width.

The western extension of Trench 1 across the storipltform F17, showighe stones breaking up and
dying away on the right (west) side.

21



The presumed service road on the left (east) side and middle of the Trench (F3) was similar to that seen in
Trench 6 in 2014 and in Trench 13 in 2022. There were remnants of an upper metalling deposit 007 which
comprised small to medium rounded gritstones, overlying and mixed with angular medium to large
gritstones. A piece of Roman glass was found on the road surface. The east side of the road forms a
straggling irregular edge with an area of loose shale and stone occurring against the east side of the
trench, to the south of the (later) post hole F13. Within the shale deposit 003 protruded two narrow sub
angular large gritstones at right angles to each other. One was 40 cm long and parallel with the road edge
whilst the other ran at right angles from the northern end of the other stone and was 32 cm long. The road
was broken by a linear area of disturbance that runs east to west from F13 right across to the stone
platform F17. The top of the road was around 276.90 m AOD, dropping by ¢ 10 cm either side thus creating
a very gentle camber.

The cobble metalling layer 007 was removed to examine what lay beneath. In the south east corner of
Trench 1 the metalling and shale deposit were excavated to reveal a large flagstone 50 cm square and also
a deposit of small to medium sized gritstone blocks and a layer of burning represented by charcoal and
burnt clay/daub. 003 was found to be 5 cm deep with a top height of 276.83 m AOD and the cobbled
metalling was just one stone deep. The burnt (red) daub and dense concentration of charcoal were part of
a yellow brown silty clay loam layer 011. It contained a roughly circular patch of dense charcoal in the
elbow of the two large stones forming a right angle. There was no depth to the charcoal but it could
represent an in situ burnt piece of the timber. The two stones were not heat affected and do not appear to
be part of a hearth. They and the charcoal deposit represent a later phase of activity as they lay over the
large flagstone, as did some of the gritstone blocks. 011 was only a maximum of 3 cm deep and came off
onto the large flagstone which was associated with a dense concentration of angled small to medium sized
gritstones 010.

Al

i gt ol \ o
les to each other set within 003 in the south east corner of Trench 1, north at the top.

The stones at right ang

22
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13 post medieval post hole bottom left corner of photo with dense charcoal patch to left of stones and detailed view
on right. South at the top.

After removal of 011 the full extent of the flagstone was revealed, surrounded by angled gritstones.

Anot her | arge flagstone was revealed under 007 i
edge. It was at least as big as the other one but was only partly revealed as it ran under the trench edge.
This showed that the flagstone surface and associated angled stones continue westwards (010). The
angled gritstones to the north of the flagstone were at various angles, some steeply pitched and ranging in
size. They had the appearance of being dumped rather than laid and would be a poor foundation for a road.
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