THE MOVING MILECASTLE:
OR HOW TURRET OB CAME TO BE CALLED MILECASTLE 1
Grace Simpson
t h r ee
different centuries a metamorphosis has been undergone by the structure on
Hadrian’s Wall which from 1732 was known as Horsley’s Milecastle 1, and from 1886 to
1960 was known as a turret, and from 1930 to 1960 was called Turret Ob. Since 1960 it has
again been called Horsley’s Milecastle 1. These changes took place in the writings of a
succession of investigators, while the turret itself continued to exist until it suffered its third
and final depredation in July and early August, 1936, when it was completely destroyed by
road works. The Newcastle Evening Chronicle for 15 August, 1936, recorded this event.

In

“A new road, in continuation o f Stotts Road, Walker, now in course o f construction by the N ew castle
Corporation, has cut through the Roman Wall and one o f its turrets near the Grange. In the course
o f the road excavations a large quantity o f stones from the Roman W all and turret were displaced,
and these, with the permission o f the City Engineer, have been removed to Carville Chapel grounds
and formed into rockeries.”

The line of the Roman Wall through the grounds of Carville Methodist Church had been
traced by my father F. Gerald Simpson in 1929* and, following its normal enlightened
practice, Wallsend Borough Council had marked the north and south faces of the Wall by
lines of stones. On the 22 October, 1931, Henry Giles, Secretary to the Church Trustees,
wrote to my father about the large number of Roman stones left on the surface after the
excavations, “... with these it is proposed to form a rockery around a rough granite block with
a suitable inscription thereon”. Simpson was asked to compose the wording, which he did; the
1History o f Northumberland X III, 1930, 493-94. Cited
hereafter as NCH X III.

paving over the line of the Wall foundations was completed in 1936; and the east and west
rock gardens were formally opened on 2 May, 1937.
The central rock garden, formally opened on 1 September, 1937, contained the Roman
stones rescued in 1936 from the Wall and the turret during the road works which had also
destroyed Stotts House farm buildings, as recorded by Mr. Giles:
“ . . . Roman W all stones . . . stored for future use. To these were also added stones displaced in the
course o f the extension o f Stotts Road, W alker, when a cutting was made through the Wall and one
o f its turrets.”2

The Evening Chronicle for 15 August, 1936, already quoted, also recorded that the base of
the rockery was formed from these old buildings, that tons of soil was brought in, and that all
the work was done by an old pensioner, Mr. Thomas Robinson, without charge. Furthermore,
the footpaths in Stotts Road were to be marked by black lines along the faces of the Wall and
inscriptions were to be placed in each footpath. Through the centuries local place names
change, and the farm was called Stott’s Houses in the nineteenth century, while Horsley called
it the Bee Houses: they were built almost entirely of Roman stones. The house called the
Grange was built one hundred yards west of Stott’s Houses shortly before 1886. St. Francis
Church Presbytery is now at the comer of Stotts Road, marked on the 1973 Ordnance
Survey map, once the site of Turret Ob.
During July and August, 1936, Gerald Simpson was deeply engaged in excavations in the
Vallum at Wall Bowers, Milecastle 51, in Cumberland, as his camera record proves. The
Secretary of the North of England Excavation Committee, Colonel G. R. B. Spain, made no
mention of the road works at Turret Ob in his Sixth Report for 1936-1938. Perhaps the civic
authority had not informed him (or the message had not reached him), for it was the usual
practice for this to be done and for Spain to pass on the information to Simpson. Or perhaps
Spain forgot, and the mistakes noted below in his Second Report, and ten errors on two pages
of the NCH XIII, pages 494-5, show that he was careless. His omission even to mention the
end of Turret Ob is an indication of how completely the excavation and recording of work
along the whole line of the Wall was left to Simpson, an impossible task for one man. He
always tried, from 1906, to associate the Newcastle and Cumbrian Archaeological Societies
with his work, but the assistance which he received, apart from help with publication, was
erratic and amateur. In this case he was busy with an excavation, and no one stepped into the
breach fifty miles to eastward. The recording went by default, although the newspaper account
must have been seen by many people at the time, and so far as I know the only other account
is in Mr. Giles’s booklet.
TURRET OB BECOMES MILECASTLE

1 A G AIN

Apparently the destruction of Turret Ob was unknown to Eric Birley when he wrote,
quoting Collingwood,3
2H. Giles, Souvenir o f Visit to Carville Chapel, Wallsendon-Tyne and its Roman Wall Rock Gardens (Albert Villa,
Wallsend, September, 1938).

3R. G. Collingwood, AA4XV, 1938, 1-2.

“Through neglecting to consult Horsley’s work, ‘recent archaeologists have had to rediscover for
themselves, over and over again, things which stand in black and white on the pages o f this book’,”4

and Birley went on to locate Milecastle 1 on the site of Turret Ob on the basis of Horsley’s
sketch map of the Wallsend sector. Following Birley and Horsley, the Ordnance Survey
Map of Hadrian9s Wall (1964 and the recent re-issue) shows Milecastle 1 at Turret Ob, and
Milecastle 2 also as on Horsley’s sketch map, and the Twelfth edition of Bruce’s Handbook
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Fig. 1. From Horsley’s Britannia Romana (1732)
* E . Birley, AA 4 X X X V III, 1960, 47. JRS L V I, 1966, 227
refers to Milecastle 1; this should read Turret Ob.

(1966), edited by I. A. Richmond, makes the same mistake in the text, although he had not
altered his little map of the district.
The real sites of Milecastles 1 and 2 were discovered by Henry Mac Lauchlan in 1852, and
accurately measured from centre to centre of each by Gerald Simpson in October 1928. There
was a military reason for the location of Milecastle 1 at the side of the little valley, overlooking
the stream called Stott’s Pow, namely to guard the pass, see fig. 2.
Collingwood was, as so often in his writings, applying the gibe just quoted to himself,
although he appears to be criticising other people not named. It comes from his Horsley
Lecture in 1937, and the preparation for that lecture led to his first real study of the descrip
tion of the Wall in Britannia Romana,5 as he wrote to Simpson on 29 March, 1937,
“Seriously, the wealth and solidity of his observations astounds me now I am taking a compre
hensive view of them”. The resulting lecture is a curious mixture of fulsome praise and
damning criticism, the latter especially of Horsley’s maps and his surveyor George Mark.
Only two years before repeating Collingwood’s gibe, Birley had written in his Horsley
Lecture that the torch lighted by Horsley,
.. was carried further by H odgson than by any other man until the days o f F. G. Simpson, for
whom (as his friends and pupils well remember) H orsley was a constant source o f inspiration and
strength”.6

Certainly Gerald Simpson often quoted from Horsley’s book, for he knew portions of it by
heart. But Horsley was unobservant, and badly served by his surveyor: that is why Simpson
always refused to give a Horsley Lecture. He respected too highly the man who was the
author of a great book on the whole of Roman Britain to take him to task for the poor
quality of his fieldwork along Hadrian’s Wall, since that had been restricted by Horsley’s need
to teach in his Academy and to tend his Presbyterian flock. Simpson’s respect is shown by the
fact that he was one of only three antiquaries, J. Oxberry and E. R. Newbigin being the other
two, who attended the Memorial Service at Morpeth two hundred years after Horsley’s
premature death on 12 January, 1732.

M AC LA U C H L A N ’S M IL E C A S T L E

1

Anyone who looks at the superb topographical survey maps of the Roman Wall made by
Henry Mac Lauchlan between 1852 and 1854 for the Fourth Duke of Northumberland will
see at once that he was a professional surveyor. It will be equally clear that his task was only
to map the milecastles, the forts, the Wall and the Vallum. He had the distinction of drawing
the attention of Dr. Bruce to a turret: this was in or before 1856.
“Its worthy owner Mr. H olm es . . . took us to see what seems to be a turret on the Wall, which he had
discovered two years ago, and to which m y attention was first drawn by Mr. M e Lauchlan. It is about
a quarter o f a mile beyond Harehill.” (Turret 53a)7
s J. Horsley, Britannia Romana , London, 1732.
6E . Birley, AA 4 X X X V I, 1958,43.

7Bruce, PSA N I, 1856, 260; Mac Lauchlan, Memoir, 58;
Simpson, C J ^ X X X I U , 1933,262-67.
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Fig. 2. Extract from H. Mac Lauchlan’s Survey, 1857, showing the valley and tributaries of
Stott’s Pow, west of Wallsend

Bruce pointed out that this was only the third turret “known to be existing”. The first was
near Birdoswald, now known as Turret 49b, which John Hodgson measured in 1833; and the
second was very quickly re-identified as a gateway through the Wall at the Knag Burn, so that
the total was only two for the next twenty years.8
Birley’s main charge against Mac Lauchlan was that he had not studied Horsley at the start
of his survey, but only during the course of it.9 However, the Memoir was “written during a
Survey of the Roman Wall through the counties of Northumberland and Cumberland in the
years 1852-1854”,10 as its title records. Most of its pages have several references to Horsley,
together with extensive footnote quotations from Britannia Romana, supplemented by shorter
quotations from Camden, Gordon, Warburton, Brand, Hutchinson, Mackenzie, Hodgson and
Bruce, together with information supplied by gentlemen along the route from Mr. Clayton
down to the old inhabitants of Bowness on Solway. Mac Lauchlan was always meticulous in
citing his sources, and Horsley’s description of the Wall has never received more careful and
detailed attention in print. Birley omitted in his Research on Hadrian's Wall to place Mac
Lauchlan’s Survey and Memoir in his list of “key works, essential for any serious study of the
Wall”.
Having completed the survey, Mac Lauchlan added a few introductory pages. The first
reference in them to Horsley recalls that both he and Alexander Gordon had given the same
measurement for the total length of the Wall as a little over 68 English miles, which is five
miles too short. Mac Lauchlan’s distance is about 73y English miles. As Collingwood sugges
ted in his Horsley Lecture, it is hard not to suppose that Horsley’s surveyor, George Mark,
took Gordon’s chained distance as his own, and Horsley accepted the figure, “as proof there is
no material mistake in either”.
Mac Lauchlan studied Wallsend in the company of Dr. Bruce, and in his Memoir he cited
Horsley in four footnotes. Then, without Bruce, he set off westwards. Birley wrote that Mac
Lauchlan “... assumed that the first Wall-mile started at Wallsend fort...”, but Mac Lauchlan
had to start at one end or the other, and he wrote, “... it commenced there or terminated
there”. It was not until 1928-1929 that Simpson demonstrated by many sections across the
Wall that the four miles from Newcastle east to Wallsend were an addition to Hadrian’s
Wall.11
Mac Lauchlan then described the positions of Milecastles 1 and 2, but of no. 3 he wrote,
“... the next we are told [footnote reference to Horsley and Bruce] stood on the east side of
the Ousebum, but we could not discern any traces to be depended on, though the distance from
the last may be assumed to be about 6y furlongs”.12 Admittedly, he had “to fall back on
antiquaries’ accounts” for Milecastle 3, as Birley noted, but he did not rely on them, for
Milecastle 3 is not marked on his map. He plotted what he saw, and Milecastles 1 and 2 are
marked on his Survey Map, and what he saw about 80 yards west of Stott’s Pow were “faint
traces of the first Milecastle”, and the next about 1 | furlongs east of Byker Windmill, “faint
traces of it being discernible in the ploughed ground”. He added:
8J. Hodgson, History of Northumberland, 1840, part II,
vol. H I, 279; excavated by F. G . Simpson in 1911, CW2
X m , 1913, 303-306.
9E. Birley, Research on Hadrian's Wall, Kendal, 1961,
91-2,101.

10 H. Mac Lauchlan, The Roman Walk Survey, 1857,
Memoir, 1858, London, printed for private circulation.
11NCH XH I 493-501, 537-38.
12Mac Lauchlan (note 10) 7-8.

“The dimensions o f these Castles are not always the same; H orsley gives them as 66 feet square,
perhaps a mean o f the whole, but those we saw fell short o f that in the interior, and their dim ensions
were rather less north and south, than east and west”.

He refers here to the short axis of certain milecastles. He could not give interior measure
ments of unexcavated milecastles, and the only excavated ones, while he was surveying the
central sector, were both short axis, Cawfields (42) and Housesteads (37). The terms long axis
and short axis were not applied to milecastles until 1930. In that year, Gerald Simpson first
drew attention to this “significant feature, namely the proportionate length of the axis (the
centre line through the gateways)”.13
S IM P S O N ’S E A R L Y W O R K O N T U R R E T S A N D M I L E C A S T L E S

In the report published in 1 9 1 1 on the complete excavation of Poltross Burn Milecastle
(MC 48), Gibson and Simpson drew attention to the great variations in the sizes of mile
castles,14 and in his 1 9 3 0 Report, just mentioned, Simpson gave further details about these
variations in size.15 Horsley, in contrast, had written that, “All these castles (except one near
Harlow Hill) are sixty-six foot square”. This generalisation was not the result of George
Mark’s measurements, but was lazily taken over by Mark from Gordon,16 just as he took
Gordon's total length for the Wall, already noted.
Gordon took his measurements of the Wall and its structures in the year 1 7 2 5 , and one of
his most important observations, although he had insufficient evidence to be explicit about it,
was that there were two turrets and then a milecastle.17 Simpson summarised the course of
research thereafter in his long report on his own excavations up to 1 9 1 3 , as follows:
“H orsley suggested that there were four [turrets to a mile] at equal intervals: Bruce and Clayton,
as the result o f actual discoveries, two in 1873 and two in 1883 . . . concluded that there were two
only, but never finally decided the point. In 1904, Mr. P. R oss, a .m .i .c .e ., o f Bradford . . . made out a
very strong case for two, and, acting on his suggestion [Simpson located the seven turrets— H ouse
steads fort] occupying the eighth position— in the four ‘miles’ between the m ilecastles at W inshields
and K ing’s Hill . . . in 1911. Three more, between Blackcarts turret and Carrawburgh milecastle,
were found by Mr. P. Newbold in 1912, and during the past three months, to February, 1913, no
less than thirteen have been located by the writer’s foreman Thomas H ep p le. . .” 18

As Newbold wrote in his report, Simpson had proved that there were two turrets between
every pair of milecastles, and Simpson had worked out the average distance, which was that at
5 0 0 to 5 5 0 yards on each side of every milecastle “a turret will be found”.19 That is how Mr.
Hepple was able to locate thirteen in three months, by measurement, and then by testing with a
spade.
13 F. G. Simpson,.L44 VIII, 1931, 305-25.
14 J. P. Gibson and F. G. Simpson, CW1 XI, 1911, 394-98.
15 F. G. Simpson (note 13) 310; CW2 XXXIII, 19.33, 267,
where Simpson noted that the largest is Banks Burn (MC53),
7 6 jX 72 feet.
16Horsley, BR , 118, repeated 136 about his Milecastle 1,
without acknowledgement.

11 A. Gordon, Itinerarium Septentrionale, London, 1726,
73-74, and see his “View of the Walls” where he does not
show what he had described on those pages, nor are they on
his “imperfect and diminutive sketch” map, as he called it.
18F. G. Simpson, CW1XIII, 1913, 298-99.
19P. Newbold, AA 3 IX, 1913,54.

P E R C IV A L R O SS ON H O R S L E Y ’S F O U R T U R R E T “ S C H E M E ”

Ross was a qualified civil engineer and architect, and a Land and Mining engineer. He
pointed out that Horsley had only one case in his text of two turrets coming between two
milecastles and, similarly there is only one instance of two turrets being marked on his maps:
.. the others are all single ones”. Horsley wrote, “tis hard to find three of them anywhere
together with certainty”, and he gave no examples, never mind four together. “Then again,
‘where it was surest’ [but Horsley did not say where that was] he measured two and found the
distance to be 308 yards.” Apparently the surveyor George Mark wrote 308 yards in his
notebook. Collingwood, thinking of Simpson’s average distance between two turrets, wondered
if Mark had made a mistake for 508, which Horsley in his study at Morpeth accepted as
308 yards.20 Mistake, or not, it was the single measurement on which Horsley’s whole
“scheme” depended. Ross continued:
“ H e is n o t sure in this case w hether he is m easuring betw een two tu rrets o r tw o heaps o f rubbish, n or
does he state betw een w hich tw o m ilecastles they are situate. H e neither particularises the two in his
description, n o r does he indicate them on his maps. F ro m this one m easurem ent he concludes th at
th ere w ere fo u r tu rre ts betw een every tw o castella.”21

Ross visualised the difficulties of fieldwork in the eighteenth century, and indeed for
centuries before John Clayton began to clear the debris from the central sector of the Wall, it
looked like “a continuous heap of rubbish”. Of Horsley’s maps he wrote that they were drawn
to a scale of three quarters of a mile to the inch, but “they are not accurately drawn”. He
studied Horsley’s book from 1903, and he possessed Albert Way’s copy of Mac Lauchlan’s
Survey and Memoir, which came to my father and which I now have. About his own measure
ments, which are shorter than Simpson’s, he explained that they were from 6 inch Ordnance
Survey Maps, and therefore were not exact. Including the width of Wallsend fort his measure
ment to Mac Lauchlan’s Milecastle 1 was 1,413 yards, “.. .thus Horsley is in error in saying
that it is less than three furlongs [660 yards]”.

D E S C R IP T IO N S O F T U R R E T O B

Horsley saw between Milecastle 3 and Wallsend, “some ruinous heaps, which may probably
have been the remains of some of the smaller exploratory turrets ... but these ruins are scarce
distinct enough to be relied upon”. Ross commented, “Perhaps the turret at The Grange’ was
one of these”. Turret Ob at the Grange had been robbed for stone sometime before 1851,
because Bruce’s Roman Wall, published in that year, described:
"A m ound, a little m ore elevated th an th e neighbouring ground near to Stote’s
ten an t o f the farm told m e th a t he had got a g reat quantity o f stone from it.” 22
20 R. G. Collingwood (note 3) 9-10; Horsley, BR, 147-48,
“falls in exactly with my scheme”, referring to page 120.
21 P. Ross, The Turrets and Milecastles of the Roman Wall

H ouses . . . The

in Northumberland: Bradford Antiquary iv (1904) 403, reprint
10.

22J. C. Bruce, RWX1851, 117.

In the clause deleted from this quotation, Bruce had followed Horsley in placing Milecastle
1 at this place but, during the Second Roman Wall Pilgrimage, in 1886, when Bruce was over
eighty years old, but still so vigorous that he led the Pilgrims from Wallsend to the Ousebum;
at State’s Houses he stopped and explained, “... that not long ago in erecting the house [the
Grange] the remains of the Wall were come upon. There was something like a square tower or
castle in it, and one came to the conclusion that there had been here a turret.”23 By 1886,
Clayton had excavated four turrets in the central sector of the Wall, each surviving in far
better condition than the robbed remains of Turret Ob. In 1928, Simpson measured its
approximate position from Milecastle 1 to the west, as about 520 yards, which falls centrally
within his proved average spacing of turrets as one third of a Roman mile. If Turret Oa had
been about 520 yards east of Turret Ob, it would have been close to Cousin’s House, where
Horsley’s uncle had lived. The house was pulled down in 1898. For many years it had been
called Carville Hall, and the site was by the junction of Roman Way and The Avenue in
Wallsend, see fig. 1.
As Professor Birley has recorded,24 the first person to note Turret Ob was Canon Fowler,
in 1877, and he wrote in his copy of Bruce’s Wallet-book while he was walking the Wall in
that year:
“Just E. o f the ponds [at States Houses] is a really good bit o f F. [i.e. fosse: E.B.] and ridge o f wall
and near the ponds I fancied I discerned traces o f a turret.”

Twenty-six years later, Birley changed his mind about what Fowler had seen, but, as
Fowler’s turret was destroyed in 1936, he should be reinstated as a competent observer.
S IM P S O N ’ S M E A S U R E M E N T S B E T W E E N W A L L S E N D A N D M I L E C A S T L E

3

Simpson began work in the district called Walker, westwards from Wallsend, on 30
October, 1928, as recorded in his diary. His exact measurement from centre to centre of Mile
castles 1 and 2 was 1,453 yards. He tested by trial excavations at each one for the remains of
the foundations of the walls. More could not be expected from such heavily robbed sites, but
even the foundations had been robbed away. He recovered no Roman objects from the
occupation soil, but that is not surprising either, for during the whole of his excavations from
Wallsend to Newcastle he found no small objects and yet he was digging in Roman remains
all the way. His only finds were made in the Wall Ditch in Painterheugh, near the presumed
site of Milecastle 4, and around the castle, the site of the fort at Newcastle.
The second half of Spain’s final sentence in NCH XIII, page 494, that “search in 1928 failed
to reveal any structural remains” is correct. His sentence in the Third Report (1929—1930)
page 2: “It does not seem probable that any masonry remains of the Stott’s Pow (No. 1) and
Miller’s Lane (No. 2) ... milecastles”, is also correct. However, he should not have added No.
3, because no excavation was attempted near the long-lost site of that milecastle, which cert
ainly had once existed, for Stukeley showed it in a drawing, and Brand saw it being destroyed
before 1789.
23J. C . Bruce, PSAPfi II, 1885-1886, 190.
24E. Birley, Durham Univ. Journ. X X IX , 1934, 26-31.

Spain was writing carelessly in the earlier Second Report (1926-1928) page 16, “An
attempt to locate the milecastle noted by McLauchlan ... was unsuccessful”, for the whole
purpose of the excavations from Wallsend to Milecastle 13 was to locate structures, or, at
least, Roman foundations, and usually he said so. But at Stott’s Pow, Milecastle 1, he failed to
write, “An attempt to locate the foundations of the milecastle was unsuccessful”. In conse
quence, in 1929, in his usual rush and hurry, Collingwood in his “system of numerical refer
ences to the parts of Hadrian’s Wall”, wrote the fanciful phrase “sought in vain” of the newlynumbered Milecastles 1 and 2.25 This was corrected by Simpson for the Ninth edition of the
Handbook, but Simpson’s corrections of Spain in 1928 and Collingwood in 1929 seem to have
been overlooked. There is no excuse of textual error to account for Birley’s statements that
Simpson (referred to as “the Committee”) was “compelled to rely on the evidence of earlier
observers”,26 and “Wall-miles were taken, on Mac Lauchlan’s evidence, to be approximately
equal divisions of the total distance”.27
Simpson’s exact measurement from the outer edge of the east gate of Wallsend fort to the
centre of Milecastle 1 was 1,443 yards; from there to the centre of Milecastle 2 it was 1,453
yards; and his approximate distance from the centre of No. 2 to the presumed site of No. 3 was
about 1,450 yards: “approx 1,450 yds” is written on his 25 inch to the mile Ordnance Map.
Unfortunately, Spain made another blunder, for he gave this distance as 1,420 yards.28
Simpson’s approximate position was at the north end of Stephen Street, close to the east end of
Byker high level road Bridge, and overlooking and guarding the deep ravine of the Ousebum.
Bruce had visited the spot in 1884, a few days after a small inscribed altar had been found
there, but he saw no Roman remains then, or on previous visits. Even the derelict blacksmith’s
shop he had seen years before there had disappeared under the nineteenth century streets and
houses.
Simpson’s next sheet of the 25 inch map shows a pencilled line crossing the fort at Wallsend
to the edge of the east gate, in continuation of the line of the Great Wall at the west gate, and
yet Spain wrote in the NCH XIII, pages 494 and 501, that the distance was measured from
the north-east angle of the fort, an impossible position from which to take a measurement, as it
is on a curve with no fixed point, but unfortunately this was thoughtlessly copied three times
by Collingwood.29 Confounding everything, to mention only the other mistakes on two pages
in the NCH XIII, the first half of Spain’s last sentence on page 494 attributed Bruce’s account
of the farmer robbing Turret Ob for stones to Mac Lauchlan’s Milecastle 1; two lines above he
gave the distance from the Pow Burn to the milecastle as 60, instead of 80 yards; and in
footnote 5 referring to Milecastle 1, five of the entries actually refer to Turret Ob. Worse
follows, on page 495, for, after giving Simpson’s exact measurement to Mac Lauchlan’s Mile
castle 2, he added, “Horsley noted visible remains before 1732”, with a footnote about this.
In extenuation, it should be noted that the historical part of the volume was being printed
during 1929, and the archaeologists were invited to contribute far too late. On the other hand,
the extensive road works in both Newcastle and Wallsend during 1928 and 1929 coincided
25 Collingwood, PSAN* IV, 1930, 179-87 and CW1 XXX,
1930, 108-15. cited Horsley in error at Milecastles 1 and 2.
26 Birley (note 4) 41.
27 Birley (note 9) 101.
28 NCH XIII, last line on page 495.

29 Collingwood (note 25) and Collingwood and Wright,

RIB, 1965,430.

fortunately with the project, while adding immensely to the labour, often at short notice, of
watching the opening of many trenches in busy streets.

C o n c l u s io n s

Turret Ob was first identified in 1877, and again about 1886. It was destroyed by road
works in 1936, when the course of Stotts Road, Walker, was straightened and widened. The
impartial records of its destruction are a newspaper report, apparently written from informa
tion provided by the City Engineer, and Mr. Henry Giles’s booklet: copies of each being
preserved in F. Gerald Simpson’s files. Neither source can be expected to have known the
archaeological history of the site.
No evidence has been found for supposing that Horsley’s maps give exact measurements.
Indeed the relationship on his map of his milecastle 1 to the streamlet called Stott’s Pow might
suggest that this was in fact what Mac Lauchlan later identified as Milecastle 1. Thus the
features on the map are topographically, but not exactly by mensuration, related to each other.
Certainly Cousin’s House is shown too far west from the fort at Wallsend, at two furlongs
(440 yards), whereas Horsley stated that it was “above a furlong”, and measuring on Mac
Lauchlan’s Survey Map, reproduced in Bruce’s Third edition of The Roman Walk page 89,
the distance to Cousin’s House is one furlong 88 yards, or 308 yards.
The excavations by Simpson, in 1928, at Mac Lauchlan’s Milecastles 1 and 2, discovered
occupation debris but, as often happens in populated sectors of the Wall, their foundations had
been robbed away. The first Report of 1928 should be disregarded in favour of the accounts in
the 1929 Report and the NCH XIII, subject to the corrections noted above. On these grounds,
the identification of this former structure should revert to Turret Ob.
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