
FIG. I.—SOUTH-WEST RAMPART, from the south. 

FIG. a.—SOUTH-WEST GATE; passage-wall of east portal, 
in side of open drain. 

Facing p. i5g. 
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ART. XVII.—Supplementary Report of the Cumberland 
Excavation Committee for 1933-4. 

EXCAVATIONS AT CASTLESTEADS. 

By I. A. RICHMOND and Miss K. S. HODGSON. 

THE Roman fort at Castlesteads has been lost to students 
of Hadrian's Wall since 1791, when the site was 

levelled for a garden. The most recent description, 
written by our President for these Transactions in 1922 
(Trans._ N.S. xxii, 198-234)  records no visible remains, and 
earlier writers offer little better. There existed, indeed, a 
low platform vaguely indicative of the site, upon which 
Maclauchlan, following Horsley's note on the remains 
before their destruction, ventured to place a small fort 
measuring 390 by 30o feet: but the exact dimensions were 
to seek, and the conjectured size raised difficulties of 
accommodation. Inscriptions told that the place held in 
succession the quingenary cohors quarta Gallorum and the 
milliary cohors secunda Tungrorum, each with cavalry 
detachments. It was difficult to see how even the former 
could have lived in so small a fort. 

The above members of the Committee visited Castle-
steads in the autumn of 1933, when Mrs. Johnson had 
under consideration the re-modelling of a large floral 
border. This seemed to offer the chance of ascertaining 
whether the destruction of 1791 had left anything at all of 
the fort. The western edge of the levelled platform 
(fig. 1) was standing high enough to induce an expectation 
of structural remains. A cordial welcome was given to 
the suggestion that trial trenches might be dug in the 
forthcoming spring. This trenching was carried out 
between the 16th and 27th of April, 1934, and the first cuts 
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were so successful in establishing the western limits of the 
fort that leave to examine one side of the site was 
generously extended to include all sides of the walled 
garden. The remains recovered, however, were slight, 
and their significance hardly apparent until all were 
plotted on the plan. The Committee is therefore the more 
beholden to Captain Johnson for permitting the explor-
ation, and for the generosity which has prompted him to 
invite a further visit in order to attack problems which are 
yet outstanding. Nor will the writers forget the hos-
pitality bestowed upon them by Mrs. Johnson, and the 
warm interest of all in the discoveries now to be recorded. 

The exploration began by finding the west wall of the 
fort just outside the north-west corner of the rose-garden 
(see plan). Only the foundation-course of red sandstone 
remained, with back face intact and front face robbed 
from off its bed of cobbles, the whole being six feet wide. 
These are the normal dimensions for the defences of forts 
on the Great Wall, which consist of a stone wall five feet 
thick on a six-foot foundation, backed by an earthen 
rampart. The rampart-backing had, however, been here 
almost entirely removed by the levelling of the site, only a 
little mixed turfy material surviving behind the wall. In 
front of the wall came a berm of ten feet and a ditch 
sixteen feet wide, of which both lips were identified, a full 
section being outside the scope of trial work. 

The wall was then traced westwards, in another section, 
where rather more mixed turf used in the backing survived, 
to the point where it should have crossed an open drain. 
Two courses of Roman masonry were perceived in the east 
side of this drain, which, being followed, revealed them-
selves (fig. 2) as one side of a tower, still retaining a 
rearward gateway-jamb. By a lucky chance the next 
trench, already being cut twenty-seven feet westwards, 
disclosed the front jamb of the gateway, attached to the 
wall of the corresponding tower. Only foundations 
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FIG. 3.—SOUTH-WEST FORT WALL; broken end at the 
Cambeck escarpment. 

FIG. 4.—FORT WALL AT SOUTH ANGLE, with angle-tower 
wall adjoining. 

Facing p. 161. 
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remained, but their plan was evidently that of a double 
gate, as supplied in all normal Wall-forts. This inference 
was finally confirmed by discovering the south wall of the 
south tower, and the north-east corner of the north 
tower. Stratification had been entirely removed; but it 
was noted that the towers were built one course deeper 
than the fort-wall, yet bonded into it, with red sand-
stone facings and core of river-cobbles. Just north of 
the gate, a further cut revealed, on the surface behind 
the fort-wall, two Hadrianic mortaria. 

The fortunate discovery of a main gate at this point in 
the fort-wall, so near the gorge of the Cambeck, revealed 
an unsuspected factor in the destruction of the site. 
Nature herself had worked against the survival of the 
fort. The gateway lay only fifty-three feet from the 
gorge; and a broken end of the fort-wall was found on the 
very brink (fig. 3), having once continued further north. 
The present condition of the bank, however, suggests that 
the loss of the north front has been due to slipping of the 
clay bank rather than to violent erosion by the stream, and 
that even this action has not carried away a great deal of 
the cliff. But the proportion of the fort thus eroded 
could best be ascertained by recovering the position of 
the south wall and west wall, in order to learn the size of 
what remained. Recourse was therefore had to the 
south-west end of the rose-garden, where a cut on the 
curving angle of the platform located at once the curved 
angle of the fort (fig. 4), the lip of a ditch ten feet outside 
it and the south wall of the angle-tower, bonded into it. 
This established the position of the south wall of the fort, 
and the east wall was presently found in good order on the 
edge of the Cambeck gorge. We could now estimate the 
size of the fort, newly restored to knowledge. At the 
escarpment the fort measured 394 feet over the ramparts 
from east to west: from the centre of the newly found 
west gate to the south wall is approximately 236 feet. 

M 
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These proportions suggest the following solution of its 
original size. If the fort faced east or west, the west gate 
is axial and the fort measured 472 feet across by 394 feet 
from back to front. This gives a fort too wide in relation 
to its length. Since it is entirely unlikely that the fort 
faced southwards, turning its back upon the frontier 
which it guarded, there remains only the solution that it 
faced northwards. The eroded area would then be the 
front or firaetentura, which would be smaller than the 
retentura of about 236 feet, the common proportion being 
about one to two. But the rearward space is here so 
small in proportion to the width of the fort, that it is 
tempting to increase the forward area somewhat, and to 
suggest that the fort had been planned as a square, giving 
a praetentura of about 158 feet. On this reckoning, about 
one hundred feet of the fort would have slipped down-
hill, an estimate which accords very well with the aspect 
of the cliff to-day. 

The clearest proof of the deduction that the praetentura 
faced northwards would have been the discovery of the 
a via praetoria close to the edge of the gorge. Search for 
this feature was, however, unsuccessful, because the 
Roman levels had been entirely removed, virgin soil 
appearing immediately below the present surface of roots 
and leaf-mould. This accords completely with what is 
known of the drastic levelling carried out in 1791. Our 
search for the east gate revealed the same thorough 
destruction. Two levels of floor were found in the north 
tower. They yielded no datable relic and the walls which 
had enclosed them had been completely removed. 
Footing-stones of the south wall remained here and there: 
the west wall had been entirely removed, the best indi-
cations of its former presence being the empty foundation-
trench flanked by the straight edge of the floor and the 
vertical face of the clay rampart-backing, once packed 
against the wall and left intact by the stone-robbers. 
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The first floor-level, yielded roof-tiles, showing how the 
tower had been roofed, a discovery matched at the south-
west angle-tower, where tiles rested on the virgin soil. 
Another familiar feature in the structural remains of 
Roman forts was recalled by finding the clay-and-stone 
bases of ovens in a rampart-section cut north of the gate. 
They were associated with a mass of tumbled turf-work 
mixed with clay, still standing about one foot high. 
Similar tumbled turf was found outside the east wall of 
the south-west angle-tower. 

Thus far, our discoveries record the remains of a fort of 
standard type, with a rampart and gates exactly similar to 
those used elsewhere on Hadrian's Wall. The existing 
remains cover an area closely corresponding to the 
estimates of Horsley and Maclauchlan : but they show 
that about one hundred feet of the praetentura are missing, 
thus increasing the size of the fort to at least 3.7 acres. 
This being the normal size for a quingenary fort, it is 
evident that the fort thus restored to knowledge is that 
built for the cohors quarta Gallorum, the quingenary 
garrison of the second century. But no light is yet thrown 
upon how the milliary garrison of the third century was 
fitted into the fort, and it would be premature to discuss 
this matter until further work has established whether 
the fort was at any time enlarged. It may now, how-
ever, be recorded that the fort thus defined was not the 
first on the site. 

The defences so far described had been found to rest 
upon a natural platform of virgin clay, with occasional 
pockets of sand, carrying a thick crop of grass until the 
day when the Roman masons dug their foundation 
trenches. When trenching began at the south-east angle,. 
a different state of affairs quickly revealed itself. To the 
rear of the fort-wall lay a turf rampart, not less than ten 
feet wide, but cut by the modern garden-wall; it rested 
upon flagging and stones set in virgin yellow clay. Im- 
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mediately in front of this rampart, the clay was sharply cut 
away by the lip of a ditch. The site of the stone fort's wall 
was occupied by a heavy revetment of re-used masonry, 
12 feet 6 inches long, stepping down the sides of an ancient 
ditch running almost at right-angles to that in front of the 
turf rampart. Immediately beyond the revetment-wall 
lay the sixteen-foot ditch of the stone fort, built up in a 
mass of pink clay. Manifestly, the wall and ditch of the 
stone fort had here been laid out upon an earlier ditch-
system associated with the turf rampart. One trial 
trench could not establish the direction and character of 
the work: but a second cut established that the turf 
rampart was turning westwards, which would suit the 
inference that we had struck the angle of an earlier fort. 
This cut also showed that the ditch was turning with the 
rampart. In this ditch the foundation of the .stone wall 
was presently laid, while the revetment-wall can hardly 
have covered anything but an annexe ditch, joining the 
ditch of the turf rampart at this point. Until further 
work has been done, further speculation is irrelevant. A 
not dissimilar superimposition of successive works occurs 
at the north-east angle of Papcastle fort, examined by 
our President in 1912 (Trans. N.S. xiii, plan facing p. 135).  
Two other facts about this complex are worth record. 
The turf rampart had been levelled down in Roman times 
and covered with a cobbled foundation set in puddled clay, 
which may be presumed to have some connection with 
the angle-tower of the stone fort. Secondly, there is 
reason to think that the turf fort was differently planned 
from the stone fort which succeeded it. On the east front 
of the stone fort, twenty feet north of the angle, the 
fort-wall was found to be deeply consolidated upon a 
revetment-wall set in clay, eight feet below ground level. 
Eighty feet further north, it rested upon virgin soil, only 
three feet below the surface. Again, at the south-west 
angle, the stone fort's wall lay upon virgin soil less than 
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three feet deep, while at seventy feet east of this point, 
close to the kitchen-garden wall, it lay much deeper, with a 
mass of filling packed in behind it. In other words, the 
pre-existing disturbance of the virgin surface, connected 
with the early turf rampart and ditches at the south-east 
angle, did not extend over the .whole site : and it may be 
added that the re-use of the earlier turf rampart would 
explain the presence of tumbled turf in the rampart= 
backing of the stone fort, just as re-used material from the 
earlier occupation appears in the backing of the rampart 
at Birdoswald (Trans. N.S. xxxii, 142). 

It is tempting to connect these facts with another 
peculiarity of the site. The general course of the Valium 
at Castlesteads, traced by this Committee in 1902, reveals 
that the stone fort now discovered is by no means in the 
centre of the symmetrical diversion which the Valium 
makes round the site. The details of that diversion, 
indeed, still remain to be laid down, in order to discover 
the permanent causeway crossing the Vallum-ditch, now 
associated with such diversions at Benwell and Birdos-
wald. But it is, nevertheless, clear that the present site is 
not only eccentric to the diversion, but is not orientated 
with its line of bisection, as one would expect it to be. An 
early site set further east and orientated still further east 
of north seems demanded by a symmetrical design, and 
such a fort may well be provided by the earlier defences of 
which a small part has now been discovered. A short 
campaign of trial trenches would suffice to test this 
important matter, and it may be added that the wholesale 
removal of the later. Roman levels at Castlesteads greatly 
facilitates the task of reaching the earlier ditches. 
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