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In 2007, CFA Archaeology Ltd. undertook the excavation of a Roman period ditched 
enclosure and probable fi eld system on land adjacent to the Vallum House Hotel off 
Burgh Road, Carlisle. The lack of any internal features surviving within the enclosure 
means that it is unclear whether this was a native Romano-British farmstead or a Roman 
military installation. This paper looks at the relationship between the enclosure and 
fi eld-system and considers the evidence for both interpretations. 

THE Vallum House Hotel is situated just off Burgh Road on the western 
outskirts of Carlisle, approximately 0.5km to the south of the section of 
Hadrian’s Wall that runs between Stanwix and Burgh-by-Sands. In July 2007, 

CFA Archaeology Ltd. (CFA) was commissioned by Story Construction Ltd., to 
carry out a programme of archaeological trial trenching (White et al., 2007) on an 
area of land adjacent to the hotel (NGR NY 37423 56202; Figure 1) in advance of 
a proposed residential development. This area of land is situated at the summit of a 
low fl at-topped hill at an altitude of c.40m O.D. and affords excellent views across 
the River Eden to the north of Carlisle. Information obtained from Cumbria County 
Council Historic and Environmental Service (CCCHES) Historic Environment 
Record (HER) suggested that this area was crossed by the line of a western 
continuation of the Stanegate which may have run as far as the coastal fort of Kirkbride 
(Figure 1; Wooliscroft and Jones, 2004). During the course of the trial trenching a 
series of ditches containing Roman pottery were identifi ed. A subsequent excavation 
carried out by CFA between February and April 2008 (Kirby, 2008) showed that 
the ditches consisted of a substantial rectilinear enclosure and a network of smaller 
ditches thought to be associated with a Roman period fi eld system. This paper 
explores a number of possibilities based around interpreting the rectilinear enclosure 
either as a Roman military installation or as an enclosure for a Romano-British 
farmstead. 

Historical background

The Roman town of Luguvalium (Carlisle) grew up around a fi rst century military fort 
at the junction of the Rivers Eden and Caldew and was one of the few major civilian 
settlements in close proximity to the wall. McCarthy (2002, 67-92) has suggested 
that Luguvalium probably acquired the status of civitas capital during the late second 
century and it is likely to have remained a town of some signifi cance throughout 
the Roman period in northern Britain. Outside the town, the settlement in the 
hinterland consisted of military forts, associated civilian settlements (vici) and native 
Romano-British farmsteads comprising one or more buildings, often set within an 
enclosure. 
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FIG. 1. Site location map.
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Excavation results

The extent of the area stripped for excavation was based upon the results of the 2007 
trial trenching (White et al., 2007) and was determined by CCCHES. The area was 
irregular in shape and measured 2,400m². Within the excavation area, the topsoil 
consisted of rich dark brown silt with a depth of up to 0.5m, overlying reddish brown 
sandy clay natural subsoil. The nature of the topsoil was consistent with the usage of 
the site as a market garden during the twentieth century. 

The identifi ed archaeological features (Fig. 2) consisted of a rectilinear enclosure (101), 
eight smaller ditches (103, 105, 107, 109, 111, 113, 142 and 161) and one pit (147). 

FIG. 2. Site plan. 
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A brief provided by CCCHES required that not less than 50% of all discrete features 
and not less than 10% of all linear features were to be investigated. During the 
excavation phase of works, soil samples were recovered from all the sections excavated 
across the enclosure ditch and from a representative sample of the smaller ditches. 

Rectilinear enclosure 

Although ditch 101 was not completely uncovered, it is believed to be the western, 
southern and part of the northern side of a rectilinear enclosure that continued 
beneath the grounds of  Vallum House Hotel (Fig. 2). The western side of the enclosure 
measured 35m in length and the southern side 30m in length. The north-west and 
south-west corners of the enclosure were fully uncovered during this investigation 
and the south-east corner was partially uncovered. The north-west and south-west 
corners were both very sharp, almost right-angled, and the part of the south-east 
corner uncovered suggests that it would have been very similar. An estimated 47.2% 
of the interior of the enclosure was uncovered, but since no interior features were 
identifi ed, the decision was taken by CCCHES not to extend the area of excavation. 
The lack of interior features is likely to have been the result of plough truncation. 

Over the course of the excavation c.15 linear metres of the ditch fi ll were removed and 
12 sections were recorded (Figs. 2-4). The ditch, which had an average width of c.3.6m 
and a depth of c.1.3m, was generally V-shaped with steeply sloping sides, but on some 
of the recorded sections the base was slightly rounded. The fi ll of the ditch showed a 
wide variety of deposits and tip marks, possibly indicating that it had silted up slowly 
rather than being deliberately back-fi lled. Modern material was identifi ed within the 
upper fi lls of the ditch indicating that the fi nal episode of silting was comparatively 
recent. 

An entranceway into the enclosure was identifi ed in the southern side of the ditch 
(Figs. 2 and 5). A clearly defi ned terminus was present to the east of the entranceway, 
but the terminus to the west had been largely removed by the insertion of a modern 
pit (198), which left only the very base of the ditch undisturbed. The positioning of 
the modern pit made it impossible to get an accurate measurement of the width of the 
entranceway. Based on the slope of the eastern terminus, however, it is estimated that 
it would have been c.2.5m. Linking the two termini, there was a narrow slot measuring 
c.0.2m in width by 0.1m in depth. The purpose of this slot is unclear, but it seems 
likely that it formed an element of the entranceway. Apart from the aforementioned 
slot, no features associated with the entranceway were identifi ed, further suggesting 
that the area may have been heavily plough truncated. 

An iron ring was recovered from the base of the north-west corner of the enclosure and 
sherds of Roman pottery were recovered from the bases of both termini. An abraded 
fragment of Roman tile was also collected from the basal fi ll (S. Anderson, pers. comm.). 
Also identifi ed was a residual lithic artefact, which was recovered during the post-
excavation sieving of soil samples (see Appendix 1). The soil samples collected during 
the excavation were largely barren, only six from the enclosure containing poorly 
preserved charcoal, all identifi ed as Calluna sp. (heather/ling) (M. Hastie in archive). 

tcwaas_003_2010_vol10_0010



 EXCAVATION OF A ROMAN DITCHED ENCLOSURE AND FIELD SYSTEM 107

Field system

Two discrete groups of ditches were identifi ed, one situated immediately to the north-
east of the enclosure and the other situated immediately to the south. Both groups 
appear to have been heavily truncated, with minimum depths as shallow as 0.08m. 
The ditches have been interpreted as features relating to a more extensive fi eld-system. 
The individual ditches are described below:   

Ditch 103 (Figs. 6.1 and 6.3) was orientated NNW to SSE, emerging from beneath 
the section along the western edge of the site and ending where it had been cut by 
enclosure 101. There was also a spur running at right angles, which continued into the 
section along the north-east edge of the site. A slot excavated across the ditch showed 
that it had been re-cut, with the earlier cut (032) running in a SSE direction, before 
curving round to the ENE to form the aforementioned spur, whereas the later cut 
(036) continued to the SSE, ending at ditch 101. Both cuts measured c.2m in width 
by c.0.7m deep and had sloping sides and fl at bases. A section at the point where ditch 
103 joined enclosure 101 showed that 103 was earlier than the enclosure. Roman 
pottery was recovered from the earlier of the two cuts. 

Ditches 105, 107 and 109 all emerged from beneath the western edge of the site, 
terminating before they reached enclosure 101. Ditches 105 (Fig. 6.2) and 107 
(Fig. 6.4) both had fl at bases and gently sloping sides, measuring 0.5-0.8m in width 
by 0.06-0.16m in depth, and 1m in width by 0.2m in depth respectively, whereas 
ditch 109 (Fig. 6.6) had a shallow V-shaped profi le with a width of 1.2m and a depth 
of 0.35m. A possible spur was identifi ed on the eastern side of ditch 105, but this 
appeared to have been largely ploughed out and only ran for a distance of c.1m. No 
fi nds were recovered from any of these ditches.  

Ditch 111 (Fig. 6.5) was curvilinear in nature, measuring 44m in length. From a 
terminus at its southern end, it curved in a north-westerly direction before turning 
back on itself towards the north-east, terminating where it met ditch 113. The ditch 
had sloping sides and a concave base, and measured 1.2-2m in width by 0.28-0.6m 
in depth. Ditch 111 was cut by ditch 113, indicating that it was the earlier of the two 
features. 

Ditch 113 (Fig. 6.7) was orientated north to south, emerging from beneath the section 
along the south-eastern edge of the site and terminating where it met enclosure 101. 
It had sloping sides and a concave base, and measured 1.2-1.7m in width by 0.3m in 
depth. Ditch 113 was cut by ditch 101, suggesting that it pre-dated the large enclosure. 
Roman pottery and an iron nail were recovered from the base of ditch 113. 

Ditch 142 (Fig. 6.8) was orientated south-west to north-east and had a length of 
c.13m. It had sloping sides and a fl at base, and measured c.1.3m in width by 0.2m 
in depth. There were no stratigraphic relationships between ditch 142 and any other 
features.  

Ditch 161 (Fig. 6.9) was 15m long, extending in a north-easterly direction from 
a terminus at its south-western end and terminating where it met ditch 113. Slots 
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FIG. 3. Sections through ditch 101.

excavated across the ditch showed that it had sloping sides and a concave base, and 
measured c.1m in width by 0.1-0.3m in depth. Towards the northern end, the ditch 
narrowed considerably going down to a width of only 0.2m before it joined ditch 113. 
The stratigraphic relationship between ditch 161 and ditch 113 was not possible to 
decipher because it had been destroyed by a modern fi eld drain. 

Pit 147 (Fig. 6.10) was oval in shape, measuring 3.4m east to west and 2.6m north to 
south by 0.38m deep. There were no fi nds from the pit. 
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FIG. 4. Sections through ditch 101 (photographs).

Modern features

In the recent past, the area had been utilised as a market garden, which had created 
numerous small pits, postholes and areas of rubble. A larger pit (198) had been 
excavated across the entrance into the large enclosure (101), destroying much of the 
western terminus. The pit had been used to dispose of chipboard and other modern 
material. 
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Roman pottery, R. M. McBride

The excavations produced 64 sherds weighing 0.969kg from three ditched features on 
the site (101, 103 and 113). Only three rims are present and much of the pottery is 
generally in poor condition, with most sherds heavily abraded or decayed. 

The earliest pottery dates from the late fi rst or early second century and the 
latest to the fi rst half of the third century. Most of the pottery is of local production 
and has strong similarities with pottery from production sites at Brampton, some 
18km to the north-west of the site, and Fisher Street (Johnson et al.) and English 
Damside (unpublished), both at Carlisle. Apart from the samian, there are no fi ne 
wares.  

Samian

Only three sherds of samian were present. All of them were extremely worn but were 
identifi ed as a base sherd from an East Gaulish Form 45, a mortarium common from 
the late second to mid third centuries, recovered from the primary fi ll of ditch 101 and 

FIG. 5. Plan of entranceway into enclosure 101.

tcwaas_003_2010_vol10_0010



 EXCAVATION OF A ROMAN DITCHED ENCLOSURE AND FIELD SYSTEM 111

a worn Form 37 footring sherd, not closely datable, recovered from the surface of the 
upper fi ll of ditch 101. 

Amphorae

There were two sherds of amphora, both from a Dressel 20 type, used to transport 
olive oil from southern Spain. The larger of the two was in the primary fi ll of the 
enclosure (101). A small scrap was recovered from the fi ll of ditch 113. This type was 
extremely common in Roman Britain and was imported up to the late third century 
and possibly beyond. 

Mortaria

As well as the samian mortarium, fragments of two other mortaria were recovered. The 
earlier one is a fragment of a spout from a ‘Raetian’-type mortarium found in the fi ll of 
ditch 113. Only a small nodular fragment from the nose of the spout remains making 
dating diffi cult but a second century date is most likely. Raetian mortaria take their 
name from types with similar characteristics from Lower Germany but production 
sites of this type are known in several locations in the north-west, including Carlisle. 

FIG. 6. Sections across features forming fi eld system.

tcwaas_003_2010_vol10_0010



112 EXCAVATION OF A ROMAN DITCHED ENCLOSURE AND FIELD SYSTEM 

The later type was found in the primary fi ll of the enclosure (101) and is a product of 
the Mancetter-Hartshill potteries in Warwickshire. It has a reeded hammer-head rim 
with thumb depressed spout and can be dated to the period A.D. 190-240 (cf. Hartley, 
1995, Figure 124, no.24). 

Coarse wares

There were no rims amongst the coarse wares but a detailed examination of the 
fabrics established good parallels with pottery from the kiln sites of Fisher Street, 
English Damside and Brampton. Although the vessel forms of the body sherds could 
not be identifi ed, some of the sherds found in the fi lls of the ditched features 103 and 
113 are likely to have been made at Fisher Street and Brampton. These two pottery 
production sites were active during the Flavian to Trajanic period. The remaining 
sherds from these features could not be assigned to specifi c production sites but it 
is likely they have a local source and are probably not later than the second century. 

The ditched enclosure (101) contained all the latest pottery, including the mortaria 
and samian referred to above, and coarse wares which compared well with material 
from the kiln waster dump at English Damside in Carlisle. Pottery from English 
Damside has been identifi ed in Period 5 and 6 groups from the Carlisle Millennium 
excavations, dating from the second half of the second century to the late third century 
(Swan and McBride, forthcoming). 

Discussion

The dating of the pottery places the enclosure (101) later than the ditched features 103 
and 113. The pottery points to activity during the Flavian-Trajanic period involving 
features 103 and 113 and to activity involving the enclosure (101) during a period 
sometime between the later second and mid third centuries. 

The pottery is a potentially important indication of the status of the site. In general 
‘native’ sites in the north-west of England produce very little pottery, whether of 
native or Roman type, and the presence of Roman pottery at this site might suggest 
a connection with the activities of the Roman army. However, the site is close to 
Carlisle, which might mean that its occupants were receiving Roman goods that did 
not reach more distant native sites. 

Metalwork, Dawn McLaren and Fraser Hunter 

Three items of metalwork were recovered during the excavation phase, an iron 
penannular ring with squared terminals, a probable nail shank, and a copper alloy 
disc, probably a Roman coin (23mm diameter), which was unstratifi ed. 

Neither the iron ring nor the nail fragment are chronologically diagnostic but they are 
consistent with a Roman date. Both were recovered from secure stratigraphic contexts 
within the ditches, the nail from ditch 113 associated with diagnostic Roman pottery 
and the iron ring from the base of the north-west corner of ditch 101. The iron ring 
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could have had a range of functions; such rings in a range of sizes were common on 
Roman sites (Manning, 1985, 140). 

The surfaces of the probable coin are too highly corroded to permit identifi cation as 
no design survives but its size and thickness are consistent with a Roman date (Nick 
Holmes, pers. comm.). 

Discussion of excavation results

The programme of excavation carried out at Burgh Road identifi ed a large ditched 
enclosure and two discrete clusters of ditches, which have been tentatively interpreted 
as evidence of a possible Roman period fi eld system. Roman period fi eld systems 
have previously been identifi ed at Amberfi eld, Burgh-by Sands, where they were 
interpreted as possibly being related to the vicus associated with Burgh II fort (Mitchell, 
forthcoming; Masser and Evans, 2005). Pottery recovered from ditches 103 and 113 
at Burgh Road was dated to the Flavian-Trajanic period (A.D. 75-120) which was 
slightly earlier than the Hadrianic material from Amberfi eld, but would appear to be 
broadly contemporary with a pre-Hadrianic fi eld-system excavated at Tarraby Lane, 
Carlisle, next to Hadrian’s Wall (Smith, 1978). 

The Flavian–Trajanic dates indicated by the pottery from the fi eld system place it broadly 
contemporary with the Roman fort that preceded the civilian settlement of Carlisle. This 
period pre-dates the construction of Hadrian’s Wall, but is broadly contemporary with 
the line of forts known as the Stanegate frontier. In recent years, it has been considered 
that the line of the Stanegate may have extended to the west of Carlisle (Breeze, 2006, 
415) and an extrapolated line depicted on the Cumbria SMR suggested that it may have 
ran across the area of excavation. Any inference that the fi eld system somehow related 
directly to the Stanegate is contentious, but some fi eld systems may have been set out 
as a direct result of the Roman conquest. Such an apparent increase in the amount of 
agricultural land during the Roman period may have come about as a result of higher 
taxes imposed on local communities or it may have been intended to supply the extra 
food required by the Roman army (Abrams and Ingham, 2007, 39-42). 

The pattern of the ditches making up the possible fi eld system suggests that they may 
not all have been contemporary. This suggestion is supported by the fact that ditch 
111 was cut by ditch 113. In the absence of material suitable for radiocarbon dating, 
the only dates available for the fi eld system are those obtained from the pottery, which 
indicates a late fi rst/early second century A.D. date for ditches 103 and 113. However, 
it is possible that this material might have been old when it entered the ditch and 
should not be seen as a reliable dating indicator. No material was recovered from the 
other ditches, meaning that apart from the stratigraphic relationship between 111 and 
113, it is unclear how these ditches relate to each other. Ditches 103 and 113 were both 
cut by the rectilinear enclosure ditch, indicating that 103, 113 and 111 pre-dated the 
enclosure. Mitchell (forthcoming) suggests that the pottery sherds within the ditches 
at Amberfi eld were deposited during the manuring of the arable land within the fi eld 
system, and a similar explanation might be applicable to Burgh Road, particularly 
given the abraded condition of the fi nds. 
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The small size of the possible fi eld system uncovered at Burgh Road makes it very 
hard to make direct comparisons with other known examples. Taylor (2007, 59) has 
suggested that on the Solway Plain there was a tendency for dispersed settlement 
groups to cluster on the drier soils in association with localised blocks of rectilinear 
enclosed fi elds covering c.6-10ha in area. This was the case at Yanwath Wood, near 
Penrith (Higham, 1983), where a fi eld system associated with a Romano-British farm 
site consisted of small groups of rectilinear enclosures. A fi eld system associated with 
a Romano-British farm site at Silloth Farm (Higham and Jones, 1983) on the Solway 
Firth contained a ditch connected to the north-west corner of an enclosure around 
the farm buildings. This ditch had a U-shaped profi le and measured 2.7m wide by 
0.7m deep, making it very similar to ditch 103 identifi ed at Burgh Road. This raises 
the possibility that enclosure 101 may have contained a Romano-British farmstead 
directly associated with the fi eld system. However, pottery recovered from the base of 
ditch 101 was dated to late second/early third century whereas that from the ditches 
associated with the fi eld system was dated to the late fi rst/early second century. 
Although there is always a degree of contention relating to the dating of ditches from 
their fi lls, the later date for the enclosure is supported by the stratigraphy of the site. 

Romano-British rural settlements in north-west England would appear to have typically 
consisted of ditched and embanked rectilinear or curvilinear enclosures, with the 
rectilinear variant being more commonly associated with fi eld-systems (Shotter, 1993, 
82). Previously identifi ed Romano-British enclosures show a wide variety of sizes. At 
Crosshill, an egg-shaped enclosure measured 71m by 40m, while at Silloth Farm, 
the rectilinear enclosure was considerably smaller, measuring 18m by 13m internally 
(Higham and Jones, 1983, 56). There was also a considerable variety in the width and 
depth of the ditches, with those at Dobcross Hall measuring 5.6m wide by 2.8m deep 
(Higham, 1981, 2), whereas at Silloth Farm, the ditches measured 2.3m wide by up 
to 1.3m deep. At 30m by 35m and with a ditch measuring 3.6m wide by 1.3m deep, 
the enclosure excavated at Burgh Road falls well within the sizes previously recorded. 
A Romano-British enclosure excavated at Oughterby (Bewley, 1986) was fairly similar 
in size, measuring c.40m by 40m. The majority of the excavated sites appear to have 
had a single entranceway measuring in the region of 1.6m wide (Oughterby) to 3.5m 
wide (Silloth Farm). At an estimated 2.5m in width the entranceway at Burgh Road 
falls well within these measurements. Previously excavated examples had either V- or 
U-shaped ditches with those at Oughterby having a steeper internal profi le, suggesting 
a defensive function. 

Determining the function of the Burgh Road enclosure is problematic due to the lack 
of any surviving features within the interior of the enclosure. Previously excavated 
Romano-British farmsites contained structures, with a number indicating a change 
from the vernacular roundhouse to a more Romanized style of rectilinear building. This 
was the case at Crosshill Farm, Risehow and Old Brampton, where the transition has 
been dated to the third and fourth century (Higham and Jones, 1983, 65). Excavations 
at Fingland, however, showed clear evidence of a circular structure associated with 
late Roman pottery (Shotter, 1993, 82). It is therefore possible that the Burgh Road 
enclosure may have contained either circular or rectilinear architecture. At Oughterby, 
two posts were identifi ed at the entrance to the enclosure, possibly representing part of 
a gate arrangement, but no similar features were identifi ed at Burgh road. 
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The fi nds from Burgh Road consisted of samian ware, mortaria, amphorae and coarse 
wares, along with a Roman tile and a number of metal items including a possible 
nail, an iron ring and a possible Roman coin. These fi nds are broadly consistent with 
previously excavated Romano-British farmsites. At Crosshill Farm, the fi nds consisted 
of a small quantity of metalwork including 25 nails, a spearhead and a broken collar 
or ring, and a small quantity of Flavian–Trajanic samian ware, while at Silloth Farm, 
the fi nds consisted of 65 sherds of Roman pottery including mortarium sherds of 
probable third century date and a small quantity of metalwork including a hook and 
a nail (Higham and Jones, 1983, 70). Mortarium sherds were also recovered from 
Oughterby (Bewley, 1986), while two sherds of samian, a sherd of coarse ware and a 
Roman tile fragment were recovered from Dobcross Hall (Higham, 1981, 6). 

While there is a good deal of evidence to support the interpretation of a Romano-
British farmsite, the nature of ditched enclosure 101 is thought to indicate a possible 
defensive role, and its generally V-shaped profi le is perhaps consistent with it having 
been a Roman military work. The location of this enclosure along a possible westward 
extension of the Stanegate makes it tempting to view it as a related watchtower, perhaps 
forming one of a series of similar towers positioned along the line of the frontier. 
However, the date of the aforementioned pottery recovered from the base of the ditch 
places it in the late second to early third century, rather than the late fi rst/early second 
century date attributed to the Stanegate. A line of watchtowers has been identifi ed 
along the Cumbrian coast forming an element of the Solway frontier but these were 
typically stone-built constructions, measuring c.5.6m by 4m (Breeze, 2004, 72-80).
Breeze also suggests that the watchtowers were contemporary with the fi rst plan for 
Hadrian’s Wall, again placing them somewhat earlier than the date suggested by the 
pottery from Burgh Road. 
 
The late second/early third century date obtained for enclosure 101 is broadly 
contemporary with the reign of Septimius Severus (A.D. 193-211), who instigated 
a programme of repairs on Hadrian’s Wall in order to maintain it as a frontier. 
Consequently, it is possible that the enclosure relates to the reinforcements that 
were carried out on the frontier during this period. The location of the enclosure 
commands good views towards the Wall running to the north of Carlisle and this 
would potentially have allowed the troops to spot hostile forces approaching the Wall 
earlier than the troops who were actually stationed on it. 

Although the location of the site appears to have been an excellent one for a 
watchtower, the size of the enclosure suggests that it contained something larger, 
possibly along the lines of a small fortlet. The term fortlet is usually used to describe a 
small fort measuring up to c.0.2ha, built with turf or earth ramparts and surrounded 
by a V-shaped ditch measuring between about 2.5m to 5.5m in width by 1-1.5m 
in depth (Carlton, 1988). At c.0.1ha, the Burgh Road enclosure falls within this 
size category, and is fairly similar in size to those at Barburgh Mill (0.84ha), Milton 
(0.9ha) and Durisdeer (0.6ha) (all in Dumfries and Galloway). At Barburgh Mill, the 
V-shaped ditch measured c.3.7m in width by 1.4m to 1.8m in depth, which is also 
broadly similar to Burgh Road. A slightly larger fortlet measuring c.1.7ha has been 
recorded at Maiden Castle, Stainmore, Cumbria (Collingwood, 1927). Fortlets also 
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formed an element of the Solway frontier (Breeze, 2004), running from Bowness to 
south of Maryport along the Cumbrian coast. The fortlets typically consisted of an 
internal area of c.0.037ha, but larger examples were identifi ed at Cardurnock (44.8m 
by 36.6m) and Skinburness (45.7m by 36.6m). 

The internal features typical of fortlets tend to consist of rectilinear barrack blocks, 
offi cers’ quarters and sheds. At Barburgh Mill, the barrack blocks measured in the 
region of 24m by 7.5m, while at Swarthy Hill North on the Solway Coast, a rectangular 
building measuring 18m by 5m was identifi ed. Again, the problem in making direct 
comparisons with Burgh Road lies in the lack of surviving internal features there. Finds 
from fortlets also tend to be quite numerous; in addition to the normal range of pottery, 
the fi nds from the Solway Coast fortlets consisted of spearheads, knives, brooches, 
a key, gaming boards and gaming counters (Breeze, 2004). This range of fi nds is in 
contrast to the limited artefact assemblage from the enclosure at Burgh Road.  

Conclusion

This paper has looked at a number of possible interpretations relating to the Roman 
period enclosure excavated at Burgh Road. There would appear to be a good deal 
of evidence to support an interpretation of it as a Romano-British farmsite. The 
morphology of the ditches was compatible and the fi nds were similar to other Romano-
British farm-sites. It was also found in conjunction with what has been interpreted as 
a Roman period fi eld-system, although a combination of pottery typology and the 
stratigraphy of the site suggest that the fi eld-system was earlier than the enclosure. 

The interpretation of the enclosure as a Roman military work is based largely on 
the strategic location of the site and a date broadly consistent with a period when 
Hadrian’s Wall was being reinforced as a frontier. The size of the enclosure and the 
morphology of the ditches are consistent with that of a small fortlet, although the site 
did not produce the range of artefacts often associated with fortlets. 

The lack of any surviving features within the interior of the enclosure means that it 
has not been possible to decide with any certainty between these two interpretations. 
Bellhouse (1986, 258) has suggested that an enclosure at Fingland was originally a 
Roman signal station that was later adopted as a refuge or defensible farmstead and 
it is not impossible to imagine that the enclosure at Burgh Road served a similar dual 
function over its lifespan. However, in light of the available evidence, this interpretation 
also remains speculative. 

 CFA Archaeology Ltd., Musselburgh, East Lothian, EH21 7PQ
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APPENDIX 1
The Lithic Artefact, Torben Bjarke Ballin

A lithic artefact was recovered from the fi ll of the ditched enclosure (101) and is 
certainly residual. It was retrieved during the post-excavation sieving of a soil sample 
taken from immediately above the primary fi ll that came from the north-west corner 
of the enclosure.  

The piece is in dark honey-brown marbled fl int. The raw material is fi ne-grained, and 
it has excellent fl aking properties. It measures 34 x 48 x 9mm, and the outermost 
part of the distal end has broken off. The artefact is a hard-hammer fl ake with a 
distinct bulb-of-percussion, and its shape and size suggests that it may be a fl ake 
detached during the initial shaping of an axehead rough-out. The initial shaping of 
an axehead rough-out was usually carried out in hard percussion, whereas the later 
stages of axehead manufacture was carried out in soft percussion (punch technique) 
(Vemming Hansen, 1981; Vemming Hansen and Madsen, 1983; Butler 2005, 139). 

The defi ning detail is the fact that the piece has a broad, rectilinear platform-edge, 
suggesting that it was detached from a fl at parent piece, rather than from a traditional 
conical, or sub-conical, core with a curved platform-edge. It has trimming along 
the entire platform-edge, indicating careful preparation, and the faceted platform-
remnant, in conjunction with a fl aking-angle of c.102°, indicate that the parent piece 
was a rough-out for a four-sided axehead with a domed broad-side. 

Four-sided axeheads are generally relatively rare in British prehistoric contexts, with 
most axeheads being two-sided (eg Manby, 1979, 65). However, as shown in Evans 
(1897, 111-22, 131-5), axeheads with a narrow side-facet do occur throughout 
Britain, and in most cases they have domed broad-sides. The fi nely polished thin-
butted prestige axeheads recovered in small numbers, usually in the eastern parts of 
Britain, have narrow side-facets (see for example the fl int axehead from Gilmerton in 
East Lothian; Clarke et al., 1985, Fig. 3.25), although it is still uncertain whether these 
pieces were imported or produced within Britain. 

In Britain, the emphasis has been on the provenancing of axeheads via raw material 
identifi cation (eg Clough and Cummins, 1988), rather than on typo-technological 
chronology (Scandinavia; eg Nielsen, 1977a; 1977b). Consequently, it is diffi cult to 
date British fl int axeheads morphologically. It is only possible to date the present piece 
to the Neolithic period in general, although, within this period, an earlier date is more 
likely than a later one. 
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