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1 Summary

Between April and October 2016 members of Tynedale North of the Wall Archaeology Group
carried out a seriesf landscape surveys on Edges Green and Cleughfoot faorth of
Cawfields Gap, Northumberland, as part of tHéir S8 2y R (G KS 2 | £ f YTh® R3S a
was funded by théderitage Lottery Fund and Northumberland National Park.

The survey area contas two separate groupings of prehistoric features. Whilst both
groupings exhibit some evidence of early clearance actihigy differ in the nature of their
unenclosed settlement structures and field boundary remains. The prehistoric site on Edges
GreenFarm contains at least two stofeunded round houses and a series of boundary
features sharing a common alignment. At Ventners Hall on Cleughfoot Farm there are two
sites hat each contain a pair of ringlitches, theremains of timbetbuilt round houses
Extensive cord rigon a variety of alignmentencroaches on the round houses on both sites
Here there is only one probable clearance cairn and sparse remains of potentially prehistoric
field boundaries.

300m west of the Ventners Hall ring ditch sjtése survey recorded the first roeért
decoratedboulder to be discovered in the area. The heavily-marked boulder lies close to

a robbedout, probable funerarycairn. The broad date range of Late Neolithic/Early Bronze
Age for such rock art would suggésat this represents the earliest direct evidence of human
activity within the survey area.

The previously surveyed Great Chestéwmssica Roman Aqueduct traverses the survey area.
In the course of oulLevel 1survey anomalies in the recorded route weneoticed and
therefore detailed surveying was undertakekrising from this new work our report indicates
possible revisions to the previously recorded route, identifies new visible features of the
aqueduct structure, records where the aqueduct appearsetmninate and argues that the
agueduct was probably not completed.

There issomeevidence of medieval activity within the survey area. Thedoogse farmstead

at East Edge&reen andareas of broad ridgeandfurrow close toCleughfoot farmhouse

provide the clearest indications. There is also a possible shieling structure close to the
W5dzyaft25SQ SyOf2adz2NE (2 (i Knbexié offjokmedicval rid§eS dz3 K F 2
and-furrow ploughing may well have eliminated otheridence of medieval activity. It should

also be noted that centuries of Reiver activity would have impacted upon the viability of
settled agriculture in the survey area.

A postmedieval field system defined by earthen banks surrounds the East Edges Green
farmstead, which is itself overlain by pesedieval 4m wide dgeandfurrow. Close
examination demonsttes that the rigie-and-furrow within the earthen bank enclosures pre

date the construction of the banks, suggesting variations in the balance deaaat pastoral
activity during the postmedieval period.

Documentary evidencmdicatesthat the key farms thahademerged by the time of the 1783
Enclosure Act have their origins in the™@entury. Farmhouses were rebuilt in the ™19
century, probablyoverlaying earlier structures.

Over a period of some four thousand years the balance of agricultural activity in the area has
fluctuated between pastoral and arable farming, and between permanent and seasonal



settlement. Our report records the archaeologi evidence and discusses what can be
inferred about the phases of humaretavity throughout this period.
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3 Introduction

3.1 Backgroundo the project
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exploration, recording and public dissemination of the archaeology of the selected study area

north of Cawfields GaffFigure 1). A larger area, extending north of Edges Green Farm was
adopted as the basis for physical and historic background analysis.

tdYySRIfTS b2NIK 2

Support from the funding organisations has facilitated the provision to volunteers of
professional training, supervisicand technical support to enrich their engagement in the
work of the project and to enhance the capabilities and skills of participants that can be
carried forward to further archaeological investigations.

Nenhumberand HER

= =
NorthumBerIaNg

Northamberland County Cauncil Biges Crikiianl
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Figurel: Survey Area. Edges Green and Cleughféarms

The archaeological parameters of the project were set out in the Project Description
document compiled for NOWTAG by Oxford Archagpldorth (OAN) in January 2016.

The project encompassed a series of training workshops for volunteers, docuyemtd
archival research by volunteers, two Level 1 (Ainswathal 2007) walkover landscape
surveys on Edges Green and Cldaghfarms, the compiling of aagetteer of Level 1 Survey



findings and a review to establish priorities for the subsequent tertaneasurement Level

3 surveys (Ainswortht al 2007). The training workshops and Level 1 surveys have been the
subject of a previous report, Beyond the Wall: Edges Green Level 1 Walkover Survey Report,
July 2016, which is available to download onlinenvatw.tynedalearchaeology.org.ukhe
gazetteer of monuments found in the survey is given in the present report in Appendix 2.

Figure2: Volunteers discussing aerial photographic evidence at Trainiigrkshop

Level 1 surveys were conducted Aprif®2329" (Edges Green Farm) and May"1:622d
(Cleughfoot Farm). Level 3 surveys were conducted Jily 289 (Edges Green Farm) and
October 224 ¢ 28" (Cleughfoot Farm). The UAV low altitude agpiabtographic survey was
carried out on Feb 02017. The current report draws together the outcomes of these
surveys.

3.2 Research aims and objectives

The primary aim of the project was to enable volunteers to carry out an analytical field survey
of the studyarea and to provide professional support to enable participants to achieve this.
A further aim has been to engage volunteers in various aspects of reporting upon and
disseminating the results of the project. NOWTAG is an entirely voluntary group estdblish
in 2013. The project was designed to meet the training needs of all volunteers, ranging from
complete newcomers to more experienced group members wishing to enhance their existing
capabilities. To this endyroups of volunteers have taken responsibifity the delivery of
specific elements of the project from initial project design, direction of survey activities,
written and public talk presentations and the production of this Level 3 survey report. This
has been possible only because of the enthusiaéuolunteers to develop their skills and the


http://www.tynedalearchaeology.org.uk/

readiness of supporting professional archaeologists to give generously of their experience and
expertise.

Opportunities for documentary and archival research have been taken up througheut t
project period bya team of fivevolunteers. A summary of their findings relating directly to
the archaeology of the survey area is includedi@ Historical Context section of this report.
A more detailed account of their overall findings is published separatelywillbe available
on the group website (see above)

The objectives of the training workshop inputs were to engage and stimulate volunteers in
aspects of local archaeology, and to provide initial orientation and training prior to survey
fieldwork. We alsoprovided a direct link between the classrodmsed workshops and
follow-up training in the field. The four classroom training workshops were followed by
sessions where each trainer worked with volunteers in the field.

Figure 3: Examining features durin@eology fieldwalk

Participants were provided with opportunities to learn the techniques of archaeological field
survey and recording that will equip them to carry out further work beyond the life of the
current project. The emphasis was upon use of techniques and equipaea@ssible to
community archaeology groups. For Level 1 surveys this included preparatory study of aerial
photographs, Lidar images. HER and National Mapping Programme data were consulted prior
to conducting systematic Level 1 walkovers. These involved uscordingorms andhand

held GPS equipmerds well as conductingasic measuremestand photographic recording.

Level 3 surveys included the use of theodolite and disto, dumpy level, tape aisetoff
measurements, producing plan scale drawings witbhuaing, plus opportunities for use of



photogrammetric software. Volunteers alsoifiad with archaeologists from OAN regarding
the acquiring and processing of data via use of total station and precision GPS equipment and
UAV aerial photography.

Figure 4: Volunteers training in use of theodolite and plan drawing.

Volunteers have also had opportunities to engage in various aspects of disskeittas
results of their work.Ten volunteers contributed directly to the production of the Level 1
Walkover Surey Report (NOWTAG July 2016). Volunteers have contributedlineamedia

via our website, Facebook page and Wordpress blog. Four volunteers have prepared and
delivered public talks using Powerpoint presentations. This report is itself put together by
NOWTAG volunteers with support from OAN.



4 Methodology

4.1 Project cesign

The selection of areas for Level 3 detailed survey were determined in discussion between
NOWTAG and OAN following the completion of the Level 1 surveys by NOWTAG volunteers

on Edges Green dnCleughfoot farms, and recorded in the Level 1 Walkover Survey Report
(NOWTAG July 2016). The selected locations comprised areas of Edges Green farm as shown
on maps A and B (fige 6 and Figire 7), and an area around VentrseHall on the eastern

side ofCleughf@t farm as shown on map C (&g 8) In addition a detailed survey was carried

out on the recorded route of the Roman aqueduct across Edges Green and Cleughfoot farms,

as showron maps Band D (Eige7and Figre90 YR 'y Sy Of 288288 V¢RI K
of Cleughfoot famhouse, as shown on map D (fig9) The relative loctons of these areas

is shown irFigure 5 below.

7090 sdsor 7_3_'7100(_3 a7 A0 Wzmr-*i'ﬁféﬁe ----- spdooor == 373500 374000 374500 75
{ ; . AN 7 T 32 7L &
4 ,,/ o I Y
i - 3 AR pimmy 1Y -
na ny \ -
i i\
i AT i :
i (.’/ okl !-.--- k% ! E = ——-ri--— . . “ A - :\
§ : R 1iA: Edges'Green —,p»reh'lstoré:
' ' I a7 i 7]
1 W = - 0y e ¢ | .4
g :---,::-:::'\"_'1':{-,'7-.:**-:-*3* {7 i : 3 LN I
J 17 =l 0 F AT 1
4 4 : C : H - : | Cawhe, j 4 ;
:r\ P e L L NPT =t T G
1 ) Gallen Burn 1 i —
3 0 : ; - s Green ipre-enclosure8
) ' l H :
8 R N ueduct Sy, 4
' 7.\\ ------},_\----: Winshi =
T Sl ntners Hall
§ : \\ \. :—. =T : p — __Malkridge-\— oft 3 ,J,J: Yo §
1+ Chostors pld 3 T “prehistoric settlementsi& calrn grou
4 2
Cleughfoot - Dunsloe & aqueduct '
-
§ cnend The wall ﬂg L
i
e o B |
§ cottage R House . \ %
7300 370500 _,‘....32195‘-'?;: T T s 7373&;)‘,2:{;”‘_: 373500 374000 374500 G5

Fig 5 Location maps for Level 3 Survey areas.
Farm bouwlaries are shown igreen (Cleughfootndpurple (Edges Green)
Map data© Ordnance Survey 2017



Figure6: Map A- Edges Green Prehistoric landscape
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Figure 7: Map B- Edges Green pr&nclosure farm and Aqueduct route.
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Figure 8: Map C- Ventners Hall Prehistoric areas
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The planning of survey activity sought to optimize the value of the budgeted volume of
professional inputs and to provide experienced group members with the opportunity to take

more responsibility Professionaljed training for inexperienced volunteers was
concentrated at the beginning of the first survey week, along with the completion of Total
Station and precision GPS operations to record base stations for the whole survey area.
Experiencedméo SNBA 2F bh2¢! D f SR GKS O2YLX SGA2y 27
2FTFaSGQ YSI adz2NBYSy itharemajfiRgdays.l y RNI gAy3a 2y

Figure 10: Using theodolite and disto to record plan drawings

Due to restrictions within the Spadeadam flight zaneas necessary to schedule a separate
OAN input in February 2017 in order to undertake the UAV low altitude photography at the
Ventners Hall sites.

4.2 Detailed survey

4.2.1 Surveyoverview
A detailed topographical survey of each of the sites was undertakengisErHeritage Level
3 (Ainsworthet al2007), and included contours generdtby LIDAR.

Survey techniques were devised to be accessible to volunteers and allow for plotting in the
field using equipment affordable by community groups. The opportunity vss taken to

offer volunteers the chanceotwork with more expensive higiech survey equipment and
develop an understanding of the range of survey methods available and the contribution
these make to the generation and recording of survey data.

There is droad range of survey options that can be used by volunteers with access {0 non
expensive equipment, and the primamethodused was theodolite with a disto mounted on

top. This was supplemented by the use of tape and offset measurement at selected
monuments. Survey was also undertaken by means of photogrammetry using high level



photography, with respect to survey control established by GPS / total station. A gazetteer
and photographic record has beeompiled by volunteers.

422
)l

423

Surveyequipment

NOWTAGhad accss to a dumpy leveNolunteers used this to complete sections
across selected monuments and to-servey parts of the route of the Roman
aqueduct.

Total Station Survey Leica 805 total station linked to a pen computer, which displays
the surveyresults as they are generated, was used. This is important as it allows the
volunteers to visualise the process and see the results being displayed.

Theodolite / Disto Survethe use of a theodolite / disto was found to be very effective
during the eairier surveys, and this equipment is owned by the group. The theodolite
measures angles and the disfbeica laser rangknder) measures thehorizontal
distances The information is then drawn up in the field by volunteers using an
accurate film based pratictor and ruler. This allows the volunteers to be involved in
all stages of the process, brequiresthe survey controto be generated by other
means

GPS Surveylobal Positioning System (GR&h beutilised to record the general
background topgraphy The survey grade GPS veakeica 1200 differential system
and uses Ordnance Survey base stations in conjunction with a roving station to correct
the raw data with corrections transmitted by mobile phoré.is capable ofan
accuracy oft/- 0.03m and promes for a quick and effective means of reaoglthe
detail of the features.

Photogrammetric Recordin§elected sites and immediate environs were surveyed by
means of low altitude aerial photography, which, using specialist photogrammetric
software, haseen used to create accurate thre#imensional models of thsite and
topographic surfacesSurvey control is introduced to the photographs by the
placement of survey control targets across the site which are located by means of
survey grade GPS or totahBon. The photogrammetric processing wasdertaken
using Agisoft software which provides detailed modellingsed onup to 200
overlappingphotographscreatinga very detailed DTM (Digital Terrain Model) across
the site. The photographs are then didiyadraped over the moel to create an
accurate, threedimensional model of the ground surface. The primary output,
however, isa two-dimensional image which can be used to generate accurate plans
or profiles.

Survey ontrol

Surveycontrol wasachieved by means of a high accurg survey type differential GPS (see
Section 4.2.2) to ensure that the survey wasrectly located onto the Ordnace Survey
National Grid.



Fig11: Drone photography at Ventnes Hall.

4.2.4 Survey method

The detaiked surveys by theodolite / total station recorded all structural and earthwork
components, which were drawn by hachure survey. Survey points were marked on the ground
using spray paint and the survey drawing was manually drawn up with respect to them. On
completionof the survey the field drawings were digitised into a CAD system. The survey
recorded all archaeological features, earthworks and elements. The survey aimed to identify,
locate and record all built elements of the landscape.

4,25 Gazetteer

A descriptive recordof all features6 A ®S ® WY @as dofpilédi dsing) a standard
proforma, incorporatingwhere possiblea provisional interpretatin of the function of the
monumentand itschronology.Thedigital gazetteer was collated and editeding anExcel
spread$ieet which was subsequently pastemito a Microsoft Wordtable. The gazetteer
output is compatible with the NNPA HERhe tablewas formatted and topped and tailed
within Word to produce the gazetteer volume for the survey project.

4.2.6 Photographic record

Aphotographic archive was generated in the course of the field project, comprising landscape
and detailed photography. Detailed photographs were taken of the archaeological features
using a scale bar. All photography was recorded on photographifopma sheets which
show the subject, orientation and date. The photography was typically undertaken using a
digital SLR camera with 12 megapixel resolution.



5 Environmentatontext

5.1 Geology

The upland landscape of the Edges Green area is dominated by a selirmestbne and
sandstoneridges running roughly west to east with sharp neféiting scarps or cuestas. To

the south of the area, dominating the southern view is the highest scarp, known as the Whin
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Fig.12: Edges Green Solid Geology (detad) British Geologicgburvey

Figurel2 provides adetailed illustration of the solid geology of the Edges Green area taken
from the Bellingham map of the British Geol@jiurvey Sandstonesare depicted in bown
and limestones and mudstones in pale blues. The Whin Sill is just to the south and is off map.

Figurel3: Pont Gallon Burn just north of Edges Green FaRhoto by Andrew Curtis



5.2 Topography

The general topographical character is that of fell laggiadually rising from south to north.
Vegetation is grass and moorland in character. There eswwagor river systenwhichdrains

the land from a high point of 311in the north east to a low exit at 188in the south. The
area is thus largelyithin the 206300 metreOD height rangeThe water drains off the study
area near to Cleughfoot farm, and then into the headwaters of the Haltwhistle Burn, which in
turn drains into the South Tyne. The whole area is essentially daathg, but some slags

and valleys have less favourable aspedise landscape is broadly undulating and rounded
with smaller hillocks inlpces. Incised into the landscape is the cleft valley of the Pont Gallon
Burn, a small stream rising just to the noghst of the studyarea in the Robin Rock area (see
photograph above).
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Hgure 14: Drainage ttern of Edges Green
Source: Run-off Management Plan: Haltwhistle Burn Catchment Area (Starkey et al, 2014)

5.3 Palaeoenvironmental context

5.3.1 Palaeoenvironmental summary
Two sites witin 5 kilometres of the Edges Green areavé been studied in terms of a
palynology analysis. Each provides useful evidence for vegetation change in the area through

L2fESy Fyrfeara FyR (KSNBoeé SOARSYOS 2F Yy



5.3.2 Cimg Loughtsdies

Cores obtained by Petra Dark (2004) from the western edge of Crag Lough are the closest to
our survey site. These indicate that until 2600 cal BC the area was predominantly wooded,
with Alnus glutinosa (alder) and Betula (birch) growing around the lakiée ®brylus avellana
(hazel) and Quercus (oak) were present on what must have been better drained soils.

Human intervention is suggested after 2600BC when a decline in Quercus and Corylus pollen
is noted. From this timespores from Pteropsida (ferns) nease andhere is an increase in

the microcharcoal, evidence she feels of scrub clearance and subsequent woodland grazing,
possibly on the land to the South.gi atop the Whin Sill ridge, as suggested by the
ferromagnetic minerals washed into the lough with the spores). With the continued reduction

in Quercus/Corylus spores, Hordedype (barley) and Poaceae (grass) pollen appear,
indicative of developing human taty, using clearings for cerealltivation as well as
pasture.

Thisactivity appears to decline around 2068l BC when the arboreal pollen recovers but the
presence of llex (holly) and woodland herbs such as Mercurialis perenniQ &ergury)
suggess that the tree canopy remained light. By 1200cal BC however Hordgpmbarley)
pollen is consistently present and Avetype (oat) pollens appear, suggesting a sustained and
established arable economy in the L&8eonze Age. Cereal cultivation stopsngorarily from
900cal BC to 600cal B&bting an accompanying increase in mictwarcoal deposition, Dark
believes this indicates a shift towards pastoralism rather than indication of human absence.
From 600cal BC Hordeum and Awvdype pollens are again ated, together with
Chenopodiaeae(goosefoot)wdzY SE | OS24 6aKSSLIQ& &2 NNBf 0
indicative she feels of a mixed farming economy, with open grassdandell as cereal
cultivation.

Around 400cal BC she notes a sustained clesgaof the Alnus glutinosa, while there is
seemingly a reciprocal rise in Corylus avellana and Quercus. Dark suspects that the removal
of the alder allowed more distant plants to be represented in the petbin as opposed to
significant reforestation. The removal of the alder (together with increased rainfall) might
also have contributed to increased mire formation, evidenced by the appearance of wetland
herbs and marginal aquaicsuch as Menyanthes trifoliafhogbean), Hydrocotyle vulgaris
(marsh panywort), Typha latifolia (bulrush) and Utricularia (bladderwort). Throughout the
period 40050cal BC the presence of charcoal and other charred material suggests that
burning was part bthe landmanagement strategy.

By the Latdron Age (or perhaps wittihe coming of the Roman military), Secale cezénle)
Ad y2GSR® 51 NJ-@isfranyaRaydd abovk BSrye(olldha o little earlier,
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Wall suggetsthat Secale came with the Roman military. That sstié does report a decrease

in Poaceae at the same time, possibly suggestive of a switch in the use of former pasturelands
being used to grow cereal to supply the wall builders. Betula pollen too ssaicthis time
perhaps as the wood is used as fuel or as part of land clearance. While Secale continues to be
present throughout the Roman occupation, she suspects that low levels of charcoal through
this period suggests a relative decrease in settlemeansity close to Crag Lough. She
questions if this might be indicative of civilians being moved away from the frontier zone. She
also notes some evidence for hazel coppiaingporadic peaks in Corylus avellana polien



but these are over long cycles oftlgears, which would suggest an oveading of the pollen
record.

Towards the Fifth Century AD and coinciding with the Roman withdrawal, Secale pollen
disappears from the cores, while Poaceae and Plantago lanceolata (English plantain) once
again increaseandicative of a partial return to pastoralism as the regiondiitarised. Betula

also starts to return at this time, indicating that land use might be rather less intensive in the

early medieval period, although there is still Hordetype pollen presenthroughout the

500 years to 1000AD. In the eleventh century AD Cannabis sativa (hemp) appears in the pollen
sequence until about 1700. Secale and Aveime pollens reppear in the thirteenth century
andNBYFAY | FSIGdz2NBE 2F BKS INSO2NR Gdryf (BA fL OBK § g
move away from arable farming.

5.3.3 Fell End Mosdwsdy

Davies and Turngl979) studied the pollen record and peat accumulation rates at Fell End
azdaa TNRY (GKS . NeRyi1 S 1'3S G2 (KS§thaBBoRze8gBht LISN
small amount of forest was cleared, probably in association with increased pastoralism in the

area. The peak of this activity is dated to 1738 BC and, using the average rate of peat
F2NXYIFGAZ2Y A& |+ 3dzZA RSX oA dOfal Add$ B | INJ Xxxi Oeny/ro f s
activity can be detected in the Bronze Age in this kind of locality.

Davies and Turner go on to note that from 1500 BC until AD 2 very little use was made of the

land in the vicinity of the bog. But, from that datesre is evidence of extensive tree clearance

and the creation of pasture land and some arable. This situation is maintained until about AD

620. They also noted putative evidendering this periodf 2 NJ G KS O2y a i NHzOG A 2y
Wall in the very high \raes experienced in herbaceous pollen around AD 122 and 130. Davies

and Turner were among the first to note that the end of Roman rule did not coincide with a

return to forested areasindicating a continuation of previous agricultural activity and

therefore some stability.

AD 1005 shows a significant rise in herlmce pollen indicatingncreased cultivation,
especiallyof rye and barley along with more extensive pastoral farming. There is also
evidence that hazel was being coppiced. This coincides WwélStandinavian immigration
that may have led to populations moving east to avoid conflied settling in the west Tyne
Valley. Howeverthis is a shdrlived phase and the record shows that in the Norman laigéh
Medieval period the area was less denssdytled. The wetter climate also produced a faster
rate of peat accumulation, culminating in the®4entury, and the area around may have
been less attractive for farming than the lowlands.

The final phase is dated to 1516 and shows increased folemtance and increased land use
with wheat, barley and rye being grown.

5.4 Solls

Edges Green possesses two main soils. In the upper ground, generally above 250 metres OD,
the ground is slowly permeable and wet, producing acid soils with a peaty surfadewire
ground, between 206 and 250n OD is also slowly permeable, but seasonally, meiducing

acid, loamy and clayey soils.



6 Historical Context

6.1 Prehistoriccontext

Evidence foMesolithic presence in Tynedale is stiery sparse. But, as You(&902) poirts

out, this may largely be due to adk of thorough research. We do kndhat Mesolithic
hunter-gatherers were moving through Tynedale. There is evidence for this in finds of
Mesolithic microliths near Corbridge and some Mesolithic flint scatters inaeden Hill

area. North of Edges Green there is also evidence of Mesolithic activity at Kennel Hall Knowe,
now submerged beneath theeservoirat Kielder.

Ourdiscovery of an eartfiast boulde with rock art within the survegrea provides the first

direct evidence for a\eolithic or early Bronze Agpresence in the Edges Green area. This
finding is consistent with other rock art sites that exist on the south facing slopes of the Tyne
Valley, often between 20@ and300m OD. Thetanding stones, known as théa  NX | Yy R
C 2 |ateQ@lso attributed to the late Neolithic or early Bronze Age and are situated just over a
kilometre south of thestudy areaphoto below).

Indirect evidence for Neolithic presence in tkelges Greestudy areaderives frompollen
recordsfrom core samples at Crag Lough (5 km east of Edges Gpeeniing to activity
between 3500 BC ar2D00 BC.

Figurel5: Mare and Foal Standing Stose

Frodsham (2004) points out that the boundarytlween late Neolithic and earlyrBnze ages
is blurred. Within the Northumberland National Park there areer 100 Bronze Age
settlements usually unenclosed roundhouses often with associated field systamas
sometimes burial monuments.

There are features in Edges Green that may relatthé lateBronze Age, or early Iron Age.
The round housesairns, field boundaries antbrd rig at Ventners Hadind onEdges Green



farm demonstrate that early farming communities were active in the study area, possibly as
early as the 8 millennium BGind as late as the era jugteceding the Roman occupation.

Dumayne (1992), Tipping (1997) and McCarthy (1995) all agree that the increase in agriculture
AY FNBFa Ff2y3 1 FRNAFYyQa 21 ff RItheSmpacid® GKS
Roman sdtement.

Gates (2004, 2005) from analysis of aerial photograph$ias greatly added to an

dzy RSNR Gl YRAY 3 2F GKS FENXYAY3I FOOGAGAGE GKI GO 2
Iron age byidentifying extensiveareas of cordig, some of which clearly prdate Roman

structures. There are significant areafscord rig in the survey area, one of whichs been

cut through by the Roman aqueduct.

6.2 Roman period context

9R3ISa DNBSY A& aAddza 6SR @SNE foOitie.Stnegak, ag KI
road connecting Carlisle and Corbridge, was built sometime in the AD 70s and ran just 2
kilometres south of Edges Green. In this early ph#se nearest fort would have been at
Vindolanda, about 5 kilometres east of Edges GreentHeonext 25 years, until the Hadrian

Wall complex was constructed, Stanegate represented the northern frontier of Britain.

| F RNRAFyQa 2| ffetweéniD 20 ghd IB0BOGPER Immediately to the

north of the Wall (except where the terraonf the Whin Sill rendered it unnecessary), there
was a deep ditch and to the south a broad, #l@ttomed ditch, with small ramparts on each
berm. This latter feature is known as tkiallum.Just to the south of the Wall a supply road

(the Military Way)connected the forts. Stanegate and its associated forts continued to
operate as a further element in this complex frontier systéinis new arrangement led to a
huge increase in a Roman presence in the vicinity of Edges Green with the Wall situated just
1 kilometre to the south. Farming and other activity by local people in the Edges Green area
would have been powerfully affected by the Roman preserseavations at Walltown
vallum in1980s revealedhat cultivation had preceded the ditch construction art inthe

2"d century AD the area was open country with only smailbants of alder and hazel scrub;
there wascereal cultivation in the vicinity. This provides clues as to the likely picture north of
the wall at Edges Green at this time.

Great ChesterfAesicg, a smdlfort, was built in AD 128. Iggranary was seemingly rebuilt in

5 HHPZ FYR (GKS O2YYlIYyRAYy3 2FFAOSNNA K2dzaS |
The Great Chesters Aquedueins for almost 10 km towards the fort from gy Rigg

washpool (NY74056879) in a circuitous routieich crosses the survey area. The results of

our survey with regard to the agaluct are detailed in Section 7

6.3 Medieval context

We have only a sketchy notion of how the Edges Green area was populated and tatednis

in Early Medievaltimes. It is likely that most of the land in this area was subject to tribal
custom and practice for the first 200 years of p&iman history. As such the land would
have probably been owned as tribal commons with hunting and ggazghts for most local
inhabitants, living in small settlements close to the River Tyne. Transhumance may have been
practiced in this period. The archaeological evidence foossiblemedieval long house east

of Edges Green may date to this period andtlsere may have been a continued farming



presence in this area from the Iron or even the Bronze Age. Other possible early medieval
occupation may have been masked by later farmsteads of thecEntury. Storey (1973)
suggests that the hill farms alongethine of, and to the north of, the Wall, often represent
continuation of postAnglian settlement, with infilling of new farms when South Tynedale
became overpopulated in the T5century. Their names retain the nomenclature of Saxon
and Scandinavian tongs. In this description he includes, Wallshield, Cleughfoot, Longsyke,
and Cawburn Rigg farms.

The location of Edges Green as a Border area meant that through much bfettiieval
period it was subject to either Angi8cottish conflict or Border Reiver daag. The most
peaceful period of the medieval age locally, approximately 150 years, covered the latter half
of the 12" century and most of the I'3century. It is possible that this phase allowed some
permanent medieval farmsteads to operate in Edges eGyealthough there is no
documentary evidence and the archaeological evidence is inconclusive. Geribeattyle of
upland areadike Edges Green during the medieval period was either for hunting by the elites
or summer pastures for grazingndertaken ly farmers living iMelkridge Manor.

6.4 Postmedieval context

Farming practice in Edges Green following the settlement of the ABgbtish disputes and

the Reiver problem in the early part of the @entury was driven by a desire to maximise
revenues andncomes from land that had been largely unused for centuries. It is probable
that at this stage customary tenaes were grantedo tenant farmers willing to establish
cattle and sheep farms in areas such as Edges Green. This enabled landowners like the
Blackett family, as lords of Melkridge Manor, to establish rental income. From the records,
farm units at Edges @&en, Wealside, High CloséBArns, Clos& Burns and Cleughfoot seem

to have been established in the ft 2entury (or in some cases perhapsastablished after a
long gap). In addition, on the edge of our study arfeams were established at Cawburn
Shield and Longsyke. Neverthelgb® practice of summer pasturing carried on, as shown in
the 1604 Surveyfdhe Borders (Barker and Butli®73).

Theenclosure of the Edges Greemea took place towards the end of the18entury after

the 1783 Act. The enclosure of Henshaw Common, immediately to the east took place at a
similar time. The enclosure to the wesvhich includes a small part of the study area that
contains Cleughfoot farm, was part of the enclosure of Walltown Estate, for which no records
have yet been located. The area to the south that includes Cawfields Farm appears to have
been enclosed as peof Haltwhistle Common enclosure in 1793. It seems likely that the Edges
Green Enclosure Act was based upon the prior agreement of various landowners and tenants.
Sir Edward Blackett, as the Lord of Melkridge Mahad freehold title to mosof the land

which was mainlyf not wholly pasture. The nature of the land is primarily governed by the
topography, such that the higher land is rougher pasture and moorland and the lower portion
has grass fields suitable for cattle rearing and sheep fattening.ig heflected in the field

sizes of the Enclosures, which can be seen in the map below, where the higher fields are large
and gradually reduce in size proceeding south.

This map shows clearly the contrast between the old curved, relict boundaries ohgxisti
tenants and the new, straight boundaries of proposed new enclosures. This is better
illustrated in a survey map of 1837, sections of which are included below.
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Figurel6: Edges Green Enclosure M&pourceNRO: QRD 7/1/4

The 1787 Enclosure Awards géaed to several families, as well as the existing Manorial Lord,

Sir Edward Blackett. The main names in Edges Green Award are as follows: John Lowes; John
Tweddell; John Liddell; John Smith; Edward Lowes; Thomas Patterson; and Heirs of Jasper
Hall. Most,if not all, of these probably held some customary tenancies prior to the Act.

The practice of using drovers roads to drive cattle from Scotland and Northumberland to areas
further south gathered pace in the T'8century and had some impact on areas lildgé&s
Green as the routes traversed surroundihis to reach Haltwhistle and beyond.

6.5 19" and early20" century context

Although the 1% and 2@ centuries brought massive change to Britain as a whole there was
little change to the basic settlement and landscape of Edges Green. The essential land
holdings remained the same as those set in the previous centuries, although there was a
degree of conslidation of farm units. The roads and infrastructure were modernised at
various stages but the system remained the same. New communication channels and modes
of transport have undoubtedly impacted on the practice of economic and social life but these
havenot resulted in any significant physical change on the ground.

Sir Edward Blackett commissioned a detailed survey of his properties iMémors of
Henshaw and Melkridgen 1837. It provides a snhapshot of the land boundaries and
ownerships between the 178Enclosure Map and the 1866 Ordnance Survey First Edition. It
also clearly demarcates what it calls Ancient Boundaries and allows a more detailed



examination of these areas. One of the features of these maps is the notice made of any
mineral potential. Ths, there is attention to coal, ironstone and freestone, wherever they
appear. An example of Edges Green is shown below:
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The First Edition (1866) and Second Edition (1898) of the Ordnance 3apsycoveing
Edges Green at a scale of 6 inchesl mile provide a relatively unchanged picture of
settlement and farm boundaries from the #&entury Enclosure Act. Their principle interest
is in charting efforts to extract minerals, such as coalstode and establish limekilns.

There is no evidence for serious quarrying in the Edges Green area. Small quarries shown on
the 1783 Enclosure Map, to the north and to the south of Edges Green do not appear as active
by the time of the Ordnance Survey majpem the second half of the #9century. The
limekiln marked north of Edges Green on th& HEdition of the Ordnance Survey has
disappeared by the end of the #&entury.

Coal Mining was conducted on the periphery of the Edges Green area at the following pits
and an exploration for a Drift Mine was also conducted within the study aAéallshield
Colliery 19021985, Ventners Hall Colliery 193¥959, Robin Rock Drit940s1991, and

| Af RF Qa 9 ELJX 2 NJ (Durbhgythe®tahdMoridaManari itaftermath seyesal



hundred miners were buied through Edges Green to work at the mines on its northern
periphery.More recently forestry hasreplaced mining as thprincipalnon-farmingactivity
on the study aref @eriphery and logging waggons frequently travel through Edges Green.



7 Description of sites

7.1 Site 1: Edges Greenrghistoric)

7.1.1 Site summary

The Edges Green prehistoric site lies nagéist of the existing fanhouse at Edges Green. Its
westernedge is 250m north of the farmhouse, from where it extends in a strip 200m wide
and 600m long, orientated to the easbrth-east. This survey identifies hut circles, boundary
banks, clearance cairns and enclosures: togetiorming a multiperiod prehistoric
landscape.

Figure 18 Site 1Aerial photograph.© Tim Gates

There are two records for the site in the HER. Firstly, HER 24626 (NMR NY76NW228,
Monument 1383832), is described as a pomdieval stock enclosure. It¥cation
corresponds toEGO011 Secondly, HER 23016 is described as amalmsed prehistoric
settlement and field system, probably with Iron and Bronze Age components. The location
given is between two banks in the current survieg022, EG023wopossible hut sites were
identified from APs but could not be found on a folloyy field visit (no hut circles were
identified in the current survey at the positions given). Both HER listings were based on aerial
photography (AP) by Tim Gates and a brief gisit; the current survey is the first time the

site has been fully investigated on the ground.

The land slopes gently to the south; on the north side is the ssé@d valley of the Pont

Gallon Burn, so the upper part of the site is a ridge; alonggdahis a modern road runs and

forms the farm boundary. To the south of the sithe land is boggy and unusable for
agriculture.

The underlying bedrock is carboniferous limestone, overlain by superficial glacial till. There
are numerous small quarries the area, mostly along the upper part of the ridge. These are
recorded separately in the gazetteer as Site 12.

The site lies on land currently used for rough grazing. None of the area of the field system
shows any sign of ploughing on APs or lidar imaged there are no encloswera stone



walls crossing it. This contrasts with the parallel sandstone ridge 250m to the south which has
been extensively ploughed. The AP survey identified two small patches ofigdadalling

no more than 600 sq m in alfhis is a very small proportion of the total 120,000 sq m of the
whole site and contrasts with the much larger areas of cord rig seen nearby, e.g. the area of
10,000 sg m at NY715683 (1.4km to the sewtst).
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Figurel9: Site 1 simplified plan

7.1.2 (dearane cairns

Eight clearance cairns were identified in site survey. Four of them were imgbiernpart of

the site, EG009, EG012, EG013, EGU1®o further cairns were located further east on the
top of the ridge EG101, EG120hd two in the lower part ofiie eastern half of the sité&G109,
EG119All cairns were small, between 2m and 5m diameter, with heights from 0.2m to 0.5m.
The only larger cairn was cresceasfitaped 5.2m x 3m, height 0.6m. The cairns seem typical
clearance features and are not likelylte burial cairns. In view of the quarrying across the
site, other clearance cairns may have been quarried away or hidden in quarrying debris
making them unidentifiable.

7.1.3 Field system

The site is crossed by a series of boundary bd&fRO08EG014£G023, E®5, EG027, EG108,
EG110, EG111, EG112, EGTh@se are generally earthen and very low, 0.1m, to 0.25m, in
height. The width of the banks is generally between 1.0m and 1.5m, although some are
broader,EG25, EG2Btones from clearance may be present, amd of the banks are simply
lines of stonesEG008, EG02® the case 0EG008the stones form two parallel lines, 3.7m



apart. A further bankEG005was recorded on the survey but it may well be a modern
drainage feature, possibly machuoet, with a dith on the uphill side.

Figure20: Site 1, monumenEG014

No complete fields are defined by the banks, but there is a regular arrangement in that many
banks are approximately parallel to each other and run southwards (downslope), stopping
before reaching the poorer quality, wet, lodying land.There is no significant difference in
height of ground, i.e. lynchetting, between the two sides of the ba#kmther mpssible
member of this group of parallel boundaries is a hollow way, which broadenshdhwto a
funnel defined by changes of sloggG020An irregular clearance caireG118has also been
categorised in this group of boundaries since detailed survey shows that it is part of a north
south bank not recorded on the initial survey, poss#iko including structureG117In order

going eastwards these parallel boundaries B008, EG021, EG027, EG025, EG118, EG116,
EG111.

The separation between these boundaries in order are: 40m, 90m, 40m, 45m, 50m, 155m,
suggesting sermegular field widths of 40m to 50m, with some boundaries missing. Assuming
these circa 45m wide fields stretched for about 200m from top to bottom of tbpes their

area would have been a little under a hectare (i.e. just over 2 acres). The north ends of the
boundaries are in two or three cases obscured by quarries. If there werenesstbanks
closing the northern edges of the fields, they have beeniloghe disturbance of quarrying

and the modern road. None of the parallel boundaries appear to cross the ridge and descend
its steep northern side, apart from the hollowd(G020for which a northern continuation is
seen on lidar images, beyond the P@&wllon burn.



The south end of the parallel boundaries in some cases have some sign of the banks curving
before reaching the wet ground: the side of the hollow way open out as a funnel and the
eastern side curves round to join the south end of b&®027 Smilarly, the south end of

bank EG025 curves westwards at its south end, become B&®R3which runs along the
margin of the wet ground.

There is a second set of parallel bark&,110, EG108, EG1EZ104n order from the north
east. They are spac&dmto 30m apart and run nortieast to southwest. They are situated
east ofnorth-south parallel bank&G116 These banks are stony and may relate more to
clearance than land division. In particul&G104s very stonyand could be later, related to

quarryirg.

7.1.4 Enclosures
There are severadossible enclosures in the sitieat have variais forms;none are typical for
agricultural enclosures.

On the north side of the modern road, and therefore lying outside the farm boundary, is a
rectangular structure formed ahdistinct, 0.2m high, earth banks with large stonE§&007

It is rectangular, 13m x 4.4m, aligned along the ridge. It may be a sheepfold, but its date and
function are unclear.

EGO11(HER 24626) is a disturbed irregular rectangular area 24m (northutb)so21m. It is

a platform, with earthen banks along some parts of all sides apart from the south. On its west
side is a circular structur&G0107.5m diameter (external), 3.1m (internal). Similarly, there

is an irregular 7m diameter circular platfoion its east sideEG011Apartly defined by a low
bank. The original structure &G011lhas probably been altered, possibly in recent times as

it lies next to a road and near quarries. Classification is difficult. Neither of the circular
structures are typal of round houses.

Figure2l: Site 1 monumentsEG01Gand EG011

EGO017s an oval enclosure defined by a bank 19m (EW) x 16m (NS), but with an undefined
southern sector. The soutbast side of the enclosing bank includes a 6m x 4.5m sub
rectangular platform. Although not typical in view of the missing sector, it may beeneadl
agricultural enclosure.



EG117s a rectangular disturbed area 5m x 4m, containing several small mounds. It may be a
guarrying feature, but could be a clearance feature or disturbed enclosure asE®iti8it
is on the alignment of one of the pamllboundary banks.

EG118s a rectilinear, almost square, structure. It is 5m x 4.5m, formed of 0.75m wide stony
banks, 0.25m high. There are gaps in the banks at the re@#h and soutfwest corners. Its
form is atypical and its function unclear.

EGO006Gs near the western edge of the site. It is a 6m diameter scoop in the gaaihg
hillside scattered with large stones. It is not typical of a house platform and may be the
remains of an agricultural structure such as a sheepfold.

Two possible shielingtractures were noted. Firstly, there is a rectangular, dwaal
structure,EG022at the southwest end of a stony banEG023but not aligned on the same
orientation. The structure is 7m (eastest) x 3.5m and has a sunken floor but no internal
structure or apparent doorways. It lies on the edge of the good agricultural land, beside wet
ground. Secondly, at the norast end of the same bank is a square dweafl structure in

the internal angle where the bank turns to the north, becoming HaGIK251 measures 4.2m

on all sides, with a sunken floor. Attached to its north wall may be a second rather shorter
cell; however, this is not clearly seen. Both structures could have been used as shielings, but
may be small agricultural enclosures They are thly @ossible shieling structures found in

the survey of Edges Green farm.

Figure22: Site 1, monumentEG022

7.1.5 Round houses

There are two probable plus one possible round house locations. None of these have been
previously described. All are in the westahird of the site, where the density of clearance
cairns is also higher than in the rest of the site, which contains mainlyldf@iddary banks.

Both patches of cord rig are also in this part of the site. This suggests that the round houses
preceded or vere contemporary with the system of parallel fields covering the eastern part
of the site.

EGO015s slightly irregular circular platform, slightly scooped into the sdatting hill slope.
There is a bank around it, external diameter 7m, internal 5.5rayebt on the east side. There
are no visible ditches. This monumeanhd the nearbyEG016wnhich lies 24n to the north-
west, are probable round house sites.



Figure23: Site 1, monumenEGO015

EGO01G6s a circular earthen bank, external diameter 6m, aroumel ¢dge of a platform. The
bank is absent on the south (downhill) side. There are no ditches.lB&d15and EG014ie

in the funnel at the south end of hollow w&G021 suggesting that it was not used for stock
movement at the time the houses were occegi

EGO020is a semcircular earthen bank with diameter 5.5m, width 0.9m, height 0.2m. If a
round-house site, then the northern half has been lost. It is situated near the crest of the
ridge, next to a small area of cord rig seen on APs. There is a reladaagea nearby, 22m x
6.8m, over which the ground surface is sunke@,018This may be produced by modern turf
stripping as there is level access from the nearby road and the quality of turf is good.

7.2 Site 2 Ventners Hall North. Unenclosed settlement drfield s/stem

7.2.1 Site characteristics

Located immediately west of the road to Edges Green Farm and the present cottage at
Ventners Hall Ste 2 features two adjacent ring ditche€L10land CL102 surrounded by

areas of cord rig. The site was first identifiedtb Y  DderialSdrn@yGates 2004). It has

0SSy NBO2NRSR 2y (KS 1 A&a02NAO 9YDBANRYYSYyl w¢
LINSEKAAG2NRAO aSidiaft SYSy lurrdnty Bsedfdr @dziRy. Thé&uhdeyivig © ¢ K
bedrock is carboniferous limestone, overlain by superficial glacial till.

7.2.2 Ring ditches and banks

CL10Mwas identified as a ring ditch consisting ¢ba circular bank with an internal ditch and

an incomplete extmal ditch. The inner ditch has a diameter of 4.8m and is 0.8m wide. The
inner ditch is thought to have contained either timber posts or a timber palisade. The bank
has a diameter of 8m and is 0.1m high. The external ditch is 0.5m wide with a diameter of
11m. The central area within the inner ditch is slightly raid&d.were unable to confidently
identify evidence of an entrance location.

Some 10m north and dowslope of ring ditchCL101is a low linear bankCL1030.1m high,
running 21m roughlgastwestthen turning southwards upslope for 8m before terminating
some 5m west of ring ditc@L101



CL102also identified as a ring ditch, consists dba circular bank with an indistinct ditch.
The bank has an outer diameter of 10.3m and a height of OAbuiting its western edge is
an earthwork feature 5m x 4m up to 0.25m hightwat 1m wide lower central area.

7.2.3 Aerial photography and photogrammetry
Previous aerigphotography (Gates 2004) has shoextensive cord rig ahis site.

Fig24: Ventners Hall Nath, Aerial Photgraph © Tim Gates

The drone aerial photography that we undertook in February 2017 has further elucidated the
distribution and aligments of this cord rig. As Figure B&low indicatesthe site is extensively
covered by several areas of cord rig running on a varietyigrirments and, at the soutbast

part of the site, includesvo areas with different overlappinglignments Cord rig runs close

to both of the ring ditches and appeats overlay ring ditchCL102

Downslope and to the nortkeast of the two ring ditches two areas of more recent quarrying
cut into the low ridge. At thesouthernedge of the western quarry pit lies a 7m x 5m x 0.5m
high truncated oval cair@L108previousy recorded as part of HER 23015. This lies above the
qguarry and is therefore unlikely to represent a spoil heap. Careful examination of aerial
photography suggests that the cord rig bends around the western side of the cairn and
possibly overlays its eash end.
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Figure 25Ventners Hall NorthTerrain Model
NB: CF101, CF102 and CF 106 are given in the gazetteer as CLAD2nGIC106

7.3 Site 3:Ventners Hall South. Unenclosed settlement and fielgstem

7.3.1 Site characteristics

Two adjacent ring ditches lie immediately west of the roa&tiges Green some 200m south

of Ste 2 on the summit of a low ridge currently used for grazing. The site has previously been
NEO2NRSR Fa |1 9w Honmn WYW+xSyegeffl&SH GI FiyR WX Sf RSH

7.3.2 Ring ditcheand cord rig

CLOO1is acircular ditch on a gentle SE facing slopas lof 9.2m diameter M and 9.4m
diameter EW. Its ditch has a maximum depth of 0.2trhas no internal features. The roughly
EW cord rig appearsotoverlie the SE quadrant.

CLO0O03s a circular ditch of 9m diameter adjacent to the south of CLOO1. The ditch is 1.3m wide
and has a maximum depth of 0.1m. There is no indication of an external bank. It appears to
be completely overlain by the roughly\E cord rig.
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Figure 26 Ventners HallSouth Terrain Model
NB:CF1, CF2, CF3 and CF7 are given in the gazetteer as CL001, CL002, CLO03 and CLO0O07.
The cord rig, CF4 and CF5, is grouped in the gazetteer into CL004

20 metres east o€L00land CLOOZies a 21mlength of 20cm high, 1.9m wide flédpped
bank,CLO03The bank is truncated by the preseady stone wall and metalled road and there
are no further indications of it in the more improved field east of the road. The relationship
between bankKCL0O03nd the cord rig has been difficult to discern. Careful examination of the
aerial photograph, as shown in Figure Pélow, gives a possible indication of cord rig
encroaching on the bank. Although there are no signs of the cord rig completely overlying the
bankan indication that the cord rig respected the bank could support an interpretation of
CLOOJre-dating the cord rig.
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Figure 27 Ventners Hall SouthAerial Photgraph © Tim Gates

7.3.3 Clearance features

Along thenorthern edge of a boggy area to the south of the pasture land occupied by ring
ditchesCL0O0Iand CLOO2Nnd the areas of cord rifpere is a low curving earthen barRl.006

It extends for 50m, and is 1.5m wide with a height of 0.1m. Its western endmedlEW and

its eastern end is aligned N&W. The location and nature of this feature is indicative of it
having served as a field boundary.

Along the same edge of the current pasture land are two alignments of stones suggestive of
linear clearance.CLOO08linear alignment of stones is 30m long. Its stones average
approxmately0.5m in diameterCL009ies further west. Its linear alignment of stones is also
30m long and its stones average approately0.7m in diameter.

Some 50m north of ring ditch&3L.00land CL002s the only cairnCL0O07identified in site 3.
Theoval cairn measure&8m x 3.8m x 0.25m high and is slightly concave on its eastern-down
slope, side.

7.4 Site 4 West of Ventners Hall. Cairns and Rock Art.

Some 300m west from Site 2, VentnerslIHNorth, there are two cairn€L014and CLO16
located 50m apart on a low ridg€L0145m diameter x 0.5m high, has a central depression
suggesting that it has been dug infL0l6neasures 6.3m x 5.8m x 0.3m high and is partially
turf covered.

Our impression that cairnr€L014might have had a funerary function is reinforced by the
discoveryabout 30m further west, beyond the current stone wall, of a emprked stone,

ClL16. The lowlying stone 1.1m x 0.8m x 0.25m thenty visible single cup més, including
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