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1.Acknowledgements

1.1. Between March 3rd and March 7th 2025 members of Tynedale North of the Wall
Archaeology Group carried out a Level 1 Landscape Survey on Errington Hill Head and part of
Grottington farms. We are grateful to the landowner, Rodrica Straker, and the fariMers
Hall,and MrNixon, for their kind permissions to enable this to take place.

1.2. The following members took part in the survey, and contributed valuable thoughts and
understandings to the interpretation of the range of archaeological features identified and
recorded: Mike Powell, Greg Finch, lan Cooper, Elaine Vallack, Andy Wiltin, &aen,
AndyCurtis,and Phil Bowyer. The report has been compiled by Andy Curtis and Phil Bowyer
taking account of insights and interpretations put forward by other participants.

2.Introduction

2.1. The farms of Errington Hill Head & Grottington are located on a high ridge2(@&
altitude)A YYSRALF 1St & y2NIK 2F GKS fAyS GF{1Sy o& I
Road. Both farms are west of the route north of the Roman Road Dere Street and west of
Pai DIFGS® ¢KS y2NIK RAGOK 2F | FRNAFIyQa 21ttt O
north side of the Military Road and oftdn a considerable depthiThe north side of the area
is bounded by a steeper slope to the narforming an escarpm in the E at Redhouse
Crags. Bundary wallsunning west to east delimited the northern boundary of our survey
and probably the northern boundayf the farms of Keepwick, Errington and Errington Red
House. There are extensive views towards the valley of the North Tyne to thardt\M
over the line of Dere Street
2.2. The two farms are mainlgomposed ofmproved grassland providing grazing for cattle and
sheep butwith many areas obld pasture preserving rig & furroaf medieval and post
medieval ploughingFields given over tarablecultivation aretodayin the minorityand
there are a few smapllantationsprobably providing windbreakandformerly, fox coverts.
2.3. The farm now called Errington Hill Head took this naroenfanow-demolished farmstead
located in a very exposed position close to this hillside edge, some 900m NE of the farm
which now bears the name. The old building was recorded by the Ordnance Survey ¢.1860 as
being a good stone building occupied by a gamekeeper in the employ of Rordamgton.
The farm to which the name has been attached was previously calledddanedfter the
name of the steep valley and limestone gorge to its NW.
2.4. Hazetlean wagakenby Sir Walter Scoii 2 6 S GKS t 20wa®ey2%xy| KR &t BB
which he said was based on a fragment of a traditional verse.
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Figurel: GeologyA(bedock) overlaid on modern 1:50,000 OS map

Koyboard shartcuts  Image may be subject ta copyright  Torms

2.5. The geology of this areafiom the Carboniferous era. In the south part are sandstone or a
varied matrix of mudstonesandstoneand limestone of the Stainmorf€ormation. There are
also small bands of Little Limestone at the surface several of which have been quarried in
the past. Most of the rock In the north part of the area is sandstone and limestone of the
Alston Formation and a prominent band of the Greiatéstone Memberquarriedin
particular near Keepwick Fell where there was a limekiln. There is evidence for limited
exploration of lead ore and a Lead Woiksecorded at Grottingtonlt was reported as
disused and in ruins ¢.1860he lead vein is tholng to be the NE extension of that mined at
Fallowfield.

2.6. Superficial deposits are Devensian Glacial Till & Diamicton of Quaternary Refodr
(1885) informs us that:

a! i D NZPoi thé wes side ¢f Watling Street near Stagshaw Bank a tilery has been

worked for some years in which the clay used, though belonging to the Boulder Clay in part is

also in part to a certain extent a-assorted deposit. Several other tileries of a simil

OKF NI} OGSNJ KIFE@S i 2yS GAYS 2N Fy2GKSNJ 6SSy Sz

2.7. The Coal Authority Map Viewardicates limited outcrops of coal across the area, associated
with the band of Little Limestone with some probable shallow coal workings and possible
shafts shown within our area of survey. There is no mention of coal on°tkel DS map and
at least some of the shafts may have been those noted for lead mining (like the one in the
quarry near Keepwick Fell. More definite coal workings are recorded on the eastern part of
Whittington Fell, close to the Military Road and AGS.
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Figure2: On the\@reatand ‘PourFathonfLimestones and their associated beds in South Northumberland by
G. A. Lebour (1875)
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Causeway (the latter thougtio join Dere Street from the NE near Beukley), the area was
well explored for possible Roman remains.
2.9. John Collingwood Bruce wrote about the Nightfolds settlement in 1858:
On ErringtorHill head, and about half a mile north of the Wall, are the foundations of
ancient buildings, called "The Camps," or "Nightfolds". Their position is, as usual, indicated

by the peculiar greenness of the sward. Two inclosures, contiguous to each other, have the
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form of parallelograms; the larger of them is about thifour yards long and thirty broad.
Some curved lines abut upon these, which may have been folds for cattle. The walls are
about three feet thick, and are composed of Roman stones, tolerably regdisplbosed, but
apparently without mortar. The stones however are \&dines, not statiorstones, and may
have been stolen from the Murus, in mediseval times. If the fort were occupied by the
Romans, it must have been with the view of commanding the eixteralley below, or of
protecting the agricultural produce, which the land here was well calculated to afford.
Owing to the intervening shoulder of the hill on which this encampment stands, the view of
the lower part of the valley is shut out from a spectatortiom Wall. The prospect from "The
Camps", which are upon the slope of the hill, is most extensive and most beautiful ; it
commands not only the whole of the wide valley, permeated by the Eounyg but part of
that through which the North Tyne flowlsam disposed to think that the Romans have
originally occupied this site as an dabk post, but that the present ruins are of later date.

2.10. Henry MacLauchlan (1858) also came by during his survey of the Roman Wall and described
the ford and some older remains:
On Erringtorhill-head, about 3 furlongs north of the Wall. are the foundations of ancient
buildings, called the Camps, or Nightfolds. The road which passes through these remains
crosses a brook about 180 yards on the east, where a pavement, partly nandgbartly
artificial, would lead to a supposition that it had been made by the Romans; indeed, we are
disposed to consider this liaeprolongation of that which crosses the Watling Street at
Bewclay, which we conjecturbéefore might possibly be the Devil's Causeway; for though we
can trace nothing continuously like a road, we have found, not only a small Roman camp, but
also, about 180 yards east of it, one of those rude enclosures containing three circular
foundations, snilar to those at Colwell, and at Birdhope, on the river Rede.
These remains, which do not appear to have been hitherto recorded, are on a commanding
position on Redlouse Crag, about a mile west of Bewclay, and a furlong east of the keeper's
house; the Roman Camp is very nearly a square of about 65 yards each side, and thus about
3/4 of an acre. The other enclosure, which is perhaps British, is not half an acremBies
we have taken for Roman Camp are so situated as to command a view into the valley of the
Erringburn, and also the more elevated post at Bewclay ; the ramparts are very obscure and
the ditch merely traceable, rendered more difficult to ascertaimfsmme modern fence
formed on the line.

2.11. The rectilinear enclosure (no longer considered as a Roman camp) and the enclosed
settlement of three rouneéhouses described bylacLauchlan, are listdoly Historic England
as Scheduled Monumen¢$011096 1011097, as is a Bronze Age round cairn in the vicinity
(1011098.

2.12. It should be noted that on the first edition OS maf 860) the farm currently called
Errington Hill Head was at that time knowntdazeldeanErrington Hill Headescribedby
the surveyorsas‘H good stone buildingwasoccupied by a gamekeeper employed by
Rowland Errington Esq. It wkatedalmostakilometreto the NE oHazetlean standing
on a very exposed hilltop, and subsequently demolisktatzetiean Grottingtonand
Keepwick Fellvere at that time also the property of Rowland Errington (of Sandhoe).
Hazeldean took its name from the deep ravine (Hazel Dean) located just NW of the farm
through which a small stream flows. The stream, Swallow Burn, rises close to the farm, and
is the location of the ford desdreéd by Henry MacLauchlan and has, lower down, been
guarried for limestone.

2.13. The land drains mainly to the north and nomt¥est via the Swallow Burn and Erring Burn to
the RiverNorth Tyne near Chollertotowever, the River Pont rises close to Grottington
Farm and runs east towards Great Whittington & Matfen. A small plantation west of the
farm calledPont Head Coverhow conceals the remains of Grottington Lead W¢HER:
8704). This was disused at the time of the first Ordnance Survey (c. 1860 atine Book
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https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-entry/1011096
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entry recording:
A small quantity of lead ore has been found here but generally speaking the project has been
unsuccessful and the it has not been worked for many years; a number of ruins only remain.

2.14. John Hodgson in the History of Northumberland (18§20yides much of the formetnown
history of the area
On Keepwick Fell, and not far from the Wall, is the small farmstead of Hazeldean, which, in
1547, as a freehold called Heselden, was held by Thomas Errington, paying a rent of 15s.
Hazeldean may perhaps be identified with Knitelhesel, which, with the two Grottingtons,
lying immediately to the east of it, was given to the prior and convent, in 1113, by Archbishop
Thurston.

2.15. Keys tahe Past (HER678 records the probable site of the deserted medieval village of
Knitehesel (without the extra letter 1) which was first recorded in 1113. If a village existed
here, it was probably deserted by the late 13th century, and there are no remains to be
seen. Theeference for this entry is Wrathmell, S. (1975).

2.16. Strangely no connection has been made between Knitehesel and that of Nightfolds (HER:
8651), located closéy, and possibly of the same period, something telearly suggesd
by the placenames.

2.17. Down the slope to the north are two further deserted medieval villages associated with the
farms of KeepwickHER9346) and ErringtonHER9360) with earthworksamidareas of
broad rig & furrow clearly visible on LIDAR. Both suffered from raids by the Scots in the
early fifteenth centuryand a similar fate could have extended to the settlement at Errington
Hill Head

100 200m |
]
S o SRV
395000 396000

Figure4: Deserted villages of Keepwick & Errington on enhanced LIDAR

218. Ly NBOSyid GAYSa GKS I FTRNAFYyQa 2Fff O2NNRARR2NJ
mapping project by Historic England in 2008. The results can be seen usihgyithe
Archaeology Mapping Explorand the Project Reporwas published in 2009. The aim of our
survey was to build on the previous work by examination and description of features on the
ground.
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396000 397000

Figureb5: Errington Hill Head & Grottingtopenhanced LIDAR (DSM, 1m; © Environment Agency 2022)

2.19. Theprimary toolguiding our survey work at home and in the fialds the use of LIDAR
freely available and copyright of the Environment Agency (updated in 2022). Work over the
winter had convinced us that where seeing below trees is unnecessary, it is best to use the
1m DSMrather than DTMwhich has the added benefit at best showing existing field
boundaries and single trees, useful for orientation in the field. It also proved much more
adventitiousto replace asingle direction hillshadend greyscalerender, for a mult:
directional hillshade and futtolour rendering of slope aspedhis removes both the
directional bias of any chosen single light source, and the problem of excess shade or light
which can hide features in valleys or on steep hillsidéss, andhe further enhancemenbf
banks ditches,and archaeological earthworks, was achieved using the Prismatic Openness
blend provided by the Relief Visualisation Toolbox piufipr QGISLIDAR in this form was
provided as images and as an overlay fodioi navigation in the field using the Locus Map
application for Android handheld devices in the field.

2.20. We are of the belief that earthworks much shallower than 1m (possibly dowrRta)dare
visibleon LIDARising this software ani is well suitedfor archaeological investigation. One
particular example of this is shown belpan enhanced LIDAR view of a rig & furrow
ploughed pasture to the west of Errington Hill Head showimitiple traces of themodern
placement ofcircular sheep feed ringd his cluster of features lies jusiWto the very
cursorytracesof a now demolished sheep shelter (bield). Bothihese features proved very
difficult to detect on the ground.
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2.21.0ur ground survey used haiebld GPS to provide location. One of the RomBiitish
settlements wadlagged out and subject to a detailedrveyby one of our memberasing
readings from a&inglehand-held GPS unit. This providegry reasonableorrespondence to
the LIDAR imagas shown in the image belowonsideringaccuracy of GPS, conversion of
data points to the OS grid, and difficulty in flagging out bamd changes in slope in an area
reduced by rig & furrow.
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3.Site Descriptions

Although in this section we present site descriptions in a broeldtgnological sequence there are a
number of unresolved questions regarding the chronology of some sites, and as always within a
complex multiperiod archaeological landscape the elements of continuity and change do not
necessarily fit neatly into a neahwnological sequence.

3.1. Bronze Age features

3.1.1. SiteEHHI8 at NY 96894 70531 south of the edge of Redhouse Crag on Grottington Farm
is scheduled as a round cairn of Bronze Age date. At just 0.5m high, the roughly oval
12m x 8m structure with a hollow interior, thought to be the result of partial excavation
in the 1%h century, has no surface stone visible. Stone was only indicated at a
consistent 8cm depth by probing with a metal wire.

Figure9: Scheduled Round Cairn [EHH48] from S

11| Page



3.1.2.

3.1.3.

3.2.
3.2.1.

12| Page

The extent of sphagnum moss in this area presented difficulties to the identification of
low lying stoney features. In some cases mounds up to 0.4m high, suggestive of cairns,
proved to be entirely mossy after probing with a metal wire. Identifying whesioene
low-lyinglinear banks were earthen or stoney also proved challenging. As round cairn
EHHI8 is located close to scheduled Iron Age/RomBnitish sites to both east and

west, our survey team examined the terrain closely for signeetiistoric clearance
cairns and early fieldystem development, or more developed field boundaries
potentially related to Roman®ritish settlement. We were unable to identify any
clearance cairns. At other locations across Tynedale and Redesdale webtadzd

often quite extensive early field system development features in the vicinity of lron
Age/RomaneBritish settlement sites.

FigurelO: Possible Cairn [EHH58]

We did however record one further possible calEHp8 at NY 97039 70614, on the
edge of Redhouse Crags, about 200m NW of round E#ilt#8. Its location on the very
edge of the crags matches that of ritual cairns found elsewhere, but iistsmnpatible
with the feature being a naturabck outcrop.

Iron Age/RomaneBritish Period

There are two scheduled 'Romaiuitish' sites south of Redhouse Crags on Grottington
Farm.EHHI7 at NY 96851 70556 is a rectilinear enclosure 62m x 65m, now divided by a
EW field boundarywall. It is scheduled as a farmstead of Rom&mitish date.



Figurell: EHH47 RomanBritish Enclosure / Farmstead looking N

3.2.2. The enclosure has a prominent 2m wide outer bank with an internal ditch along its E
and Wsides The ditch is up to 4m wide and up to 0.5m deep on the north side of the
farm wall. There is a low inner bank up to 2m wide on the eastern side. The scheduling
suggests that a roughly circular area of stones in the SW corner of the enclosure may
representthe foundations of a stonéuilt house. Although we saw some stoniness we
found no strong indications of structure.s#raightboundarybankcuts WEacrosshe
northern perimeterof the enclosurelts line appears to equate with the northern
02dzy RI NBE 2F (KS WEDOSIHAp. Eddes aofever gxtetdduBthem
westtowards the modern field walbut on a different alignment to théoundaryof an
enclosurdocatedon the W of this wallNE ofErringtan Hill Headfarmhouse EHHI5],
which is shown on thestEd. OS map

Figurel2: EHH47 eastern bank and ditch, looking N
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3.2.3.

3.2.4.

3.2.5.

3.2.6.

Some 450m to the easif the rectilinearenclosurejs the second scheduledB&R

settlement EHHI9], centred at NY 97080 7051@ consists ofwo contiguous

enclosures spanning 45m N/S by 35m E/W, witbular stone foundations dhree
round-houses located within the southern enclosure. At its northern end the enclosure
bank is 1.2m high and 2.5m wide. The southern and eastern enclosure banks are less
prominent being 1m wide and 0.1 to 0.2m high. We found the site to be as described on
the schedulng. Additionallywe recordeda possible 2m widentrance gap on the north
side at NY 97063 70549, and a 1.5m wide possible eastern entrance gap at NY 97088
70537.

The southernmost rounthouse, 8m diameter, centred at NY 97085 70508 is defined by
a stone bank 0.5m high x 0.5m wide. The centvahd-house 8m diameter, centred at

NY 97080 70519, is defined by a stoney bank 0.5m wide x 0.3m high. The northernmost
round-house also 8m diameter, centred at NY 97064 70529, is less well defined. We
were unable to clearly identifthe location of entranceat any of theround-houses.

As indicated above, we were interested to check for any possible related field system
features not previously recorded. As there are a number of later medieval or post
medieval banks and ditches in the vicinity it was important, but not always easy, to
identify characteristics likely to suggest that possible boundary featuresiated these
later features.

A dtch and banKEHHF0], 1m wide x 0.5m deep, runs north from the NW corner of the
enclosure and terminates at a natural slight change of slope 5m south of the farm
boundarywall.
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Figurel3: RomaneBritish Enclosed Settlement [EHH49] looking N



Figureld: NW corner of EHH49, with ditch and bank beyond [EHH50] to N

3.2.7. As recorded by Historic England, this bank with a prominent ditch on its west side, looks
very similar on LIDAR, and on the ground, to featuE4:50, 51,59,and60which are
roughly paralletrossing the field fronN-S Thisis not the case foEHH5A andEHFb4
whichappear more as sharper banks on LIDAR, and on different alignmentsaae
presumed to be later.

3.2.8. Bank and ditcHEHF9] runs north across the fieldowards the SEorner ofthe RB
rectilinear enclosurealthough the E side of this enclosure curves away from its line to
the east.EHH0 is much shorter than the others and runs north from the NW corner of
the RB enclosed settlemengHHI9]. Its course is strongly parallel EHH60 and lies
only 24m to its eastnterestinglyEHHb0, 51 and 60 all terminate at the same natural
slight change of slope a few metres south of the farm Jiails. not clear whether this
could also have been the case i H9 which interacts with the east boundary of the
rectilinea enclosurd EHHI7), although this curves away from the alignment&HiFb9
to the east.The field boundary running above Redhouse Crag was in place on the 1st
Ed. OS map and the linear ditch/bank formations do not appear to have extended
beyond there which is clearly not the case with the rectilinear enclogti#59
appears to have cut through the surroundingSNorientednarrow)rig & furrow.
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Figurel5: Grottington sites, annotated enhanced LIDAR

3.2.9. Some 35m east of ditch and baBK 1, we identified a previously unrecorded
settlement site EHF6. It comprises two adjacent stoney circular structures. The
northern structure, centred at NY 97267 70641 measures 7.88bW8.2m BV and is
defined by a stoney mossovered bank 1m wide x 0.3m high. There is a possible
entrance gap on its southern side. The structure is very characteristic of a-tmurs.

Figurel6: Probable rounéhouse [EHH56], looking SE
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3.2.10.

The adjoining southern structure is less well defined. Centred at NY 97272 70634, it
measures 8.5m M by 8.0m &V and is defined by a stoney bank. Stones are mostly
subsurface anthe bank is slight on its west and south sides. The interior is slightly
sunken. It could be interpreted as a small enclosure adjoining the rbwoode. An

alternative interpretation may posit that both structures are the remains of reund

houses, possibly sequential rather than having been in use simultaneously. There will be
further consideration of possible interpretations below in ttiscussion section of the

report. An interpretation suggesting an unenclosed rodmaise or rounehouses

would raise the possibility of an earlier date of occupation, perhaps back to the Bronze
Age period.

3.2.11.
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Figurel7: Southern circular structure [EHH56], looking NW

A further settlement site from this period was first identified by Tim Gates's aerial
photographic survey in 19%nhd is located about 340m NE of NightfoldAsHER entry
N9366(Errington Hill Head North Settlemgmhakes no reference to any subsequent
site visits we closely examined all visible surface features, some of which were very
subtle, despite being quite clearly visible e enhancedL IDARmagery. The site
compriseghree separate enclosureEHEB6, 27 and 40, with a number of potentially
related linear banks.


https://keystothepast.info/search-records/results-of-search/results-of-search-2/Site-Details/?PRN=N9366
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Figurel8: Errington Hill Head North Settlement (enhanced LIDAR image)

W

3.2.12. The NW enclosur&HFB7, consists of two adjacent roudtbuses with their eastern
banks constituting part of the perimeter enclosure bank. The southern rdunce,
centred at NY 95809 70273, measures 8.6m E/W by 7.1m N/S and is defined by a 0.5m
bank, 0.2m highThe smaller adjoining rourkdouse, centred at NY 95809 70281,
measures 6.9m N/S by 4.9m E/W. The polygonal enclosure measures 20m by 18m, with
a sunken area centred at NY 95809 70277. The enclosure bank is up to 0.5m wide by
0.1m high. A low banlEHKB8, running from the roundhouse perimeter towards
settlement siteEHHIO, although visible on enhancédDARwas barely visible on the
ground.

3.2.13. Rectilinear enclosurfeHB6], centred at NY 95819 702%ds 10m south ocEHFB7. It
measures 30m by 28m, with its bank up to 0.4m high. Its interior is notably sunken, with
an L.shaped bank at its centre. There are possible indications of somdigision of
the enclosure. The sunken interior isggestive of prolonged or heavy enclosing of
cattle. It was noted that surrounding broad rig andriuw from the south stops
abruptly and that the sunken interior is well below the level of the&ifyirrow, raisng
guestions about regardingHF6 as being contemporary witaHH7 and 40.

Figurel9: Enclosure [EHH36], looking NE towards Settlement [EHH40]
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3.2.14. The only visible rountiouse in settlement sitEHHI0 lies immediately west of the
presentdaypost and wirefence. Centred at NY 95872 70267, it is defined by a low bank
up to 0.3m high measuring 10.8m E/W by 10.5m N/S. It lies within a possibly levelled
area on the south to north downslope. There appear to be further levelled areas to both
north and south of tis. The southern change of slope is subtle, up to 0.2m higth,
runs from NY 95886 70257 to NY 95874 70249 on the west side of the fence. East of the
fence it runs to tle SE corner of the enclosure at NY 95913 70257, where the slightly
curved eastern boundary runs to its NE corner at NY 95875 70308. There is a gap in this
bank between NY 95908 70277 and NY 96902 70289. At the northern downslope end of
this gap where the eclosure bank continues N a closely adjacent linear bank creates a
2m wide 'pinch pointwhere an internal change of slope runs west beyond the fence,
forming part of the internal division of the area east of ttoeind-houseinto four
sunken areasWe alsonoted a 5m long, 0.2m high irregular mound, centred at NY
95900 70262, in the SE part of the enclosure.

3.2.15. The northern change of slope is up to 1m high and runs from NY 95873 70281 to NY
95860 70269 on the west side of the fence. East of the fence the feature is banked and
continues to the NE corner of the enclosure.

3.2.16. The linear bank adjacent to the eastern boundary of the enclosure terminates at the
pinch point mentioned above and russuthto NY 95927 70255. Some 5m east of this
a further slightly curving bank, 0.2m high, runs from NY 95910 70296 to NY 95926
70282.

| :

Figure20: Roundhouse [EHH40], marked by yellow flags, looking E

Figure21: Pinch point, looking S, between eastern enclosure bank of EHH40 and bank [EHH41]
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3.2.17. The other siteEHHI4 at NY 96528 70068, recorded as possibly from this period (HER
N27222), is a ditched enclosure now lyingas sectiors both sidesof a modern farm
gate and fence, is too denuded to affordyeadditional observations.

3.3. Ford,quarry, and nearbyrackways

3.3.1. Although we recorded a number of possible holloways and raised trackways across our
survey areawe noted that several of theseould have been associated wigh
particularly wellconstructed fordEH23], located at NY95882 6999@ contrast to
most farm fords EHI23 had been constructed with a great number of large flat stones
butted up against each other and spreading for some distance up the trackways on both
the eastern and western sideShe stones were mostly about 2m by 1m with straight
edges, suggesting étthey were cut to size for this purpose. The stream that is forded
runs through a rawme that has been extensively quarriggHF27], and today much of
its course runs underground at this location, indicative of this being an area of
limestone.The ford wasclearly well engineeretbr heavy load transportatioprobably
related to quarryinglt was also noted that about 100m to the northe slope either
side of the stream is much less steep and therefore easier to cross.

3.3.2. As given in the introduction, Henry MacLauchlan (1858) considered that the ford could
KFEIgS 0SSy (KS 62N] 2F (GKS w2Ylya 2y | O2yeaf
CausewayGiven that the location is less than 1 kilometre north of Hadrian's Wall it is
certainlypossible thathe Romans may hawguarried stone fromhere andeven
construced the ford, but there is no evidence for this.

3.3.3. The 1st Ed OS map shows that in 1860 the ford was oooilnse ofa track from a
junction near a large limestone quarfgHiH6] in the eastpassinghrough the
enclosures of Nightfoldgo a complex junction of tracks just northtbie large quarry
near Keepwick FIEHH 3], where there was a limekiln. This track appears to be out of
use blocked by a new field wall with at Nightfol@isrovided with a gate further north)
as were the quarries and limekjlby the time of the 2nd EdDS mapc.1900).

Heepwick Fellf £

e

Hazeldean

1 -

Figure22: 1st Ed OS map (c.1860) & 2nd Ed (c.1900) showing location of fordeanadk between quarries and limekiln
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Figure23: Ford [EHH23] and trackway [EHH24] looking W

Figure24: Eastern trackway [EHH25] from ford [EHH23]

3.3.4. To the east of the ravine we recordead holloways|[EHFB1 & 32] potentially related
to the ford and/or the quarryWe considered thaEHFB3 could also have been remains
of a track, although its line corresponds closely to a field boundary shown orstifel 1
OSabandonedor a new boundary further soutbome 40 years later. It could of course
have been both banindtrackalongside
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Figure25: Quarry [EHH26] in ravine S of Ford [EHH23], looking SE

3.4.
3.4.1.
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Figure26: Boundary bank/Trackway [EHH33], looking W towards Ford [EHH23]

Nightfolds- a medievalfarmstead

Located at NY 95680 699/ H 3, Nightfolds is described by Historic England as:
'‘Medieval enclosures, buildings, platforms and a ditch and a post medieval quarry are
visible as earthworks on air photographs. A series of conjoined rectilinear enclosures
defined by broad banks are aligned on a sod cast boundary bank. The possiblesremain
of rectangular buildings lie within some of the enclosures and other platforms are
visible. A later quarry has destroyed a small area of the site. The features are extant o
the latest 2003 oblique photographyhough there are two other farms in the vicinity, it
seems likely that it could be the site of Heselden, a freehold paying a rent of 15s. In
1547:



Q

e

Figure27: NightfoldsFarmstead and adjoining banks on enhanced LIDAR

3.4.2. Our site visit confirmed these observations, but also enabled us to record additional
features, either adjoining the enclosure or located nearby, that provide further context
for the site. The western side of the enclosure is met by a long and substatiaén
bank linear banlEHH.0. The bank, 2m wide x 0.5m high with a 0.5m wide x 0.5m deep
ditch along its south sideuns eastwards for 300m from NY 95397 69886onstitutes
the southern boundary of an extensive area of broadgrigirrow typical of he
medieval era. Some 55m west of Nightfolds enclosure, at NY 95625 69956, earthen
bankEHH.2, 2m wide& up to 0.4m high, adjoins diagonally from the sowihst, and
runs upslope to meet the southern boundary of Nightfolds enclosure at a prekgnt
stone wall at NY 95700 69935.

3.4.3. Bank[EHHZ] crosses a natural deep watercourse that runs steeply from higtoemgl
to the south, diverting much of the flow along a ditch on its southern side to an ovoid
depression at the junction with barjEHH.0], probably creating a pondEHH.1]. Along
with the southwestern boundary of Nightfoldenclosure bankfEHH.2 & 10] create
an enclosed area from which most of the water flow has been diverted. A 2m wide gap
beforeEHHO terminatesaligns with a N/S change of slofieHH.5] to the north that
may be a remaining indication of a former holloway moving cattle into the enclosure
created between the two banks and the Nightfolds SW boundary. Interestingly the
interior of this resulting enclosure does have a sunken aspect relative to the
surrounding terrain.

3.4.4. East of the stone wall a number of internal divisions and potential building platforms
are visibleThere are indications of a shalldwlloway EHH.4] running east from an
entrance gap at NY 95705 6999he alignment oEHH.4 appears to match the EW
trackway showron the 1st Edition OS running between limestone qué&idl46 and
the limekiln just east of Keepwick FEHH 3, detailed above in section 5.3. There are
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indications that the original boundary may have been expanded at both the northern
and southern ends.

3.4.5. The northern boundary west of the wall aligns with an internal 'division’ on the eastern
side, with the enclosure there reaching further nartteyond theEHH 4 trackway. It
would not be unreasonable to consider whether the northern extension-gastd the
trackway Part of the redtinear feature at the southern end protrudes beyond the rest
of the eastern boundary. It is also noted that theuthernboundary, continuing on the
alignment of bankEHH 2 from the west is more substantial than other partsio#
enclosure bank, and that the southern boundary continues eastwards asH4HIO.

Figure28: Bank [EHH12] with figures standing, with EHH10 beyond and the watercourse indicated by reeds to the right

Figure29: EHH13 internal divisions and building platform, looking W

24| Page



Figure30: Rectilinear feature [EHH13] beyond N boundary, looking W

Figure31: EHH13 southern boundargpking N

3.5. Boundary features and trackways

3.5.1. Above we have referred to a number of boundary features and trackways in relation to
the settlement sites and other features that we have described. Across the survey area
as a whole there are remains of boundary features and holloways or trackways
probablyranging from prehistoric to poshedieval. One can sometimes tentatively
attribute such features to particular eras based upon typology, contaxiccasionally
documentary sources.

3.5.2. Our mapping of the survey area, shown below, indicates that the majority of banks
(shown in red) and trackways (shown as dashed black lines) run roughly N/S. Stone wall

boundaries are shown as solid black lines, and areas of quarrying are shown bounded by
brown lines.
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Figure32: Survey area site plan (enhanced LIDAR)

3.5.3. Other than the bankfEHH0,51,59& 60] in the vicinity of scheduled RomasRyritish
sites[EHHI7 & 49], described abovegll recorded boundaries and trackways appear to
be of medieval, posinedieval or Enclosure Act periods.

3.5.4. The main E/W banEHHO0 & 19], pluseHH 2 that runs diagonally between them,
appear to be medieval, both on the basis of typology and their context in relation to the
Nightfolds enclosure and the adjacent broagl& furrow. The N/S bankEHH4] from
whichEHH.0 runs east is of similar structure and dimensions, and is theredsce
likely to be medieval. The banks immediately wesEbBiH)4 are more problematic to
date, being lower lying and in an area of later narroweg&igirrow. N/S ban{EHH6]
is ajacent to the current boundary with Keepwick Farm. We did note that the ditch on
its W side might be the remains of an earlier holloway access to Keepwick Farm. Low
lying E/W bankEHHD7] is shown asfield boundary (with trees) on 1st Ed OS. Itis no
longer in use as a boundary. Lower earthen bH8] is 2m wide on a different
alignment thanEHH7. It may welpredateEHH)7. It was observed that the turn at its E
end may relate t@a formerplough headland.

3.5.5. The substantial N/S bafkHI22], whereEHH.9 terminates, runs close to the E edge of
the ravine and fordEHI23] at its S end and continues N beyond the route of trackway
[EHE25] and is characteristic of a significant medieval boundary. It appears that
boundary banKEHI22] respects the trackway route rather than the trackway having
cut through an earlier bank. Shorter bar{fldH20 & 21] are of similar structure and
likely to be from the same period.

3.5.6. 2m wide earthen bankEHH 7] lies south of the slope running down to Nightfolds
enclosure dthough in an area of narrower rig furrow it has a different alignment.
Along part of its length it has been almost levelled by the subsequeéifugrow
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cutting across it, although elsewhere the &durrow does not cross. An adjoining bank
[EHH.8] may represent a remnant of an earlier field system.

Figure33: Bank [EHH17], looking S towards adjoining bank [EHH18]

3.5.7. Atits N end a ditch has been cut downslope to the natural watercourse that runs just to
the west of Nightfolds enclosure. This ditch cut is at a ragigle to the roughly E/W
ditch [EHH.6] which cuts through rig furrow beforea sharp turn N downslope at NY
95705 69839, at N end of baflkHH 7], towardsthe natural drainage ravine, previously
described. The western side of ditfBHH.6] appears to mainly consist of a natural
change of slope, although this may have been augmented to improve drainagegThe
& furrow east of this change of slope is on higher ground than that to the west.

Figure34: North end of bank [EHH17] at SE corner of ditch [EHH16]

3.5.8. The route of the track running from the B6318 to Errington Hill Head Farm is not shown
on the 1st Edition OS map but appears on the 2nd Editioned&90's. The
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continuation, passing between modern farm buildings and continuing east is not shown

until the current OS edition. N/S trackwiyHHL3], which the modern track meets at

NY 96575 69769, is shown on the 1st Edition OS as continuing from hoj k6]

running from an old entrance from th#lilitary Road', now the B6138. Although the

northward extension of the currently used track continues to the west of the site of the

former Errington Hill Head Farrafter passing largequarry[EHHI6] the 1st Edition OS

map shows a trackway passing around the east side of the quarry and continuing to the

then 'Errington Hill Head'. At this time a track is shown running NW from this gate to

W FTSERSFYUsS fFGSNI G2 6S02YS UONNARyYy3IG2y | Af

3.6. Quarrying and Mining

3.6.1. In addition tothe quarry[EHI26] nearthe ford [EHF3], there are a number adther
guarries of varying sizes and characteristics, ranging from small, shallow scoops just a
few metres wideto large deep quarries stretching for over 100 metres.

3.6.2. On the eastern bank above the quarried ravjE&iF26], we recorded two adjacent
large quarry pit§EHER27] at NY 95855 70060. It is not possible to date these pits with
any confidence, but they may be later features thard26. Just downslope and north
of these lie two possible building platformEHI28 & 29] that Historic England identify
as postmedieval.

Figure35: Quarry Pit [EHH27], looking SE

3.6.3. Abutting thenorth ditch ofHadrian's Wall we recorded a large riéioear quarry
[EHH]] lying either side of a modern ramped vehicle track. West of the track it
measures 70m E/W by 35m S/W and is 1.5m deep. This clearly cuts across the north
ditch and is therefore posRoman.
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Figure36: W end of Quarry Pit [EHHO01], looking S

3.6.4. Alarge limestone quarffeHHLE], mentioned above in relation to the trackwayhich
leadsto the quarry andimekiln [EHH 3] near Keepwick Fellyas recorded at NY 96583
70270.

Figure37: Limestone QuarrfEHH46], looking S

3.6.5. Just to the west of the Romariritish enclosed settlemen{&EHH7 & 49] we recorded
a cluster offour quarry scoop$EHH2] each 0.5m deep and ranging from 10m x 6m to
4m x 3mAbout 50m SE of these we recordegassiblesow kiln[EHH63] at NY 96887
70492. This is likely to have served to burn limestone from the scoops to make lime to
enrich the fields. However, the proximity to the RomaBidtish settlements does not
constitute evidence for their date.
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3.6.6.

3.6.7.

Figure38: Possible sow kiln [EHH63], looking N

Clusters of quarry scoops and small pits were found to the north of the Hadian's Wall
northern ditch. To the west of the farm track lies an extensive area of over 15 small
hollowsbetween NY 95830 69444 and NY 95703 69%FHére sizesanged from 8m X

4m to 2m x 2m, and from 1m to 0.2m deep. We could not be certain that all of the
smaller scoops were the result of quarrying. To the east there were several clusters of
somewhat largersuperficiallyquarried site§EHH64, 65, 66 70] measuring up to 12m

X 7m, spread across an area over 200m wide.

There are also sites with the remains of pastdieval lead mining. At NY 96283 69608
we recorded a spoil heap measuring 28m N/S by 20m E/W and 3m high with a linear
depression 1m wide x 0.2m deep running south from the spoil heap. Historic England
recorda! y FRAG 6AGK aa20AF0SR alLlRAt OFy
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such featurd EHH 2] mapped by Historic England, consisting of a low modndwide
narrowing to 0.5m and running upslope to the south for 30m. Similar features are
visibke on enhanced.IDARurther east on Grottington Farm.

4. Discussion

Common themes concerning the interpretation of a number of the sites described above are:
firstly, the assessment of potential sequences in the construction of various habitation features,
secondly, the indications of multiple functions or usages within composite sites,

and thirdly considerations of potential relationships with other features within their vicinity.
These themes recur across sites from different eras.

4.1.
4.1.1.

4.1.2.

RomaneBritish Settlements

The two scheduled 'Romarritish' sites south of Redhouse Crags on Grottington Farm
present significant structural differences.

EHHI7 at NY 96851 70556 is a rectilinear enclosure 62m x 65m, now divided\W a E
field boundary wall. It is scheduled as a farmstead of RonEnitsh date. The long

fairly straight boundary banks are unlike the other probable settlement sites from this
erawithin our survey area. We were unable to identify any internal structural elements.
Although subsequent agricultural activities, including the construction of the stone wall
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4.1.3.

4.1.4.

4.1.5.

4.1.6.

4.1.7.

4.1.8.
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dividing the site, may have destroyed such remains our examination of this site leads us
to query whether the enclosure functioned as a settlement site. Enclosed settlements
of this size from the Iron Age/Romaiiyitish era very often exhibit indication$ o

internal divisions, which in this case are lacking.

The second scheduledBRsettlement EHHI9] in thevicinity, is centred at NY 97080
70519 and consists of two contiguous enclosures spanning 45m N/S by 35m E/W, with
circular stone foundations of three roundhouses. The manner in which the
northernmost roundhouse straddles the bank between the two enclosures raises the
possibility that the earliest stage of the site may have been of the 'unenclosed
forecourt' type desdbed in the Redesdale area by Charlton & Day (1979).

They lie on weldrained, lowlying ridges, their general form being of one or more

round stone houses whose entrances give direct access into a large\stilesl

forecourt. There is no enclosure wall around the stone houses. Settlements of this type

KIS 0SSy F2dzyR G . NN} O{SNIwA3I3aAz . tF1SYly
and Ward Law. Parallels for unenclosed forecourt settlements are known in
RoxburghshirePeeblesshire YR 2y aARRfS | I NIAaARS | Aff | YyR

Northumberland. Like the North Tyne rectilinear type these settlements also show signs
of expansion e.g. Barrker Rigg, FeiS& / f SdzaK m yR . f1F1SYlIyQa
these newly discovered sites in conjunction with those previously recorded perhaps
AYRAOI GSa&a | (K ABNtiRh sétile@dniSnéNorthdmbeviand’, | y 2
Alternatively,this northern enclosure could be considered as an annexe of the
rectilinear enclosed settlement directly to the south containing the two roundhouses.
However the northern roundhouse location in relation to the central bank suggests that
this is less likely

Some 200m to the east our newly discovered site EHeE@red at NY 97267 70641,
comprises two adjacent stoney banks. The northern structure exhibits the characteristic
features of roundhouse remains. The less wdelfined southern bank, with its slightly
sunken interior, may have served as a stock enclogueh an interpretation would

match the Charlton and Day typology of an 'unenclosed forecourt settlement'. As it lies
close to the west side of a forest plantation it is possible that a related ergtlose
settlement may have existed close by, and there are hints further east of a rectilinear
enclosure (approximately 60m across) below the tree D&MLIDAR

An alternative interpretation of the site as the remains of two adjacent ( probably
sequential ) unenclosed roundhouses would potentially date back to the Bronze Age
era. The presence of the scheduled Bronze Age round cairn some 300m to the west,
along wit a possible additional cairn on the edge of Redhouse Crags, would be
compatible with some local settlement during this era.

Our presentation above of site descriptions for the area south of Redhouse Crags also
identified three parallel banks and ditches in close relationship to the sites we are
discussing. These may arguably have been elements of a previously unrecorded
associted field systemln the absence of any dating evidence the various
interpretations ofsettlementsequencing and field systems presented above have to
remain open.

A further settlement site from this period, Errington Hill Head North, was first identified
by Tim Gates's aerial photographic survey in 199 site comprises three separate
enclosure€EHE6, 37 and 40, with a number of potentially related linear banks. Site
EHHA40, centred at NY 95872 70267, comprises a simghelhousewithin a rectilinear
enclosure that has indications of a number of internal divisions. Banks on the eastern
side appear to create a pingoint for channelling livestock into the enclasuThe

sloping bank on which the roundhouse is located appears to have been levelled.



4.1.9.

4.1.10.

4.1.11.
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EHH37 is a small separate settlement where two rebindses can be differentiated,

one of which abuts onto a small polygonal enclosure on its raehkt side. The

adjoining enclosure has a sunken interior, suggesting probable use for livestock. The site
appears toresemble a homestead of the 'unenclosed forecourt' type. The barely visible
length of bank running SE towards enclosed settlement EHH40 is perhaps suggestive of
a relationship between the two settlement sites. Site EHH40 has a larger and sub
divided enclosure with greater stock handling capacity andlévelled location on the

higher slope of the roundhouse may have required extra construction effort, perhaps
pointing towards it postdating the construction of EHH37. However, the more limited
stock handling capacity at EHH37 may have been augmentecmetirby rectilinear
enclosure EHH36, which lacks indicatiohssefor habitation. It is noteworthy that
enclosure EHH36 has a much more sunken aspect suggestive of greater livestock usage.
It hasbeen suggested that there may have been much later usage connected with the
proximity of the postmedieval Stagshaw Fair site, possibly as asitgfstock holding
compound fortinerant drovers. A similar suggestion has been made in relation to the
medieval3l Nightfolds site, EHH13.

In their Redesdale study Charlton and Day noted that all the examples of the
‘'unenclosed forecourt settlements' were found north of the River Rede, and that all Iron
Age/RomaneBritish settlements sites to the south were of the 'North Tyne' type. If our
interpretation of the Grottington anderringtonHill Head sites discussed above is

correct then it implies an extension of the distribution of 'unenclosed forecourt'
settlements.

It must also be observed, as pointed out by Richard Carlton (personal communication)
that due to variations of local conditions and circumstances it is not appropriate to

apply a rigid classification of settlement structure types.

Figure39: RomaneBritish SiteEHH37



Figure40: RomaneBritish SittEHH49
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Figure41: RomaneBritish SittEHH56

4.2. Roman remains
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its north side, no direct evidence of Roman remaisfound in our survey area.
However, the location so close to the Roman Wall means that exploitation of the area
by the Roman military would have been more than likely.
4.2.2. The wellengineered ford described by Henry MacLauchlan (1858) lies on the
prolongation to the southwest of the postulated line of the Roman Road known as the
5S @At Qa usudllyzarSideled as branching off Dere Street near Beukley north of
Portgateas shown on the OS map.
4.2.3. However therds no evidencen air photo, Lidar or by excavation to confirm this
projected line west of Dere Streedind it is evebeing questioned if the OS Map is
correct in showing its correct starting poirit.y’ F RRAGA 2y X al O[ I dzOKf | y ¢
the rectilinear enclosure on Red House Cragby a later field walis clearly not of
Roman originalthough whetheiit is reallyRomaneBritish or later construction we are
still uncertain.
4.2.4. As to the siting of the ford and its construction, being above the nearby quarries does
not point to it beingmadeto move the quarried ston&om that location And ofsix
known Roman fords in Britain, none of them provide a comparable method of
construction to the large stone blocks lardherringbone fashionve findhere.The line
of the track which used the ford is shown on the 1st Edition OS map likely provided
transport between the large eastern quarry and the limekiln in the quirtphe west
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located near Keepwick Fell. Apart frabrief climb wesffrom the ford crossing this
track is mainly level or gently downh#ind would supporsuch heavy loads. i& shown
on theOSmap as passingtraightthroughthe medieval settlement oNightfolds and
was subsequently cut by a new\field wall on the second edition map (c.1900) by
which time both quarry and limekiln had gone out of uaeagate in this wall north of
Nightfolds appears to have become a new crossing point.

4.3. Medieval period

4.3.1. Our survey area did not extend as far north as the deserted medieval villages associated
with the farms of Keepwick (HE®346 and Errington (HER360), so the main
medieval site investigate was that at Nightfolds,

4.3.2. (HER865), at NY 95680 69970. Keys to the Past (IB&ER records the probable site
of the deserted medieval village of Knitehesel which was first recorded in 1113. If a
village existed here, it was probably deserted by the late 13th century, and there are no
remains to be seen. In our Introduction we noted gimilarity between the names
'‘Knitehesel' and 'Nightfolds'. John Hodgson in the History of Northumberland (1897)
notes 'a freehold called Heselden, held by Thomas Errington in 1547', which 'may
perhaps be identified with Knitelhesel'. The proximity betwelke putative sites for
Knitehesel, Heselden and location of Nightfoldgdieval Enclosure raises the
possibility that the references are to the one site.
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accommodation for the droving trade and this may vielebeenthe case. Stagshaw
Fair is located to the SE of our area and although Dere Street and Military Roads might
have provided ways of transpdtiese and their tolls were perhaps avoidft more
traditional ways. The 1st Edition OS map points to two possioieewaysclimbing
steeply from the Errington Burn area to the Nor@®ne of these is the route of a
modern byway from the minor road between Cocklaw and Keepwick Farms, which
passes Keepwick Fell to meet the Roman Wall. The other is a route parallel to this
0SG6SSY ONNAYy3IG2Yy | YR | I RNR | ealBauthrofttief LI a & Ay
Roman Wall, there is another wyay which leads SE directly to Stagshaw Bank.

4.3.4. In our Site Descriptions we identified the relationships between the settlement and
adjoining banks and trackway, and suggested that the enclosure had been expanded at
both northern and southern ends. The terminus of bank EHH10 and the route of

adjoining lank EHH12 and its continuation as bank EHH19 appear central to considering
the development of the Nightfolds site over time.

Figure42: Nightfolds Medieval Settlement and adjoining banks
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4.3.5. EHH10, 12 and 19 are all substantial earthen and stone banks typical of significant
medieval boundaries. If boundary bank EHH10 had predated the Nightfolds enclosure
there would have been no physical obstacle to it being continued along its established
alignment, and no need to construct bank EHH12 heading upslope across a more steep
and deeper section of the natural drainage feature that runs south to north. East of the
later stone wall there is a clear alignment to boundary bank EHH19. The length
immediatly east of the stone wall is now part of the earthworks constituting the
southern enclosure bank of Nightfolds. However, close examination of the enclosure
banks suggest that this was not the case when the boundary bank was constructed.

4.3.6. The northern end ofhe enclosure bank west of the stone wall, aligns with the bank
immediately east of the wall. After the western bank has bent sharply south it has a
further bend SE bank towards the current wall. This is oriented towards a now internal
bank to the east ofhe wall. This now internal, with a rectilinear structure butting to the
south, aligns with a length of bank, with another abutting structure on its south side,
that extends beyond the main length of the eastern enclosure bank. Thawauds
return of the extending bank meets the EHH12/19 boundary bank at the point where
there is a 3m wide gap east of the section of boundary bank now constituting the
southern enclosure bank.

4.3.7. What we believe to constitute the northern extension of the enclosure lies immediately
north of the EW trackway EHH14, as shown on the 1st Edition OS map (1860) included
in Site Descriptions above. Interestingly this length of visible trackway aligntheith
trackway EHH24 heading west from the ford EHH23. Themedieval quarry lies in
the NW corner of the extension. A furthezctilinearstructure lies just north of the
extended northern enclosure bank. There is no corresponding length of enclostke ban
to the west of the stone wall.

4.3.8. Without datingevidence it is not possible to provide any chronology for the extensions
of the enclosure, other than noting that both northern and southern extensions appear
to be shown on the 1860 OS map.
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6.1. Survey Plan (overall)

6.Appendices
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Figure43: Survey Plan showirayea of interest, N of Military Road. Contours from LIDAR (DTM, 1m) at 1m interval
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6.2. Enhanced LIDAR
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Figure44: Errington Hill Head & Grottingtopenhanced LIDAR (DSM, 1m; © Environment Agency 2022)
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6.3. Detailed Plans
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Figure45: Survey plans

38| Page



569700

,. . ,t iumm

395700 395800 ] 3990 396000 396100 396200 396300

39| Page



40| Page
























