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by I3.J.N. l~mJAHDS

It was inevitable that, in the search for a Roman road
between Ribchester and Lancaster, the existence of a farm and
bridge called Street should be noticed and pressed into service
as evidence. It was fortuitous that the surveyors of the first
Ordnance Survey map of the area, working in 1844, should have
lent their authority to the conjecture.

It was stated in the last issue (Contrebis 2/1, p.34) that
the Ordnance Survey Six-inch map of 1847 (sic, but published
in 1846) shows as a Roman road 'a zig-zag some 70-80 yards
downstream from the present-day bridge'. This is correct, and
an enlar~ement from the relevant section is given here which
bears the date 1835. Note that the road runs straight off the
bridge for 50 yards to the north-west and 125 y~rds to the
south-east. Reference to the Hundred Bridge Book for the
JIundred of Amounderness, datin~ from 1803-1305 (Lancaster Record
Office QAR 6/1) reveals, on p.41, an elevation, detailed plan
and site plan of 'Wyer Bridge in the Townshin of Lower Wyers
dale'. That this is the bridge in question is proved by refer
ence to the map of the hundred at the back of the book. The
site plan shows a bridge both road apnroaches of which are at
about 4s0to the line of the river. This is redrawn here as
figure 9.

Comnarison of the two drawings shows that the site of the
bridge which wap in existence at the beginning of the 19th
century was that at which the 'Roman road' of the Ordnance Sur
vey map was aiming. It is clear, then, that sometime between
1305 and 1844, presumably in 1835, the site of Street Bridge
was moved some 200 feet upstream, and the road appropriately
diverted. One must assume that the surveyors of 1844, finding
a disused but visible road surface and a bridge abutment in
proximity to a farm named Street, concocted the 'Roman road'
label to account for it.

The evidence cited above shows, first, that it is less
than wholly true to say that I doubted that what was exposed
in 1968 was a Roman road 'on what (I) saw'; secorJ~ that caution
is nceded when considering 'Street' names near to possible
Roman road lines. The straight road on the wnst side of the
park of Claught on Hall, Claurrhton-on-Brock, the donstruction
of which in 1322 led to the discovery of the Claughton Viking
burial (Trans. Hist. Soc. Lancs. & Ches., 121 (1969) pp.l09~116)
has now anpropriated the name Street from a nearby farm, although
it was New Road on Ordnance Survey maps of 1845 and 1895 and

Lodr-e Road in 1914 (ibid., p.114). None of the fore-going,
however, proves that Street, Nether Wyresdale, is not on the line
of a Roman road from Ribchester to Lancaster: only that the
evidence usually cited does not supnort the conjecture.

It is interesting to note that the solid line bordering
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• .Fig. 8 'Uyer or treet Bridge en arged from--fhe~rst Edition Ordnance Survey
Six-inch ma· Stlrvey in 1844 and published in 18£16.
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Fig. 9 ",lyer Bridge in the TOvmship of Lower ~vyersdale' as shovm in the Hundred
Bridge Book for Amounderness of 1803-1805 (Lancashire Record Office OAR 6/1).
The North point must be nearly 450 out. .
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the south-west side of the 'Roman road' on the 1846 map shows
that there was still a hedge or other field boundary on that
side. Further, the position of the tracks in the immediate
vicinity of the farm itself suggests that, prior to 1335, the
road continued in a loop to the north-east of the present road,
and between the two largest buildings at Street.

To return to the alleged Roman features of the earlier
river crossing site, it is worth summarising the evidence for
these, as they seem as reluctant to lie down and die as the
road itself. T~ey are two in number - the bridge abutment and
a timber structure in the bed of the river beside it. The

abutment is simply described. The river bank is faced with
ashlar for about 60 feet. The first twelve feet of this on

the upstream side are at a shallow angle to the river bank, the
remainder parallel to it, ending in a right angle. Starting
from the lowest visible course ahove water level there are four

courses each offset about two inches, with three more courses
flush-faced above that - a total of eight courses. They vary
in height from 10 to 12 inches, and the total visible hei~ht
is about 6 feet 6 inches. Many, though not all, of the stones
are dressed in the manner called 'rusticated with chisel drafted

margins', and th~y are very cJosely set without visible mortar.
Tree-root disturbance shows that some stones taper inwards.
The raised causeway or 'agger' of the road, some 18 feet wide,
approaches, as one would expect, the downstream end of the
abutment.

When the question of the schedulin~ of the abutment as
an Ancient Monument was under discussion in 1933, a report on
it was drawn up by Professor J.P. Droop. He cited parallels
for the dressing of the masonry from one of the granaries at
Corbridge and from Housesteads, and considered the abutment
to be Roman. While it is true that some Roman structures do

have masonry rusticated in this manner, the dressing of the
Street abutment recalls that of 18th century work much more
closely.

The timber structure, which was recorded about 1924, also
came under discussion in 1933, partly because a ~ood deal of

it was ~e5troyed in that year in the course of riparian manage
ment. It seems to have consisted of a number of beams 9 inches
by 6 inches laid parallel to the stream and 2 feet 4 inches
apart. Crossing them and scarfed and pegged to them were a
number of 6 inch by 5 inch beams also at 2 feet 4 inch centres.
Midway between each pair of cross-beams was a 5 inch diameter
hole in each main beam. In 1924, three main beams and parts
of six cross-beams survived. In addition, there were remains
of about two dozen stakes driven into the river bed.

It seems probable that this was, like the long abutment,
a device to reduce water scour on the bridge. The technical
term, originally transatlantic, seems to be CRIB - 'a rect
angular frame of logs or beams strongly fastened together and
secured under water to form a pier, dam, etc.' - OED, s.v.
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Ther~. seems to be no Rood reason to think that a timber
6tructui~ of this kind would have surviv~d from Roman times

in a comparat~vely shallow river.

It wili thus be apparent that, in thW present writer's
opinio~, n~ valid evidence has yet been ~foduced for the
existence of a Roman road or bridge at Street.
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