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Appendix 1. Introduction 

To contextualise the gate architecture identified at Ruperra, this section presents a 

comparison with known Roman gate types across Britain. The monumental SW gate (22 m – 

15 m – 22 m) and the secondary 12–12–12 m gates show strong parallels with established 

Roman military and urban gateways. These comparisons reinforce the interpretation that 

Ruperra’s enclosure was constructed to Roman architectural standards and served complex 

administrative and logistical functions. 

 

Appendix 2. Comparison of the Monumental 22–15–22 m SW Gate 

The Ruperra SW gate’s total frontage (~59 m) and double-lane central bay (15 m) align 

closely with major Roman gates found at key sites across Britain. 

Comparable Examples: 

1. Caerleon (Isca) — Fortress Gates 

• Excavated gate widths indicate flanking towers 20–22 m apart. 

• Central roadway 12–16 m. 

• Total gate frontage 50–60 m. 

• Function: legionary fortress main entrances. 

Closest Welsh parallel to Ruperra. 

2. Chester (Deva Victrix) — West & East Gates 

• Paired towers approx. 20 m each, sometimes more. 

• Central dual carriageways similar to 12–15 m. 

• Total frontage 55–65 m. 

3. York (Eboracum) — Principal Fortress Gate 
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• Double-portal arrangement. 

• Flanking structures often reconstructed at 20–25 m wide. 

• Gate frontage similar to 50–60 m. 

4. Lincoln (Lindum Colonia) — Newport Gate 

• Surviving portal width ~14 m. 

• Original total width estimated 50–60 m. 

• Built for heavy traffic and administrative flow. 

5. London (Londinium) — Ludgate & Cripplegate 

• Central portal widths 12–15 m. 

• Larger towers on each side approaching 20–25 m total. 

 

Interpretation 

The Ruperra 22–15–22 m layout is fully consistent with: 

• Legionary fortress gates 

• Administrative/urban monumental gates 

• High-capacity double-lane entrances comparable in scale to Britain’s most significant 

Roman sites 

This strongly supports the interpretation of Ruperra as a major node of movement, 

administration, and logistics, not a minor rural installation. 

 

Appendix 3. Comparison of the Standard 12–12–12 m East–West Gate 

The 12 m – 12 m – 12 m gate plan is characteristic of Roman secondary or lateral gates. 

Comparable Examples: 

1. Caerleon (Isca) — Minor Gates 

• Side gates reconstructed at 10–12 m central bays. 

• Flanking towers or gatehouses of similar footprint. 
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2. Birdoswald — Hadrian’s Wall 

• Interval gates with paired structures ~10–12 m each. 

• Central roadways 5–6 m wide. 

3. Vindolanda 

• Gatehouses with blocks in the 9–13 m range. 

• Single-lane interior gate. 

4. Housesteads 

• Secondary gate with side chambers each ~11–12 m. 

• Single carriageway typically 5.5–6.0 m — exactly the Ruperra width. 

5. York — Minor Roman Gates 

• Structural blocks of 10–13 m flanking a single portal. 

 

Interpretation 

Ruperra’s 12–12–12 m gate matches: 

• Standard Roman secondary gate architecture 

• Single-lane controlled access 

• Symmetrical flanking guard-room design 

• Internal road width of 5.5–6.0 m, identical to Roman norms 

These dimensions further confirm that Ruperra’s perimeter was constructed with a formal 

Roman gate hierarchy, not an ad hoc rural enclosure. 

 

Appendix 4. Comparison of the 12–8–12 m Auxiliary Gates 

The 12–8–12 m auxiliary gates are directly analogous to: 

• Roman service gates 

• Logistics entrances 

• Livestock and wagon access points 
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Examples include: 

• Corbridge: narrow functional side gates for carts (7–9 m). 

• Housesteads: minor gates with ~8 m bays. 

• Chester minor gates: close to this scale. 

Interpretation 

Ruperra’s auxiliary gates function exactly as expected in a large Roman complex: 

• Moderately narrow (8 m) for controlled flow 

• Flanked by 12 m structural blocks 

• Perfectly suited to supply movements, pack animals, carts, and controlled access 

 

Appendix 5. Summary of Architectural Parallels 

Ruperra Gate Type Dimensions Closest Roman Parallels Interpretation 

Monumental SW 

Gate 
22–15–22 m 

Caerleon, Chester, York, 

Lincoln, London 

Major administrative or 

fortress-style ceremonial 

gate 

NE Monumental Gate 

(Hyp.) 
22–15–22 m As above 

Likely paired gate forming 

axial processional route 

E–W Secondary Gate 12–12–12 m 
Caerleon minor gates, 

Vindolanda, Birdoswald 

Standard Roman minor 

gate 

Auxiliary Gates 12–8–12 m Housesteads, Corbridge 
Controlled logistic/service 

entrances 

 

Appendix 6. Conclusion 

The gate system at Ruperra aligns precisely with known Roman architectural standards. The 

presence of: 

• A monumental paired gate system (SW and NE) 

• A significant east–west secondary gate 
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• Multiple auxiliary service entrances 

…confirms that the enclosure was carefully planned, formally structured, and large enough 

to justify a full Roman gate hierarchy. 

This is a defining characteristic of major Roman administrative or mixed-use complexes and 

places Ruperra within the architectural league of Britain’s most important Roman sites. 

 


