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As there are several definitions of what constitutes Staffordshire, it is probably worthwhile to state which of the many definitions is used in this instance. The definition of Staffordshire used below is the administrative county in the period between 1974 and 1997. This includes the City of Stoke on Trent and the southwestern element of the Peak District National Park, but excludes the Black Country. Staffordshire extends for approximately 90 kilometres from north to south, and, excluding the southern panhandle, is roughly 55 kilometres across.

The highest land is found in the northeast, where the Peak District rises to over 400 metres. Cannock Chase toward the centre of the County rises to a height of 240 metres.  The rivers Dane and Tern form discrete sections of the County boundary to the north and west. The principal river is the Trent. This flows south from the vicinity of Stoke-on-Trent, then turns gradually eastward before making a sharp turn in a northeasterly direction, to the south of Burton-upon-Trent. The main tributaries of the Trent are the Sow/Penk, the Tame and the Dove, which forms most of the border with Derbyshire. The only other stream of any significance is the Smestow Brook. This takes a southerly course down the panhandle. In terms of drainage, therefore, Staffordshire has more in common with Derbyshire than it does with any West Midland county.
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Before turning to an examination of the archaeological evidence for the Roman period in Staffordshire it is necessary to have a brief look at the other forms of evidence that might be available to us. The arrival of the Roman legions brought our region into contact with the Mediterranean World, and hence with peoples some of who at least had knowledge of writing. An optimist might have hoped for a discovery of original documents akin to the Vindolanda tablets. In a less ambitious moment, he might have looked for the discovery of epigraphic evidence. To date neither of these ambitions has been fulfilled. The finds at Vindolanda are probably unique, so it would be unreasonable to anticipate such a discovery in Staffordshire. On the other hand, it would not be at all unreasonable to anticipate the discovery of an inscription or two from the County, but to date no inscriptions have been recovered. The only written material to be uncovered comes from coins, makers’ stamps on Samian pottery and amphorae along with the occasional graffito on a Samian sherd together with a single piece of masonry, a single lead ingot bearing a stamp and a silver bowl marked with a chi-rho symbol.

Hence we must look elsewhere in our search for documentary material concerning the Roman occupation of the County. Unfortunately, in any review of the works of classical historians we find little information that refers directly to the area that is now Staffordshire. By and large these writers concerned themselves with the military and political situation in Britain only in so far as it affected the Empire as a whole. Their accounts of events in Britain are secondary accounts, written from the distant perspective of the Mediterranean World. They tell us little of events in the Midlands during the first century, and effectively nothing of what occurred subsequently.
 They have only vague impressions even of what were probably major events such as the putative Britantian revolt and the barbarian incursions of the third and fourth centuries. 

Fortunately there are two additional documentary sources for the Roman Empire that do cast some light on the Roman period in Staffordshire. The first of these is the Antonine Itinerary, a list of roads throughout the Empire itemising the places on them. The second is the Ravenna Cosmography, a diagrammatic map of the principal roads across the Empire, showing the relative positions of named centres along those roads. The Itinerary is a contemporary source, believed to date from the third century. As the Cosmography is believed to date from the seventh century it cannot be regarded as contemporary, but it is thought to have utilised one or more second-century source.
 These documents have been used to suggest Roman names for the two vici located on Watling Street, and the attributions have been widely accepted.
 The Itinerary and the Cosmography, however, do have their limitations. Neither document is an exclusive list of roads and settlements. They only list the most important roads and only include the more significant settlements upon them. For the most part, they only indicate the relative positions of these places, not their absolute positions. If one of the settlements has been misidentified it will throw off the identifications of many others. There are three other towns in the County which cannot be named with any degree of certainty. The identification of a vicus not located on Walting Street with the site named in the Itinerary as Mediolanum is not widely accepted.
 

A Reconstruction of the Tribes present at time of the Roman Conquest.

[image: image2.png]



Whilst non-archaeological evidence has provided some insights which have enabled certain inferences to be drawn, as for instance this reconstruction of the tribes in Staffordshire at the time of the Roman Conquest,
 our knowledge of the County throughout this period is almost entirely reliant upon archaeological evidence.

The archaeological evidence can be divided into four broad categories. Firstly there is evidence which tells us about the military occupation. Secondly, there is that which provides information on the development of urbanization. Thirdly, there is the evidence for spread of Roman culture beyond the urban centres. Finally, there is evidence for what was happening to the remainder of the countryside and people of the County.

1. Military Occupation: Roman Roads and Temporary Camps.

Evidence for the Roman Conquest is mixed. The lack of anything approaching a systematic programme of excavation on the hillforts of the County means that it is not possible to say either whether they were still occupied at the time of arrival of the legions or whether they were the focus of any resistance.
 There is, however, a good deal of archaeological evidence for the Roman Army having campaigned in Staffordshire County.
 This comes in the form of traces of the camps that they built whilst on campaign, and the roads that they constructed.

Roman temporary camps and Roman roads in Staffordshire.
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Classical authors relate how Roman units in the field used not only temporary fortified camps to protect their bivouacs, but also to provide winter accommodation, and to protect troops besieging the enemy.
 More recent research suggests that temporary camps were also used to provide shelter for work teams engaged in construction and gathering resources and to train units in the techniques of camp construction.
  Temporary camps are notoriously difficult to date as they rarely provide much in the way of artefactual material. It should come as no surprise, therefore, to find that we have no reliable dates for any of the examples in Staffordshire. 

Study of the distribution of known Roman camps in the County, however, reveals that there are three locations where there are clusters of camps. All of these clusters lie in the vicinity of Roman forts. This can probably be taken to indicate that some of the camps within these clusters were made solely for training purposes. Some of the camps, however, are 12 or more hectares in area, far too large to be practice camps.

Study of the distribution of known or putative camps shows that the overwhelming majority is to be found in the western part of Staffordshire (17 in the west as against 4 in the east). Whilst it is conceivable that the traces of camps survive better in the western part of the County, this is highly improbable. In fact the conditions that favour the preservation of features as earthworks and the identification of cropmarks are far more common in eastern Staffordshire than they are in western Staffordshire.
 Other explanations for this disparity have to be sought: It might have been that the Cornovii put up a greater resistance than did the Coritani. Alternatively, it might be that the greater number of camps to the west of the County can be linked to the difficulties that the Romans encountered in first containing and then subduing the Welsh tribes. A third possibility is that the phenomenon is due to a combination of these two factors.

Classical writers suggest that surveyors were on hand to set out the temporary camps.
 Another important duty for these surveyors when the army was on campaign was building roads. These roads served the Roman army in the field in a number of ways. They helped with the army’s supply system. They facilitated the flow of information between the army and Rome. They also allowed reinforcements to be quickly brought to the area, and enabled the army to make a rapid response to a crisis elsewhere.

Any discussion of Roman roads in Staffordshire has to bear in mind those roads that we describe as ‘Roman’ formed part of a national system built by the army for strategic reasons.
 Of course, there must have been countless other roads and trackways in use during the Roman period.

Walting Street crosses the middle of the County and would have been the main route of the army’s advance towards the lands of Cornovii. Subsequently it would have linked the provincial capital (initially Colchester and subsequently London) to the tribal centre at Wroxeter. It is likely that Watling Street was the first of the Roman military roads to be constructed across the County. The fact that Ryknield Street alters course at its junction with Walting Street provides circumstantial evidence for this hypothesis. 

Only a comparatively short length of Ryknield Street lies in Staffordshire. This road runs from Yorkshire to the West Country. Part of it runs from Little Chester, near Derby (usually accepted to be Derventio) through Wall and thence on to the fort at Metchley, south of Birmingham city centre. In so doing, it crossing the south-eastern corner of the County.

The road that crosses the northern part of the County is almost certainly later than Watling Street. This road runs westward from Little Chester, near through Rocester and Chesterton and then heads towards Middlewich, (usually accepted to be Salinae). In parts of northern Cheshire this road is known as King Street. It provided one of the links between the garrisons that the Roman army established in northern England and Scotland and the provincial capital. This suggests that this road cannot be earlier than A.D. 70, when the Romans annexed the territory of the Brigantines. Beyond this it is not possible to draw any other inferences regarding the pattern of roads.

2. Urbanization: The Forts and Vici.
All the five vici in the County have their origins in the settlements that sprang up in the vicinity of permanent garrisons. So although these forts were military establishments, the forts and the towns were strongly interrelated. It is, therefore, not possible to consider the development of the vici in isolation from the forts.

Exactly when Roman military activity in Staffordshire began to reduce in scale is not clear. Presumably it dates from the period after AD 71, following a period of chaos in Rome. Once Vespasian’s position was secure from immediate threat a decision was taken to impose direct authority over the Brigantes and the Legions moved north.
 Even after the bulk of the army moved north, however, the Roman army continued to maintain a presence in the County in the form of a number of forts.
 The likelihood is that some at least of these ‘permanent’ establishments predate the campaigns in northern England. It would have been necessary to maintain a long-term presence inside territory that had only recently been occupied. The primary purpose of these forts would have been to keep a watch on the local inhabitants, and secure the army’s flank if the Welsh tribes rose in revolt. Doubtless they also served as depots; both for locally gathered resources and for supplies brought in from further afield. In the longer term they probably also served as recruitment centres.

Whatever the role the military envisaged for these garrisons, they also had a significant impact on economic and social life. The demand for food and equipment to maintain these garrisons was an important aspect of the spread of Roman culture. It meant a monetary economy was established in the hinterland of many forts, even where coinage had previously been unknown. Taxation was gathered across the entire province, but much of it was spent in the vicinity of the garrisons. As a result many people were attracted to live close to the forts. They included the unofficial wives and families of the soldiers, but the majority of those who lived near the forts did so for economic reasons. Traders provided not only the food and equipment for the army’s official requirements, but provided goods and services for the comfort and entertainment of the individual soldiers. The inhabitants of the vici used Roman coinage. They also used Latin as a lingua franca, and they also adopted styles and fashions that had more in common with other parts of the Roman Empire than they did with local British traditions.

Roman forts are either known or suspected at seven locations in Staffordshire. At two of these sites, Barrow Hill (north of Rocester) and Holly Wood (east of Stone) there is no evidence for a vicus.
 The five remaining fort sites: Greensforge, Penkridge, Wall Rocester itself and Chesterton-Holditch each appears to have had some kind of civil settlement in the vicinity of the military establishment forming a complex.
 

Roman Forts and Vici in Staffordshire 
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Greensforge stands in the greenbelt to the west of the West Midlands conurbation. It is the most southerly of the Roman towns in Staffordshire, and arguably the least understood. Although a Roman presence at Greensforge has long been known, due to the testimony of a large rectangular earthwork,
 very little fieldwork has ever been carried out on the site. In the 1920s a schoolmaster from Wolverhampton Grammar School carried out a small-scale excavation of the enclosure with a party of his pupils.
 Only when the site was studied from the air did the military significance of the site become manifest.
 Apart from some fieldwalking to the west of the earthworks in the late 1960s,
 however, there was no additional fieldwork reported at Greensforge until 1994. This fieldwork was part of an assessment in advance of a new motorway and provided the first evidence for a vicus.

The picture we now have of Roman activity at Greensforge is sketchy. Two forts were located on an area of raised ground to the east of the Smestow Brook. The earthwork indicates the site of one of these forts.  A second, and probably earlier fort, is indicated by a cropmark enclosure bounded by multiple ditches and pits 100 metres to the south of the earthwork. Nearby there are number of cropmark enclosures that appear to be the remains of temporary camps. We do not fully understand the chronology of the military use of the site, but it is plain why the Roman Army would have chosen the site. The site was level and the Brook would have provided extra protection from an attack from the west.

The location of the civil settlement is enigmatic. It would be surprising if there had not been a vicus close to such a substantial military complex. To date, however, the only evidence for civil settlement comes from the west of the Smestow Brook where traces of occupation have been found extending up the slope facing the military complex. It may be that the settlement to the west of the Brook represents only part of a larger vicus, but there is no evidence for a civilian presence to the east of the Brook. 

The other candidate for the least understood vicus in the County is the other Roman settlement in the County in a wholly undeveloped location. This is the site known as Penkridge.
 Although Robert Plot suggested that there might be a Roman site in the area,
 it was not until 1946 that aerial photography identified a Roman enclosure.
 There followed a flurry of activity in the area in 1960s and early 1970s. This activity took the form of aerial survey and small-scale excavations. It revealed not one, but a whole series of Roman military enclosures in the area, and indicated Roman occupation began in the mid-first century and lasted into the fourth century.
 Unfortunately, many questions about the site remain unanswered, and the only archaeological activity since that time has been a small-scale evaluation in peat land beside the River Penk.
 

Penkridge was clearly an important military site. Not only is it located on the strategic Watling Street, it is also at an important nodal point. Three roads ran south from Penkridge, on towards the fort at Metchley, another towards Greensforge, and a third towards southern Shropshire and perhaps a crossing of the Severn. A fourth road branches off from Watling Street to the west of Penkridge, and runs north-west towards Chester.  A recent study of the aerial photographs of the area has identified a civil defensive work, a vexillation fortress, two forts, and five temporary camps.
 A number of other cropmarks suggest the presence of a number of roads in the vicinity. Most of these enclosures lie just to the east of the Penk. The multi-ditched enclosure that Webster believed to be a third-century civil defensive work, or burgi, appears to occupy the prime site, on raised ground, astride Watling Street some 700 metres to the east of where the road crosses the river. The supposed vexillation fortress occupies a site 800 metres to the north-east of the supposed burgi. It was identified as a vexillation fortress by Professor St. Joseph, on the grounds that the large double ditched enclosure was of sufficient size to house a substantial part of a legion. A second, smaller double ditched enclosure lies 70 metres south-east of the supposed burgi, and is probably a fort. A third double ditched enclosure lies to the west of the Penk, some 200 metres to the north of Watling Street. This is also likely to have been a fort. All the other enclosures seem to be characterised by single ditches. So they are probably temporary camps. The close proximity of so many defensive works indicates that the site had considerable strategic importance. The fact that there seems not to have been sufficient room to the east of the Penk to accommodate all the enclosures tends to suggest that much of the military activity took place within a relatively small time span.

By way of a contrast to what we know of Penkridge’s military significance, we know next to nothing about any vicus. Webster excavated the enclosure that he described as the burgi, and found evidence of Roman occupation that began ‘in the last quarter of the first century and continued into at least the early forth century’. We cannot be certain how much of what he found was evidence for the military use of the site and how much was evidence of a civil settlement. Since there has been no systematic investigation of Roman Penkridge we have no idea of the extent of any vicus. The most likely hypothesis is that the settlement ran along Watling Street, perhaps as a ribbon development. It is possible that the settlement may have extended as far to the west as the point where the road to Chester leaves Watling Street. Without systematic field investigation we will not know.

Like both Greensforge and Penkridge, our third Roman town, Wall, lies on the fringe of the West Midlands conurbation. However, Wall differs from the two other Roman settlements. Firstly, the site of the Roman Wall is now a small village. More significantly from an archaeological point of view, Wall has received a large amount of archaeological attention. 

The Roman presence at Wall was quite apparent in the seventeenth century. Plot describes ‘some small fragments of wall which ‘tis supposed gave the present name to the village’.
 It was partly as a result of Plot’s account that the site became well known nationally. By the time Stukeley visited the site much of the masonry was being robbed out.
 Although it is quite likely that some archaeological investigations took place before then, the first recorded excavation took place in the 1870s. These excavations by Colonel Bagnall, a retired army officer, began on the site where the Roman masonry had formerly stood, and then spread further afield.
 The first half of the twentieth century witnessed a host of small-scale excavations in and around the village.
 After a hiatus in the middle of the century, archaeological activity at Wall resumed in the late 1950s. This renewal of interest was sparked off  partly by the need to produce a visitor’s guide to the site, and partly by the construction of a bypass on the A5 to the south of the modern village. This activity has continued until very recent times.

Like Penkridge, Wall stands astride Watling Street. The core of the site appears to have been some 750 metres west south west of its junction with another major Roman road known as Ryknild Street. The reason for the site not having been centred upon the junction is not clear. There has been speculation that there might earlier have been a large temporary camp in this area, but convincing evidence has yet to be provided. It may be that the junction itself just did not provide a suitable location for a permanent fort, or that the site was established before Ryknild Street was under construction. 

The first permanent military presence was a large fort which was located on the top of a low eminence some 100 metres to the north of Watling Street and ¾ kilometre to the west of the junction with Ryknild Street. A number of assumptions regarding the size and date of this first fort have gained widespread acceptance. However, the grounds upon which many of these assumptions have been made are often far from apparent. The accepted view is that the original fort was large enough to house a large legionary vexillation, and was established at around A.D.60. This version suggests that a smaller fort replaced the first fort, and that the replacement fort occupied an almost identical location. The suggestion is that the second fort was built in the final quarter of the first century, and was abandoned by the middle of the second century. In truth there does not seem to be sufficient evidence to indicate exactly how long this second fort survived. Nor is it clear whether there were only two forts in the sequence. 

If there are several unanswered questions about the military usage of the site, there are many more regarding the civilian settlement. The most substantive evidence for the vicus comes in the form of two stone structures located some 40 metres to the north of Watling Street, and some 150 metres to the south west of the hill on which the sequence of forts have been identified. The remains of these buildings are on public display. The larger of these ruins is a certainly that of a bathhouse, and the other building is usually referred to as a mansio.
 It is believed that the former was built in the late first century and was destroyed some time between the late second century and the early third century. The latter, it is suggested, was built in the early second century, and was also destroyed or abandoned either late in the late second or in the early third century.

After almost 130 years of investigation, it is surprising how much uncertainty there is with respect to the vicus. This is a result of the nature of most of the fieldwork. This has tended to be piecemeal, rather than systematic. Traces of Roman occupation have been excavated from across an extensive area. Discoveries range from evidence of industrial activity, to what appears to be a high status dwelling.
 Excavation has also identified a large late Roman enclosure astride Watling Street, to the south-east of the hill upon which the forts stood. This is believed to have been a third or fourth-century burgi, similar to the one found at Penkridge.
 

Scores of trenches have been excavated in and around the settlement. Yet there is still very much that we do not know. For instance, it was not until excavations in advance of the M6 Toll that we knew that there was a sizeable cemetery to the south-east of the settlement.
 We still do not understand the full extent of the vicus, nor do we have a coherent picture of what went on in the interior of the settlement. It is largely due to reports of metal detecting finds that we understand that the settlement extended along Watling Street for over a kilometre, from the vicinity of the junction with Ryknild Street in the east, westward beyond the bathhouse and a minor stream. We cannot say whether any areas within the settlement were dedicated to specific industries. Nor can we say whether any parts of the settlement were set aside as high status residential areas. It is unclear whether the vicus had a planned street system. Until we do have a clearer idea of the internal organization of the settlement, it will not be possible to say either whether Wall had any administrative role, or served as a focal centre for a pre-Roman British tribe.
 The relationship between the Roman town and the establishment of the ecclesiastic Lichfield centre in the seventh century is also uncertain, although much has been written about it.

A fourth Roman town was located at Rocester. This differs from the previous examples in that it lies within a medium sized village, and is situated in the north-east of Staffordshire. Although Rocester has not enjoyed the decades of archaeological fieldwork that Wall has witnessed, fieldwork in Rocester has been more systematic there than it has anywhere else. Consequently, we have a better understanding of the vicus at Rocester than we do of any other Roman town in the County. 

Rocester had long attracted antiquarian interest, because the name suggested occupation in the Roman period, and due to the occasional report of Roman material being recovered.
 The first properly recorded archaeological excavation did not take place until 1961, when Dr. Graham Webster dug trial trenches across an earthwork to the north of the Church.
 For almost 25 years there was little of note to follow Webster’s work at Rocester.
 It was not until 1985 that Roman Rocester began to be the subject of a more deliberate investigation. Funding from the Manpower Service Commission meant that, within a relatively short period, it was possible to carry out extensive investigations within the village. The site of a new cemetery, where Webster had earlier excavated his trial trench, and the village’s football pitch, close to the Dove, were the major areas of interest and a more limited investigation was carried out close to the primary school.
 More recently additional knowledge of the Roman occupation was unearthed during projects funded by developers to the north, to the west and to the south of the centre of the village.

As a result of this research we now know that a fort was established toward the centre of the village sometime toward the end of the first century A.D. This fort was located on one of the roads connecting southern England to the garrisons in north-western Britain.
 The site has been well selected, lying as it does on an area of dry land between the Rivers Dove and Churnet, 2 km above their confluence. The western and eastern flanks were protected by the two rivers, as was, to a lesser extent, the southern flank.
 In spite of its good location, the first fort was abandoned soon after it was constructed. At some time in the first third of the second century, however, a second fort was built on the same site. This second did not last very long either. Around A.D. 140, however, a third fort was built on the site. This last fort lasted until the end of the second century when it too was abandoned.

It has now been possible to form a comparatively complete picture of the vicus.
 The main elements of the town appear to have extended north and south of the forts. Thus settlement extended for at least 750 metres beside the margins of the River Dove. One of the unresolved issues is whether it extended west as far as the River Churnet. The excavators seem to have identified some of the zones within the vicus. The area to the south of the forts seems to have been set aside for prestigious activities, including a shrine, whereas the northern fringe of the settlement was given over to an industrial quarter.
 To the south of the forts there appear to have been two main phases of activity. The first phase began c. A.D. 90 and lasted until A.D. 130. The second appears to have started c. A.D. 150 and continued into the early third century.
 This is consistent with activity in the vicus being stimulated by the construction and subsequent reorganization of the military site. 

Yet our knowledge of both the town and forts remains incomplete. Currently, it seems that to the settlement flourishing in the second century, but going into a decline subsequently.
 This view may have to be revised in light of future excavation and analysis. Perhaps the future might provide an opportunity to look at one of Webster’s third or fourth-century burgi in greater detail than has been the case elsewhere.
 

The last of our Roman towns, the complex at Chesterton/Holditch, is now covered by an urban landscape. The hilltop that was once the site of the fort of Chesterton is now occupied by a Secondary School and surrounded by early twentieth-century housing. The Roman settlement of Holditch, some 800m to the south-east across a valley, has suffered a similar fate. Although the northern fringe is now an urban recreation ground, the rest now lies partly under an industrial estate created in the 1950s, and partly under a more recent ‘employment park’, created on the site of an early twentieth-century colliery. In the circumstances, it is not surprising that the modern archaeological community had largely overlooked the site. 

Yet the site has not always been overlooked. In fact it received a good deal of attention from antiquarians. Sampson Erdeswick recorded ruined fortifications at Chesterton as early as the end of the sixteenth century.
 The deterioration of the condition of the site seems to have begun at an early stage in its recorded history. By Plot’s day all traces of walls had disappeared,
 and by the time Shaw visited the site it was not possible for him to distinguish between fort defences and quarry.
 

These antiquarian reports succeed in stimulating interest in Chesterton in the later part of the nineteenth century. However, the resulting excavations only met with limited success. Lynam and Pape’s first investigations found no Roman material at all. Pape’s second attempt and Kelly did unearth Roman material. But neither managed to identify the traces of defences that they sought.
 By the mid 1950s interest in the area appeared to have been spent. It was at this point that the greatest breakthrough in our understanding of the site since the sixteenth century was made. Realizing that the site of the new factory lay within an area where Roman material had been recovered, Professor Charlton, of the then Keele University College, started to investigate the Holditch. He was rewarded by the discovery of clear evidence of Roman occupation. So between 1957 and 1961 Charlton widened his area of investigation. As a result he was able to show that Holditch was the site of a significant Roman settlement.
 Although Charlton’s success at Holditch did spur one archaeologist to examine an enclosure in the valley running between Chesterton and Holditch,
 Charlton’s excavations were published in an obscure and short-lived journal, so have tended to be overlooked. There was only one small excavation in the area between1961 and 1994.
 All this changed when discoveries made in the course of a rescue excavation revived interest in the Chesterton/Holditch.

Our understanding of the military activity is sketchy. We know that the fort at Chesterton stood astride the same Roman road that ran through Rocester. A trench cut across the south-eastern defences of Chesterton this fort in 1969 finally unearthed traces of defences. It also revealed traces of interior features. The best estimate the excavator could make as to the date of the fort was fairly vague, suggesting ‘some time in the last quarter of the first century A.D’. No hint was provided as to how long the fort might have been in use. Subsequent small-scale investigations have identified found evidence for structures in the interior of the fort. However, these could not be dated with any precision. And recent work also failed to locate any defences. 

Fortunately, we now have a much clearer understanding of the vicus at Holditch. Charlton defined the western, northern and eastern limits of a substantial settlement straddling the same road as the nearby fort. He was also able to demonstrate that the town had been mainly characterized by small-scale industry, although there were indications of the presence of a few high status residents. More recent work has fleshed out this impression. Roman occupation seems to have started in the middle of the first century. However, the vicus really appears to have taken off in the late first century, activity reaching a peak in the early to middle second century, and tailed off thereafter. The eastern parts of the town seem to have been mainly devoted to industrial production, whilst the western areas were used more for residential accommodation and commercial activities. One highly significant find was the site of a large stone building with a courtyard, on the northern edge of the former colliery. This structure dated form the early second century, and stood on the site of a fairly substantial structure erected c.A.D.80. The excavators believed it to have been a public building of some kind, possibly a forum-basilica, or a mansio, but could not entirely rule out the possibility of a villa. In the mid-second century the stone building was removed and a third substantial structure, this time in timber erected. Another discovery was what was believed to be a hitherto undiscovered Roman road.
 

The reason for the vicus being located almost a kilometre from the site of the fort remains an enigma. Garner has raised the possibility that the stone building at Holditch might have been built within an area that had earlier been used by the military. Another suggestion is that some of the inhabitants might have been mining for coal. Until the area is investigated more fully, and defences and Roman coal workings are located these can only be conjecture. 

3. The Spread of Roman Culture into the Countryside: The Villas.

If vici, and the traders, manufacturers and soldiers’ wives who were drawn to them, provide the most obvious manifestation of Romanization, villas provide another expression of it. It has long been acknowledged that the majority of villas in Britain are where native families have taken advantage of the opportunities provided by the new Roman occupation. These families used their greater wealth to buy into the Roman lifestyle, and set about transforming their traditional farmsteads into Roman style buildings.
 

Only three of Staffordshire’s villas have been the subject of any kind of excavation. 

The most southerly of these villas is a site known as Engleton, which lies some 450m south of Watling Street, and 600m south-west of Roman Penkridge. A local amateur group excavated this villa in the 1930s. Their crude methods were sufficient to identify an example of a corridor villa, with a hypocaust at one end and a bath suite at the other. They also concluded that the villa was built in the late second century and survived ‘well into the fourth century’. They were, however, unable to find, and probably did not look for, any pre-villa activity on the site, and did not discuss what happened after the villa was abandoned.
 

Some 8.5km to the north of Engleton another amateur group has been excavating a villa at Acton Trussell since the late 1980s. They believe their villa began in the second century, with the construction of a house with stone footings surrounded by a ditch. By the third century the house had undergone a considerable expansion, and is believed to have incorporated features such as a pantile roof, mosaic floors, painted wall plaster, a hypocaust and window glass. Some time between the middle of the third century and the early fourth century the villa was remodelled in timber.
 Thus far the excavators have failed to say whether the site was occupied prior to the erection of the first villa, and have not been able to indicate the date either when the villa was abandoned or what happened afterwards. Yet it is unlikely that anyone could have traced a complete picture of the site, as the majority of the villa lies in a churchyard. 

The third example of an excavated villa lies at Hales in the West of the County. There have been no fewer than three excavations at this site; the first in the late 1920s, the second in the late 1930s, and the final started in1960s and continued into the early 1970s. Unfortunately the first dig utilized fairly crude techniques, whilst there is no report on the second exploration. So what we know of the site rests almost entirely on the last excavation. In this case the excavators were able to demonstrate that the site contained another example of a corridor villa. However, there was a detached bathhouse rather than an integral bath suite. The earlier excavations had heavily disturbed the villa, and all but the most obvious traces of Roman, and later, activity was destroyed. As a result, the later excavators concentrated their efforts on the bathhouse.
 They were able to demonstrate that it was built in the early second century, was altered in the third century and abandoned in the middle of the fourth century. In spite of the disturbance in the villa itself, they were able to investigate pre-Roman activity. They were rewarded by the discovery of traces of four round huts, of indeterminate date. One surprising discovery was that these huts had been preceded by what the excavators believed to be a passage grave.

In spite of the last mentioned discovery, it is probably true to say that excavations on villa sites in the County has added little to the sum total of our understanding of these sites. Whilst they do hint at a chronology, suggesting that it was not until the middle second century that villas began to appear in the County, and that they survived into the fourth century. Only the excavation at Hales tells us anything about the antecedents, and none say anything about the process of abandonment. None of these investigations provides any clue as to the economic basis on which the villas were run. 

One tantalizing hint that may cast light on the villa economy might have emerged during the recent investigations in advance of the construction of the M6 Toll Road. A large barn like structure dated to either the late first century or the second century was found a short distance to the south of Watling Street, and to the west of Wall.
 Whilst the excavators could not rule out the possibility that the barn might have been part of a military depot, it might have formed part of an agricultural estate.

Known Roman Villa Sites.
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It is fortunate, therefore, that there is an additional strand of evidence in the distribution of villas in the County. Currently we know of seven Roman villas in Staffordshire. We can be reasonably certain that the four unexcavated examples are villas both because of quality of the artefactual assemblages recovered during fieldwalking, and as building materials, in the form of either brick or tile (or even both) has been found on the site. It must be stressed, however, that there are undoubtedly a number of undiscovered villa sites in Staffordshire, so we only have a partial picture of the actual distribution of villas.

Study of the distribution of known villas makes one thing immediately obvious. This is that six of the seven sites were situated close to a Roman road. This suggests that the produce from these villas was distributed, for the most part, along road networks built by the Roman Army. Whilst it is probable that most of what they produced went for consumption by local garrisons and in nearby towns, it is possible that some went further afield. Villas in Staffordshire might, therefore, have contributed to the supply of the garrisons on the Northern Frontier.

4. The Remainder of the Countryside: Farmsteads, Settlements, Fields and Finds. 

It is difficult to assess the immediate impact of the Roman occupation on the native population. The arrival of foreign rulers and imposition of new taxes was hardly likely to have been popular with the majority of the indigenous inhabitants. The most obvious sign of this antipathy was outbreaks of violence, such as the revolt lead by Boudicca and perhaps the later ‘barbarian conspiracies’.
 Events such as these are difficult to trace through the archaeological record and there is no clear-cut evidence for them in Staffordshire. 

Fortunately, there is a considerable amount of archaeological evidence in Staffordshire for what went on in the County beyond the main foci of Romanization, the towns and villas. 

The County is fortunate in having extensive areas of uplands. In certain parts of these uplands, chiefly the limestone plateaux of the Peak District, earthworks are abundant. A number of these earthworks have been identified as the remains of Romano-British farmsteads, settlements and field-systems.
 The impression we have from these sites is that the form of the houses and nature of the field systems were indistinguishable from those seen in late prehistory. This creates a problem, for surveys of earthworks in the County’s uplands have been limited in scope (being largely confined to the Manifold Valley) and only a couple of the earthworks that have been identified as Romano-British have been proven by excavation to be Roman.
 So we cannot be certain how many of the sites that have been identified as Romano-British are actually of that date.

Possible Romano-British Settlement and Earthworks in the Peak District.
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One thing that we do know for certain is that the area around the Manifold Valley was occupied in the Roman period. Excavations in a number of caves in the valley have revealed evidence of Romano-British activity, in the form of burials and occupation.
  Unlike other parts of the Peak, 
 however, there is no evidence for Roman lead mining. This is probably due to the fact that this area lies outside the main lead-mining region. Nor is there any evidence that the Romans exploited the copper ores in the Ecton area, even though we know that they were exploited before the Romans arrived.
 

Although there is plenty of evidence for Roman activity in the Staffordshire part of the Peak District, there has not been a systematic study of this evidence. So there is insufficient data available to test the theory that there was extensive colonization of the Peak District in the second and third centuries, but that in the fifth century many of these more marginal areas were abandoned.

Fortunately, there has been more archaeological fieldwork in the one other part of Staffordshire in which there is plentiful evidence of native British settlement during the Roman period. This evidence takes the form of cropmarks, and observed from the air. People have been surveying cropmarks in Staffordshire for over 40 years. However, their efforts have been concentrated in two specific types of area. The first type of area is the vicinity of those three Roman towns that have a rural setting namely Greensforge, Penkridge and Wall. The second is the free draining river terraces of the Rivers Trent and Tame, in the south-east of the County.
 

In the case of the cropmarks close to Roman towns these have revealed traces both of farmsteads and of extensive field systems, especially in the vicinity of Wall, many of which are Roman in date.
 There is a problem, however, with discussing cropmarks found in close proximity to the County’s vici in this context. They are so close to the centres of Romanization that it would be unwise to base the picture of what happened across most of Staffordshire on this evidence alone.

Cropmarks of Roman or Prehistoric Origin.
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Fortunately the gravel terraces of the Trent and Tame are quite extensive, and numerous cropmarks have been identified on them. Furthermore, many of the excavated examples have provided evidence of Roman occupation. Close to where the Dove meets the Trent a small-scale investigation of a number of hut circles suggested that though some were Iron Age in date others were Romano-British.
 Although the dating evidence was slight (one potsherd) the excavators of an enclosure on the other side of Burton concluded that it was Roman in date.
 An investigation about 3.km away at Dunstall, to the north of the A38, provided some evidence that a field system was of Romano-British origin.
 Not far away, to the south of the A38, an excavation of another set of cropmarks revealed pits and ditches containing quantities of Roman pottery, suggesting that the excavators had found a Romano-British field system and that the settlement was nearby.
 Even at the famous Catholme excavation, renowned as the site of an Anglo-Saxon settlement and where no features could be positively identified as Roman in date, the volume of Roman potsherds suggested the presence of a Romano-British settlement beyond, but not far from, the excavated area.
  More recently, excavations beside the Tame near Alrewas revealed a Romano-British trackway with a number of enclosures beside it. The excavators believe the trackway to have been a droveway for livestock, and that the enclosures were for stock control. These features were created in the first century as an extension to an existing trackway, and went out of use some time after the third century.
 Similar droveways have been identified (on the basis of rather more limited fieldwork) further upstream at Fisherwick.

We can obtain an impression of the Romano-British landscape in the middle Trent and lower Tame Valleys on the basis of those cropmarks that have been excavated and shown to be either wholly or partly Roman in date. In general the houses, enclosures and field systems are similar to those that preceded the Roman Conquest. This corresponds with the picture seen elsewhere in England,
 and probably reflects a country in which a foreign administration had been superimposed upon a society that, initially at least, retained much of its traditional structure. There are hints that in the longer term change probably did take place. Agriculture may have been intensified, and more land might have been used to grow crops and graze animals than before the Roman period. The rise of urbanization must have created markets for agricultural surplus. Furthermore, the taxes imposed to support the army and the administration must have created a more complex economic system even in the most remote corners of the countryside.

There are limits, however, to what we have learnt from the Romano-British cropmarks and earthworks that have been excavated. As indicated before, by far the majority of excavations have taken place on the cropmark sites. For a variety of reasons, partly due to plough damage and partly due to excavation technique, the artefactual assemblage from these sites tends to be small. Whilst it might be that the inhabitants were poverty-stricken and did not have much in the way of material possessions, it is equally likely that important aspects of the available evidence have been overlooked. 
 More significantly, we must ask ourselves just how representative are the limestone upland and the gravel terraces of the rest of the County? 

There is only one form of evidence currently available that might provide clues as to the totality of what happened in Roman Staffordshire. These clues come in the form of the Romano-British artefacts that people have discovered across the County. These finds have either been made as chance discoveries (whilst digging their gardens, ploughing their fields or just going walking) or whilst deliberately looking for artefacts (usually with a metal detector).

Roman find-spots.
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There are 236 findspots recorded on the County SMR at which Romano-British material has been recovered. A distribution map for these findspots is shown above.
 It has to be stated at the outset that this simple distribution map does not give the complete picture. For instance the artefacts found at each individual findspot range from a single potsherd to a whole collection of coins, brooches, potsherds and tile fragments. Furthermore, a variety of factors, such as the present land use, and the proximity to an urban area or a Roman town, all affect both the likelihood of people coming across artefacts by chance and the likelihood of them deliberately looking for material.
  

In spite of these biases a number of conclusions can be drawn on the basis of study of the findspot information. The first two conclusions are fairly obvious. Firstly, the concentration of findspots in the vicinity of the vici, especially Wall, is far greater than elsewhere, even when increased metal detecting activity is taken into account. Allied with the cropmark evidence, this suggests that the area in the vicinity of the towns witnessed intensive farming. Secondly, there are a number of findspot clusters that are some way from recorded villa or settlement locations. At least some of these clusters must represent villas or settlements sites. But without fieldwork to try to locate them with greater precision and to try to identify their character, we cannot say much more.

Further study of the distribution of findspots suggests a relationship between the Roman road network and the density of finds. Only cluster analysis would indicate whether this apparent relationship is real. However, it suggests either that the population density was greater in the vicinity of the main roads, or, more likely, that the level of economic activity was greater close to the strategic routes. Other observations are that the density of finds is greatest on the eastern side of the County and that there is a dearth of findspots in the central portion of the County. Assuming that these features of the distribution are real, and that they cannot be explained in terms of other factors, it is difficult to explain these phenomena. One possible explanation might be that it might reflect one tribal group obtaining greater benefit from the Roman occupation than another tribal group. A great deal more work would need to be done in order to test this hypothesis. 

The contrast between the 236 findspots from the Roman period and the 5 findspots of Iron Age date has to be significant. It would be all too easy to ascribe this contrast to the poverty of the Iron Age as opposed to prosperity of the Roman period. Such easy explanations should be treated with caution. The poverty of this part of Britain during the Iron Age has most likely been exaggerated.
 Furthermore, the disparity in the numbers of finds probably reflects, at least in part, a change in the nature of material culture as opposed to an increase in affluence. We have to take into account that materials used during the Iron Age tend not to survive as well and are less visible than materials that were used in the Roman period. In the Iron Age materials such as wood and leather might well have been used for a wider variety of purposes. In the Roman period pottery might well have supplanted more perishable materials. In addition, the character of the pottery in use in the Roman period differs from the pottery used in earlier periods. Rather than invariably producing their own domestic pottery, people began to purchase pottery, such as Samian and Derbyshire wares, from commercial suppliers. The purchased wares tend to survive better in archaeological deposits, and are more easily noticed than domestically produced fabrics. Nevertheless, the fact there are far more records of Roman artefacts, coins and pottery than of Iron Age material being found must signify something more than a change in the materials in use. The economic opportunities created by being able to sell surplus produce to the nearby garrison or in the market of the local town must have had a more significant impact on the native population. At the very least, the increased use of personal ornaments during the Roman period suggests that even people who in previous generations might have been subsistence farmers had a disposable income in the Roman period. The increase in the number of personal ornaments probably also indicates an increase in population. The problem is that it is not possible to quantify these putative increases in wealth and population.

Another aspect of the Roman period in Staffordshire that it is difficult to quantify is the changes that occurred over time. In general excavations on the County’s vici and villas tend to suggest that activity began in the latter half of the first century, and reached a peak in the middle or latter half of the second century. How accurate is this impression? And if the picture truly reflects what went on in the centres of Romanization, did something similar happen beyond these centres? 

Numbers of Coins Recorded in the SMR
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An examination of the dates of the coins recorded in the SMR suggests that the evidence for a decline in activity from the third century onwards is either misleading, or else did not happen beyond the centres of Romanization. The number of third-century coins is at least as great as the number of second-century coins, and the number of fourth-century coins is greater still. 

It is readily conceded that it would be unwise to read too much into these statistics. In the first case, we only know the dates when the coins were minted. In the vast majority of cases we have no idea when they were lost or hidden. Furthermore, there may be many factors that skew the figures. For example, the number of fourth-century coins is greatly boosted by two large hoards. Nor has any allowance been made for the value of the coins.
 These statistics do suggest, however, that the impression created by one authority, that Roman influence declined only gradually after the departure of the legions, might not be entirely accurate for Staffordshire.
  

Conclusions. 

This paper has been an attempt to summarise the available information that we have about Roman Staffordshire. Whether it has been successful in this is for others to judge. One point that does need to be made is that our knowledge of the archaeology does not rest solely upon the work carried out under PPG16. Development control related archaeology would not have achieved anything unless it had had an information base upon which it could build.

It is now time to suggest how our current level of information can be built upon by future research:

-Roads and Temporary Camps.

There is probably not much to be gained by putting additional resources into looking for hitherto undiscovered Roman roads and temporary camps. There may well be roads and temporary camps that we do not know about,
 but even if they are discovered how far would they advance our understanding of the Roman Conquest and the Roman Army’s campaigns to the north and west?

-Forts and Vici.

There is a good deal that could be done to advance our understanding of the forts and vici in the County. 

· Almost any fieldwork would probably enhance our understanding of Greensforge and Penkridge. The main priorities at these sites would be to define the extent of the vici and provide a rough chronology. 

· Our understanding of Holditch-Chesterton is perhaps more complete than at Greensforge and Penkridge, but many fundamental questions require answers. Was there a vicus closer to the fort at Chesterton? Was there a second military establishment closer to Holditch? In the short to medium term, the only sites in the area where fieldwork might be a possibility in this area are likely to be small in scale. 

· In the case of Rocester, although our understanding of the forts and vicus has greatly increased in recent years, there is still much that we do not know. For instance, we may be afforded the opportunity to learn more about the enigmatic third/fourth-century civil defensive enclosures. 

· It is Wall that provides the greatest challenge. Ideally the town should be the subject of a project similar to that which examined Wroxeter and its hinterland, but it is unlikely that the resources for such a study could be made available. In the absence of large-scale fieldwork, what is needed is a project aimed at assessing and analysing the records of the patchwork of existing fieldwork and tying it all together to produce as complete a picture as possible.

-The Villas.

Clearly our understanding of the distribution of villas in the County and their economic base is far from complete. To further our understanding of the distribution we would need to carry out a programme of aerial survey across the entire County, and reinforce our relationships with the metal detecting community.
 Whilst many of the known examples of villa have been identified from the air, even more have been found with the use of a metal detector. We also need to sample some of these villas in order to try to answer questions such as, what were they producing and to whom did they sell it?

-The Wider Landscape.

In many ways the most fundamental questions about the nature of the Roman occupation hinge upon an understanding of what went on beyond the main foci of Romanization. If the Imperial administration was imposed from upon high, what was its real impact upon the general populous? To answer this and other questions we need to develop an understanding of how widespread Romano-British farmsteads and field-systems are and then examine a number in greater detail. Although systematic aerial survey and discovering more about the findings of the metal detecting communities would help in these objectives. The only way to gain a true understanding of the actual level of Romano-British activity would be to carry out extensive fieldwalking. Since it would be impossible to fieldwalk the entire County, a programme of targeted sample would have to be examined. Such a sampling strategy would take years to come to fruition.

In the meantime, there are a number of recorded earthworks in the Peak District where archaeological deposits are likely to be well preserved. A programme of targeted excavations of these might yield valuable information about what happened in parts of the County far removed from the main centres of Roman culture. 










� This is not the place to provide a complete bibliography for maker’s stamps and graffito. Examples of makers’ stamps and graffito are reported in the specialists’ reports in J. Gould, ‘Excavations at Wall (Staffordshire), 1961-3 on the site of the early Roman Forts and of the Late Roman Defences.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, v (1964) 1-50; J. Gould, ‘Excavations at Wall (Staffordshire), 1964-6 on the site of the early Roman Forts.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, vii (1968) 1-38: A.S. Esmonde Cleary & I.M. Ferris, ‘Excavations at the New Cemetery, Rocester, Staffordshire, 1985-1987.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, xxxv (1996); I.M. Ferris, L. Bevan & R. Cuttler, ‘The Excavations of a Romano-British Shrine at Orton’s Pasture Rocester, Staffordshire.’ BAR British Series, 314 (2000).


� The accounts by Eutropius, Cassius Dio, Suetonius and Tacitus are general histories. The most famous of these authors, Tacitus, wrote two general histories, Histories and Annals. The section of Annals the covering Claudian invasion being lost. (Tacitus’ other major work, Agricola, covers a later period when the main force of the Roman army had moved beyond the Midlands. Hence this work covers events in northern Britain.). These general histories provide sketchy accounts of the early phases of the Roman occupation; the conquest of south-eastern England and the Boudiccan Revolt. For events in the following centuries we have only occasional references in later histories to military expeditions in northern Britain (e.g. the campaigns of Septimius Severus) accounts of barbarian raids, and the occasional hint of increased expenditure in Britain in the Notitia Dignitatum. None of which can be linked directly to events in Staffordshire.   


� S.S.  Frere, Britannia a History of Roman Britain (2nd edition, London, 1979) 236; A. Richmond & O.G.S. Crawford, ‘The British Section of the Ravenna Cosmography’ Archaeologia, xciii, (1949); A.L.F. Rivet, ‘The British Section of the Antonine Itinerary’ Britannia, i (1970) 46.


� B.C. Burnham & J. Walcher, The Small Towns of Roman Britain (London, 1990) 276-8.


� J.M.T. Charlton, ‘Excavations at the Roman Site at Holditch 1957-9’ North Staffordshire Journal of Field Studies, i (1961) 26-50.  


� Based on the details in S.S. Frere, Britannia a History of Roman Britain (2nd edition, London, 1979)


� For comment on the lack of research on Staffordshire’s hillforts refer to the paper I delivered at the Late Bronze Age and Iron Age West Midlands Regional Research Framework. 


� There is a good deal of documentary evidence for the methods and drills employed by the Roman Army, but none it relates directly to Staffordshire. These sources can be divided in two categories. Firstly, there were authors from period of Rome’s expansion when non-Romans such as Polybius and Josephus sought to explain Rome’s rise to power and how unwise it was to oppose her. Secondly, from the third century AD onwards when writer’s such as Hyginius, Onasander and Vegetius sought to reverse what they saw as a decline in the quality and effectiveness of the Roman Army. Only Onasander’s The Strategicus, which was written to provide advice to a relative serving in the army campaigning north of Hadrian’s Wall, can be linked directly with the activities of the Roman army in Britain. 


� For example in Polybius, Histories; Caesar, De bella Gallica; Josephus, De bella Judea.


� D.R. Wilson, ‘Roman Camps in Britain’, in D.M. Pippi, Acte du IX Congres International d’Etude sur les Frontiers Romains. (Paris, 1976) 341-350.  


� Again I refer to the paper I delivered at the Late Bronze Age and Iron Age West Midlands Regional Research Framework.


� Principally Hyginius, Onasander and Vegetius.


� G. Webster The Roman Imperial Army of the First and Second Centuries AD. (2nd edition, London, 1979).


� During the Roman period there must have been hundreds, possibly thousands, of other routes and trackways in the County.


� S.S. Frere, Britannia a History of Roman Britain (2nd edition, London, 1979) appears to be of the view that the Brigantes were becoming an increasing threat.


� It is likely that some at least of these permanent establishments predate the campaigns in northern England. In some cases excavators have suggested early dates for a fort, for example as is suggested the earliest fort at Wall. See J. Gould, ‘Excavations at Wall (Staffordshire), 1961-3 on the site of the early Roman Forts and of the Late Roman Defences.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, v (1964) 1-50. This raises the question as to whether it can always be possible to distinguish a temporary camp used to accommodate a unit over winter, what Polybius called a ‘castra hyberna’, from a permanent establishment. Webster Ibib. suggests that the arrangements in forts were based on the layouts of camps, and a camp used an winter quarters might well have contained a number of timber structures.


� For a more general analysis of the influence of vici see B.C. Burham & J. Wacher, The Small Towns of Roman Britain (London, 1990).  


� In neither instance has there been any real attempt to find a vicus. It may be simply that there may not have been a civil settlement. In the case of Barrowhill we cannot even be certain whether the earthwork is a fort, a camp or some kind of signal station. Bearing in mind the proximity to the proven fort site in Rocester, and the unprotected nature of that fort’s northern flank, on balance this enclosure is perhaps more likely to be a signal station. In the case of Holly Wood, where there is a relatively small enclosure quite close to a Roman road, the earthwork is not a camp, as it was substantially reduced in size at some point. It might be that the enclosure at Holly Wood was some kind patrol station. However, these uncertainties can only be resolved by fieldwork.  


� In so far as we ca tell, in each case, rather than a single fort, there appears to have been a sequence of forts and enlargements and contractions of existing enclosures. See below.


� R. Plot, A Natural History of Staffordshire. (Oxford, 1686) 406; C. Lynam, ‘Ancient Earthworks.’ in W. Page (ed.) Victoria County History of Staffordshire. i (London, 1908) 344. Unfortunately only one half of the enclosure still survives as an earthwork. The other half can be seen as a cropmark.  


� G.P. Mander, ‘Report on the Excavation at the Roman Camp on Ashwood Heath.’ Staffordshire Historical Collections (1929) 186-206; T.C. Cantrill, ‘The Roman Camp, Ashwood Heath.’ Staffordshire Historical Collections (1930) 271-2. 


� J.K. St. Joseph, ‘Air reconnaissance of Southern Britain.’ Journal of Roman Studies. xliv (1953) 44 & pl XX.


� G. Webster, ‘Further Light on the Roman Site at Greensforge.’ Transactions of the Birmingham and Warwickshire Archaeological Society. lci (1981) 126. 


� A. Jones, ‘Greensforge: Investigations in the Romano-British Civilian Settlement, 1994.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, xxxviii (1997) 1-50. Wesbter Ibib. suggests that an amateur group might have excavated on a cropmark enclosure to the south of the earthwork, but knowing is further is known of this dig.


� The Roman site in the vicinity of Walting Street, often associated with the place called Pennocrucium in the Itinerary, lies some 3.5 km. from the modern dormitory town of Penkridge, and on the boundaries of the South Staffordshire parishes of Penkridge and Stretton. It is referred to as ‘Penkridge’ for convenience sake.  


� Ibib. 401.


� J.K. St Joseph, ‘Roman Forts on Walting Street near Penkridge and Wroxeter.’ Transactions of the Birmingham Archaeological Society. lxix (1953) 50-57.


� I.M. Barton, ‘Further excavations at Pennocrucium , near Stretton Bridge.1953-4.’ Transactions of the Birmingham Archaeological Society. lxxiv (1958) 6-9; J.K. St Joseph, ‘The Roman site near Stretton Bridge, the ancient Pennocrucium.’ Transactions of the Birmingham Archaeological Society. lxxiv (1958) 1-5; ‘Air reconnaissance in Britain 1955-57.’ Journal of Roman Studies. xlvii (1958) 94; ‘Air reconnaissance in Britain 1961-64.’ Journal of Roman Studies. lv (1958) 76; ‘Air reconnaissance in Britain 1969-72.’ Journal of Roman Studies. lxiii (1973) 233; ‘Air reconnaissance in Britain.’ Journal of Roman Studies. lxvii (1977) 128; G. Webster, ‘Further Excavations at the Roman fort, Kinverston Staffordshire.’ Transactions of the Birmingham Archaeological Society. lxxiii (1957) 100; ‘Road-widening at Pennocrucium in 1956; a note.’ Transactions of the Birmingham Archaeological Society. lxxiv (1958) 10.


� G. Hughes, Preliminary Archaeological Evaluation at Penk Valley, Staffordshire. (unpublished report by Birmingham University Field Archaeological Unit, held in SMR, 1995) 


� H. Welfare & V. Swan, Roman Camps in England. (London, 1995)


� Ibid. 401


� W. Stukeley, Itinerarium Curiosum, ii (London, 1776)


� J.N. Bagnall, ‘The Recent Excavations at Etocetum.’ Birmingham and Midland Institute Transactions, Excavations and Reports. (1874); J.T. Irvine, ‘Notes on excavations made at Wall by the late Colonel Bagnall.’ Journal of the British Archaeological Association. xlvi (1890) 227-231.


�  J.H. Beckett, ‘Notes on archaeological sites: Wall.’ Transactions of the North Staffs Field Club. lvii (1923) 153; N.C. Dibben, ‘First list of Roman coins from Wall.’ Transactions of the North Staffs Field Club. il (1915) 145-147; ‘Roman coins from Wall.’ Transactions of the North Staffs Field Club. l (1916) 119-122; H.R. Hodgkinson, ‘Note on Excavations in the Roman Cemetery at Wall, October, 1927.’ Birmingham Archaeological Society Transactions and Proceedings. lii (1929) 308-311; F. Jackson, ‘A Roman Bronze Bowl …’ Birmingham Archaeological Society Transactions and Proceedings. l (1927) 50; C. Lynam, ‘Archaeological report for 1912-13.’ Transactions of the North Staffs Field Club. xxxxvii (1913) 138-143; ‘Excavations on the site at Wall.’ Transactions of the North Staffs Field Club. il (1915) 132; D.J. Symonds, ‘The Bronze Chi-Rho Bowl from Wall.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, xxxiv (1993) 1-4.  


� Articles reporting on this activity are too numerous to for me to list them all. So I have excluded the various notes in West Midlands Annual Archaeological Newsheet and West Midlands Archaeology, and, as far as possible, what follows are only the highlights: F. & N. Ball, ‘Rescue excavation at Wall (Staffordshire), 1980-81.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, xxv (1985) 1-30; J.G. Friel & R.A. Meeson, The Archaeology of Roman Letocetum (Wall, Staffordshire) Implications of the proposed West Midlands Northern Relief Road. (Unpublished report by Staffordshire County Council, held in SMR, 1987); J.T. Gould, Excavations at Wall (Staffordshire), 1961-3 …’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, v (1964) 1-50; ‘Excavations in advance of road construction at Shenstone at Wall (Staffordshire).’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, vi (1966) 1-19;  ‘Excavations at Wall, Staffs. 1964-6, on the site of the Roman Forts.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, viii (1968) 1-38; A. Jones, ‘Excavation at Wall (Staffordshire) by E. Greenfield in 1962 and 1964.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, xxxvii (1998) 1-57; F.H. Lyon & J.T. Gould, ‘A section through the defences of the Roman forts at Wall Staffordshire.’ Birmingham Archaeological Society Transactions and Proceedings. lxxix (1964) 11-23; A. Ross, ‘A Pagan Celtic Shrine at Wall, Staffordshire.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, xxi (1980) 3-14; A.A. Round, ‘Excavations at Wall (Staffordshire), 1966-7, on the site of the Roman Forts.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, xi (1971) 7-31; ‘The Bath-House at Wall, Staffs. Excavations in 1971.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, xv (1974) 13-28; ‘Eleventh report of Excavations at Wall, Staffs.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, xxi (1980) 1-2; ‘Excavations at Wall (Staffordshire), 1968-1972, on the site of the Roman Forts.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, xxiii (1983) 1-68; ‘Excavations on the Mansio site at Wall (Letocetum), Staffordshire, 1972-78.’ Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and Historical Society, xxxii (1992) 1-78; G. Webster, ‘The Bath-House at Wall, Staffs; Excavations in 1956.’ Transactions of the Birmingham and Warwickshire Archaeological Society. lxxiv (1958) 12-25; ‘A section through the Romano-British defences at Wall, Staffordshire.’ Transactions of the Birmingham and Warwickshire Archaeological Society. lxxv (1959) 24-29. 


� The presence of a mansio at Wall is implied by the inclusion of Letocetum in the Itinerary and the Cosmography. Whilst it is a reasonable hypothesis that the remains as those of a mansio, there is no conclusive proof that it was one. The building might have been a private villa rather than an official guesthouse.
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