
CHAPTER 3 

I N T R O D U C T I O N  T O  T H E  
W R O X E T E R  H I N T E R L A N D  P R O J E C T  

 
This chapter consists of two previously published articles which, together, provide the backdrop against 
which the case studies on land use / land cover bias (chapter 14) and visibility and friction (chapter 16) 
should be read. 

The first article, ‘Extending GIS Methods for Regional Archaeology: the Wroxeter Hinterland Project’, 
co-written with Vincent Gaffney, was originally presented to the 1995 Meeting of CAA (in Leiden, The 
Netherlands), and was published the following year in its proceedings (Kamermans and Fennema 1996). 
The article introduces the project itself, its main research goal of explaining the anomalous existence of 
Wroxeter itself through a study of both the town and its hinterland, the models for urbanisation and 
Romanisation that were to be tested with the project data, and especially to detail the geographical 
approaches that were to be developed and applied for this study. 

The second article, ‘Aspects of Romanization in the Wroxeter Hinterland’, co-written with Roger White, 
was originally presented at the 6th annual Theoretical Roman Archaeology Conference (TRAC, Sheffield 
1996) and appeared in its proceedings the following year (Meadows et al. 1997). It provides a preliminary 
analysis of the evidence and arguments explaining the paradoxical existence of a large and thriving 
Romano-British town in the middle of a rural landscape almost devoid of any evidence for indigenous 
wealth, centralisation, or significant acculturation to Roman lifeways. Wroxeter is the only large Roman 
town in Britain which does not appear to have a substantially Romanised hinterland. Previous 
hypothetical explanations for this phenomenon have included a hostile stance of the local population, an 
over-ambitious civilian foundation of Wroxeter, and /or its economic underdevelopment. The second 
idea could be laid to rest given the results from the aerial photographic and geophysical study of the town 
itself (Van Leusen 1999b, Gaffney & Gaffney 2000); we argue here that the first and third idea can now 
be discounted as well because the archaeologically attested success of the town implies that the hinterland 
must have been wealthy. We conclude that the paradox is mainly due to the near invisibility of the forms 
of wealth which the native Cornovians would have commanded and to the lack of a systematic study of 
late pre-Roman Iron Age and Roman patterns of settlement and land use in the Wroxeter hinterland. 

The congruence in both the core processes being studied (centralisation, urbanisation, and Romanisation), 
the general theoretical stance (landscape archaeology), and the emphasis on the use of methods of 
geographical analysis, suggests that a comparison of the results of the WHP and RPC projects may be 
fruitful. 
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