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ROMAN OR NATIVE IN THE WHITE PEAK:
THE ROYSTONE GRANGE PROJECT
AND ITS REGIONAL IMPLICATIONS

By Rtcxano HoDGES
(Department of Prehistory and Archaeology, Sheffield University)

and
MARTIN WILDGOOSE

(Closes Farm, Kniveton, Derbyshire)

INTRODUCTION: THE ROYSTONE GRANGE PROJECT

The traditional model of Peakland settlement assumes that there was continued
occupation of these uplands from the neolit-hic period until the qresent .day. In
partilular, it assumed that the Roman-period farmers were descended from iron age

stock and that like other Celtic communities these gradually adopted Roman character-
istics. Yet at the same time classical archaeologists have regarded the Pennine
communities as hill-tribesmen of marginal economic concern in relation to the overall
imperial goals of the Roman colonists of these islands. Thus it is often implied that the
ricL minJral resources, for which the Pennines are best-known in Roman times, were
exploited first by the military and then by elitist entrepreneurs whose names appear on
th6 surviving twenty-six pigs of lead produced in Derbyshire. Yet, did these entreqren-
eurs live in ihe Peak District or did they live in comfortable surroundings in perhaps
Leicester, Lincoln or other Midland towns? The traditional viewpoint dates back to
Victorian times and owes a little to Samual Carrington who, at Thomas Bateman's
behest, excavated the Romano-British site at wetton (North staffs) and queried how

0

Buxton
Chesterfield I

Roystone Grange

I
I
o

Fort

Krln

Spa

o 5 lokm

Derby I

Fig. I The location of Roystone Grange.
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Plate I Roystone Grange and its valley, looking northwards.

these isolated communities could have lived without their Sunday papers (in Bateman,
186l: 193-203)! This view also owes a great deal to the excavation techniques employed
until the recent use of open-area trenching: cuttings through large buildings reveal little
about their plan and tend to emphasise the rubble character of Peak dwellings rather
than their size or functions.

In the last decade the North Derbyshire Archaeological Trust has carried out an
extensive survey of all field monuments in its area, giving special consideration to the
archaeology of the White Peak - the carboniferous limestone plateau at the southern
end of the Pennines (Hart, l98l). To complement this, the Department of Prehistory
and Archaeology at Sheffield University decided to develop a landscape study of a
small area in the Peak incorporating a detailed field survey and selective excavations.
The Sheffield University exercise has become known as the Roystone Grange Project
after the valley in which this work has taken place. In the first four seasons we have
concentrated on the Roman and medieval settlement in this valley, although prehistoric
and post-medieval monuments have also been investigated to a lesser extent (Hodges
and Wildgoose 1980, 1982). In this paper we summarise the evidence for the Roman-
period occupation of the valley of Roystone Grange and use it to test the traditional
perspective of Romano-British settlement in the southern Peak District. Much of this
evidence is presented in an interim form, but the continued programme of Iieldwork is
revealing just how rich this upland zone is in field monuments, and is at the same time
posing some new questions for archaeologists to ponder.

Roystone Grange lies in a remote valley about 6kms. northeast of the village of
Parwich. The valley is just to the west of the Roman road linking Derby to Buxton and
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Plate 2 An air-photograph of the Romano-British field system, taken in May 1978. The field
banks can be seen as a series of horizontal lines in the centre of the photograph.
(Photograph by courtesy of Derrick Riley)

it extends for about 5kms. from the top of the limestone plateau down through a gorge
and then out onto rolling farmland at the hamlet of Ballidon (Fig. l). The present, post-
medieval, farm lies about halfway down the valley at 280m. above sea level (Plate l); the
present house, however, succeeded the medieval grang€ which is close to the only spring
in the valley, about 150m. to the south. The modern farm is classified as a marginal hill
farm and the farmer, David Twigge, raises sheep and cattle and milks a small dairy
herd. In the past twenty years the amount of arable in the valley has dwindled from
about l0 ha. to nothing, while he cuts about l0 ha. of mowing grass each year. A central
feature of this landscape is the sharp contrast between the carboniferous limestonc hills
on the eastern side of the valley and the blocks of dolomotised limestone on the western
side. In between the two are pocket sands and a variety of clays and gravels (these will
be published in full by D. D. Gilbertson in our projected monograph on the project).
The valley, therefore, is an upland one and subject to harsh winters and often to poor
summers.

Roystone Grange was selected for study in 1978 when the remains of a Romano-
British skeleton were brought to our attention, and following an aerial reconnaissance
by Mr. Derrick Riley in the spring of that year (Plate 2). A brief inspection of the area
confirmed the existence of Romano-British house platforms close to the grave in which
we excavated the skeleton, and a set of field systems, probably of the same age, was
found about a kilometre to the south. The principal excavations concerned with the
Roman-period settlement took place in 1978-9, although additional trenches and
surveys have also been carried out in l98Gl. These surveys will continue for at least one
more season and we may yet excavate a second Romano-British settlement within the
survey zone which is described as Roystone Grange 2 in the following description.

Our survey at Roystone Grange has revealed the existence of a small Romano-British
settlement which we have termed Roystone Grange l, comprising at least five house



ROMAN OR NATIVE IN THE WHITE PEAK: THE ROYSTONE GRANGE PROJECT

Fig.2

45

Excavation areas and trenches within the valley of Roystone Grange. Double hatched
lines mark principal ancient field systems. The area mapped measures 2000m west,/east by
1750m north,/south, and north is at the top.

platforms as well as field systems and a stock. pen (Fig. 2). In addition we have
identified a second settlement - a solitary dwelling set in an enclosure - which was
probably associated with some distinctive terraces on the western edge of our survey
ione: wi have termed this second settlement Roystone Grange 2'

ROYSTONE GRANGE I
The farms
We have uncovered one house platform entirely and trenched two others, and we have
also trenched associated paddock walls to determine their character and in a bid to
discover finds which might be used to date these walls. In Trench IV,/V (Area I in Fig.
2) we uncovered a larg- house platform revetted by dolomotised limestone boulders.
Cin this platform we di-scoveredihe remains of a two-period Roman building (Fig. 3).

The earliest building was a large sub-rectangular, aisled farmhouse of a kind that is
better known fromlhe east Midlands and ii often regarded as a proto-villa (Morris
1979:56ff;Todd 1973: 88) (Plate 3). This building had at least three bays supported by
substantial posts which would have taken the main weight of the roof. The fragmentary

&nt
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Plate 3 Roystone Grange l: general view of Trenches IVIV (Area l) showing the extent of the
Phase 2limestone slab structure overlying the Phase I aisled building. The figures stand in
post pits in the foreground and the upright ranging poles mark the post holes on the far
side. The remains of the late hearth are to the left of the central ranging pole.

remains of dry stone walls were found on the east side, but the form of the dwelling
could be inferred from the deliberate shaving of natural limestone to suit the shape of
the dwelling at its northwest corner. The farmhouse would have been about 20m. long
and about l2m. at its widest point. Unfortunately we found very little material which
could be satisfactorily associated with its occupation, although much of the ceramic
refuse in the layer sealing this building was presumably associated with it at one stage.
At the bottom of one small piece of undisturbed stratigraphy we did find a bronze as of
the second consulship of Domitian dating to 77 A.D., but this isolated find is of little
value on its own. From the layer sealing the building we discovered a number of Samian
ware sherds of second-century date, but the majority of the pottery comprises
Derbyshire ware of second to fourth century date and a range ofcolour-coated sherds
derived from Nene Valley and Trent Valley sources that dates to the third or fourth
centuries. On the basis of the sherds found in the post pits, we can probably ascribe an
early to mid-second century date for the construction of the aisled building, and a later
third or fourth century date for its demolition. The building was succeeded by a curious
structure comprising three sides of limestone slabs, with a large hearth in which lead
debris was found at the north end of the eastern line of slabs (Fig. 3 and Plate 3). While
one end was open, at the other two curving lines ofslabs suggested the foundations ofa
porch or an annexe extending to the south. The slabs had been carefully laid on a l0cm.
thick deposit which was spread across the platform. Whether the lines of slabs indicate
the footings or the bases of a wall - as we believe - or whether the slabs are all that
remains of a floor surface, as Carrington believed to be the case at Wetton, is a question
in need offurther investigation. In this case the slabs are so close to the surface that we
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Roystone Grange: the two period building excavated in Area I (Trenches IV,/V). Phase I

- an aisled building with post pits and post holes; Phase 2 - a structure defined by a
spread of carboniferous limestone slabs. Scales in metres.

Fig. 3
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were unable to trace any associated layers or features (the same problem was
encountered in Trench XIX - see below). At the moment we can only note that similar
slabs were employed as the support for a partition wall in the medieval grange which is
currently under excavation in the valley. Yet, if these lines of slabs are the bottoms of
walls, it implies that the aisled house was succeeded by a building half its size.
Furthermore, if the slabs do indicate wall lines, we have to explain the curious location
of the prominent hearth terminating one line. Finally, the date of this building remains
enigmatic and as we shall explain, its association with some lead processing simply
compounds the mystery surrounding the final phase of Roman-period occupation in
the valley.

This house platform lay within a small, walled enclosure, described in detail below. It
suggests that the farm was recognised as a separate module in the Pennines just as the
ditched sites of lowland England and the Continent were, but we have yet to identify the
ancillary buildings belonging to this aisled farmhouse which are typical features of
lowland farm units. However, it does appear that there was a small cemetery in one
corner of this module, since we excavated the remains of a young adult girl in March
1978 just below the house platform and Mr. Twigge found another skeleton close by
when he was constructing his dairy in 1947. The young girl had been inhumed as an
extended burial into the soft edge of a dew pond - the only place where a grave could
be readily dug in this immediate area. Sometime afterwards, but in antiquity, this pond
was filled and in recent times a substantial amount of slip has sealed the pond layer.

Two house platforms lie about 50m. to the south of the building in Trenches [V/V,
although both lacked the large boulder revetting and were smaller structures than the
aisled farm. The lower of the two platforms is a complex set of earthworks which was
threatened by the continual use of a trackway across it. As a result a limited excavation
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Fig. 4 A model of the farming system at Roystone Grange. Scale in metres.
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Plate 4 Roystone Grange: outer faces of double orthostat wall in Trench VIII. Ranging pole

measures two metres.

of the threatened area was carried out in l98l to determine the character of the
platform on the one hand and to acquire a further assemblqge of arjifacts to compare
with thos" found on the other house-sites. This excavation, Trench XIX, has yet to be

evaluated but a few features are already clear. The site comprises two platform!.: an
upper and a lower one, each about 6m. wide and about l5m long. Trench XII (l7rm. x.

t6m.l *ar cut along the south edge of the upper platform and showed that the natural

;;;li''h;J b;.n f,i*i away, presuirably so th-at a sub-rectangular stone or timber wall
iiitA 

-UJntiid 
up againstih6 slope . On-top of the natural limestone was a deposit about

l0cm. thick whiih Jontained nearly a hundred potsherds, and overlying this layer were

r"-rii"f ti..rtone slabs. At first sight it appears ihat there was a similSr sequence on this
site to that discovered in Trenches IVIV, but of course it is not possible to be certain of
this unless we uncover the entire platform, The range of pottery is similar to that from
iiin"t IVZV, and we also found i bronze coin (yet to be identified), a fine bronze pin, a
j* rini, and a second-century dolphin brooch. it would therefore appear.that we have
'"n i*i.pte of a smaller d*elfing with a small.paddock in front of it which was

iorrt*.t'"6 in the second century and presumably reconstructed later in the Roman
period.' Further to the south on the same contour there are the remains of another terrace,

"nd 
th"n 40m. above this there is a substantial terrace with a paddock in front of it

tii"iZin Fis. 2). In 1978 we excavated the small paddock and found it to be enclosed

bi u UoufA.r-t"all, while inside it we found some 500 abraded sherds of roughly the
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same types and date as those found in the other excavations described above. This
platform appears to be similar in size to that investigated in Trench XIX.

The field systems
The discovery of a_wall consisting of two orthostats of dolomotised limestone enclosing
Area I suggested that other such walls might be found in the valley if we carried out an
extensive survey. Double orthostat walls are known from other Peakland sites where
outcrops of dolomotised limestone occur, and where this type of limestone is absent -such as Chee Tor - two lines of carboniferous limestone slabs seem to have been
employe-d to achieve the same effect. In the valley of Roystone Grange orthostat walls
exist as fossilised lengths in modern fields and as the foundation couries of more recent
walls. We have excavated these walls at several points and found that most are about
l20cm. wide with a rubble core between the two orthostats and a substantial
foundation (Plate 4).

Our survey slgggs_!!.tha_t two large-blocks of land within the valley were enclosed by
walling of this kind (Fig. 4). The northern block is about 30 ha. in aria and contains thi:
dwellings described above as well as the rocky dolomotised limestone outcrop. There
are several cleared patches on the side of this outcrop which might have beeri used as
vegetable plots in Rgry"rl times, but the principal purpose of thE enclosure may have
been to contain stock during the winter months. Nowadays Mr. Twigge brings hii cattle
and sheep {oyn fqom the higher pastures to the field around the grange so that they can
be readily fed and are protected at the same time from sudden squllls of snow. The
southern block is also about 30 ha. in area, but within this enclosure there are the
remains-of three separate field systems- which were probably aligned on the Roystone
Grange barrow roughly in the centre of the block. [n this case moit of the enclosed area
is carboniferous limestone and our excavations show that while the soil profile is
shallow it has quite a rich humus.

_ The dating of the orth_ostat walling is far from certain. Walls of this type are well
known at other Romano-British sites in the Peak District and in the region to the east of
the Peak, yet we are obliged to demonstrate in this case that such walls are not of
medieval date, for example, since the Cistercian monks who owned Roystone in the
later Middle Ages were also great wall-builders. First, we can demonsirate that the
orthostat walls are the oldest in a sequence of different types of walling. We can also
show that this particular type of wall is closely associated with the Roman-period farm
in Area l. Furthermore, in Trench VIII we found a hand-made sherd liki:ly to be of
later iron age date- beneath a length of double orthostat wall, while in Trerich XXII,
where a_ gateway of orthostat construction had been joined onto an earthen field bank,
two eqrly second-century laryia.n she_rds were found actually in the rubble filling of the
wall. The evidence for their dating, therefore, is not incontrbvertible but it is still quite
strong.

The southem enclosure contains three separate remains of field banks which we
attribute to the Roman period. The-best-preserv_ed examples are on a steep west-facing
slope where the banks run up the slope and in between there are small terraces whicf,
would almost certainly have had to be cultivated by hand (Plate 2). The steepness of this
slope_ and 

-the 
thin soils upon it suggest that its cultivation was a short-tefm measure,

pq!!iq!y after it had been cleared of vegetation. A cutting through oneof thesebanki
(XX-yI-) revealed that it consists of no more than a low mound of soil up against which
small boulders have been laid. A Derbyshire ware sherd was found i-n the bank
investigated in Trench XXVI and eight more sherds were found close by on the old
gro-un-d surface. The edgetank of a seco:td set of fields runs along the topof the scarp
and then turns towards the Roystone_Grange barrow. This bank has evidently bee'n
preserved becausc subsequent farmers have never cultivated as close to this steep edge.
Three cuttings -through this particular- bank (xx-xxll) once more revealed only- a
slight mound of earth with stones piled up against it. However, four sherds of Samian
ware were found in XXII (two came from the rubble filling of the double orthostat wall
next to a gatepost). The third set of fields is rather more contentious. These clearly pre-
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date the rig and furrow system on the bottom slope of the valley-side, just to the east of
the medieval grange. We have identified three'banks'which run beneath a boulder wall
that we attribute to the medieval period. Overlying these banks and respecting the wall
is the rig and furrow system. A trench (XXVII) was cut through this bank as it went
under tht wall and it showed that the banks are not constructed ofearth but are natural
strips that have been left between plots of ground that show signs of intensive
cultivation. There is some suggestion, therefore, that these banks were the divisions
between linear plots about 40m. wide; unfortunately we found nothing which might
confirm them as Romano-British field systems.

Our survey suggests that the banks on the steep slope and the solitary bank along the
scarp edge were crudely aligned on the Roystone Graqgg barrow, i! the centre and close
to the summit of this block of land. Excavations of this barrow by Mr. B. Marsden have
produced two fine Roman objects - a pin and a trumpet brooch, both of which are of
early second-century date (publication of these excavations is.plannedfor D.A.J. lp2).
Theie objects and the Samian sherds from Trench XXII provide some hint that the field
systems may have been laid out in the second century A.D., although those on the steep
siope might equally relate to a short-term later Roman venture when fresh land was
urgently needed.

In th'e bottom of the valley where the two paddocks meet there is a small stock pen
which is also constructed with a double orthostat wall. Mr. Twigge estimates that it
would hold about fifty sheep or somewhat fewer cattle. It is striking that this pen is a
matter of a few metres from the pen now used by Mr. Twigge; this apparent continuity
of use arises because this is the narrowest point in the valley and so it is the easiest place
to gather sheep, while it is also close to the main water supply in the vallry It_ seems
likely that the itock grazed on the land that was either side of the walled paddocks, just
as they do today, although in an area to the south of the settlement we have located a
second Roman-period farm which may have annexed certain of these hills for itself (see

below).
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Fig. 5 Roystone Grange: plan and east section of Trench VIIc in Area 3, showing the lead quarry
pit (rake).

Lead-working
On the edge of the northern paddock we found evidence of lead working that clearly
ore-dates tlhe double orthostai wall. In Trench VIIc we uncovered a lead rake - a small
ihaft about l[m. deep and about a metre across which had been cut through a lea{
vein (Fig. 5). i1re lead and fluorspar material had been crushed on the site and the spoil
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Fig. 6 A sketch plan of the settlement at Roystone Grange 2. Scale in metres.

was thrown either side of the pit. When the vein was emptied the pit was filled in and
stones werlfirmly embedded in its upper level in order to stop the filling from slowly
subsiding. The spill on the north side quite clearly predated a low bank which in turn
predates the orthostat wall. Thus there is the suggestion that this is either a prehistoric
lead-working or an early Roman exploration that was carefully concealed when it was
abandoned.

ROYSTONE GRANGE 2
Romano-British settlements are numerous in this part of the White Peak. The large
settlement at Rainster Rocks is clearly visible from Roystone and was at most half an
hour's walk away. The smaller settlement just outside Parwich is even closer, and there
are the remains of fields close to Pikehall (to the north of Roystone) which imply that
there was yet another settlement there, thirty minutes away. [t seems, however, that on
the dolomotised limestone outcrop to the south-west of Roystone Grange I there was a
solitary Roman-period farm (Roystone Grange 2 |n Fig. 2). This settlement merely
comprises. two platforms (one for a dwelling and an inner paddock?) set within a largi,
roughly circular double-orthostat walled enclosure (Fig. 6). Rabbits have brought up
sherds of Derbyshire ware from.this site, but we are unable to date it more closely. On
the e_dge of the hill, to the west, is- a number of prominent lynchets which pre-datC a rig
and furrow system on one part of the slope, while on the north slope of this hill there ii
a stock pen of either Roman or medieval date which is well prote-ted in the lea of the
hill.

The location and form of Roystone-Grange 2 are at variance with the dwellings that
are clustered in the sheltered. v-alley 750m. away to the north. Yet the large encircling
enclosures and the exposed siting are features common to many of the other Romano--
British sites that are known in the White Peak. The sites at Chee Tor, Aldwark, City
Folds, the Little Dungeons, Dimins Dale and the Dungeons, for example, take a similar
form and are all located in exposed places (Fig. 7). Short of a laige excavation of
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Roystone Grange 2, we can only speculate at present whether its occupant-s were once
kin who left the main nucleus of Roystone Grange I in the later history of the site, or
perhaps farmers of a different social status.

HILL-FARMERS AND LEAD.SMELTING AT ROYSTONE GRANGE
The Roman community at Roystone would have had access to perhaps 20G400ha. of
land within the valley and on the limestone slopes either side of it. To judge from the
medieval and post-medieval figures, these earlier farmers might have kept up to 600
sheep as well as other stock. There was some arable in Roman times, although a large
propbrtion of such crops may have been grown to ploylqg winter feed for the livestock.
We-have found at least five house-platforms with buildings of roughly two sizes: the
aisled farmhouse was about 20m. long and at its broadest l2m. wide (roughly 240 sq
m.), while the other platforms appear to have been for buildings about l5m. long and
about 6m. wide (roughly 90sq. m.). At the moment we have little understanding of the
internal arrangements of these buildings, but we assume that no more than half of their
floor-space area would have been utilised as stalls for stock (if they were indeed used for
this purpose at all). Using Naroll's (1962) floor-space constant of population = 0.10
(floor area in square metres), we might estimate a maximum population of l2 persons
in the large, aisled dwelling and approximately between 4 and 5 persons for each of the
smaller buildings. (These calculations do not take upper storeys into account.) Such
figures indicate a population of at least thirty people in the valley in the second to
fourth centuries, and the likelihood is that it was nearer fifty people by c.300 A.D. This
demographic perspective, crude though it is, casts some doubt on the ability of the
community to feed itself from such restricted arable resources, and suggests that we are
concerned with a rather more complex situation than a subsistence community.

First, it is apparent that we are dealing with a structured community which was
presumably organised from the aisled farmhouse. This building, and indeed the
iradition of rectangular buildings from the second century, are at variance with the
Pennine tradition of circular houses until the later third or early fourth centuries
(Higham, 1980: 47). Aisled buildings of this kind are better known from south
Lincolnshire where they are assumed to be independent farms of some substance or
larger fundi (Todd, 1973: 88). Moreover, Morris has recently demonstrated that these
buildings tend to be the first phase of many villas and are often associated with an
emergent rural elite during the second century Q979: 56-64). The archaeology could
therefore suggest that the first Romano-British farmers at Roystone Grange were not
Coritani or Brigantian tribesmen but colonists, probably descended from iron age
stock, who brought their own vernacular architecture with them when they moved
northwards from the Midlands.

The organisation of the landscape is already quite clear from our survey (Fig. a). A
massive amount of labour seems to have been invested in building the orthostat walls
around two blocks of limestone each about 30 ha. in area. But why was this enormous
investment made? The immediate answer seems far from satisfactory: walls of this kind
were scarcely necessary to stop stock penetrating the southern enclosure during the
summer months or from leaving the northern one during the winter months. Smaller
walls constructed of single boulders would have been less time-consuming to build than
the double orthostat variety with its foundations, its rubble core, and the apparent
fashioning of the orthostats in some cases. The scale of the exercise implies a further
purpose just as the form of the farmhouse suggests more than just a farming
community.

One possible explanation is that we have an example of a colonial community which
was enticed to these uplands to raise sheep for wool on the one hand and to prospect for
lead on the other. At the moment, we can only speculate whether these farmers were the
Socii Lutudarenses whose names occur on the stamped pigs of lead which were mined in
the Peak District. Similarly, we can only speculate that these were leasees of the
Imperial State who took up options on land in the White Peak after the military
garlison and mineral inspectors had left the area for their postings further north during
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Hadrian's reign. Elkington has described a similar pattern of mineral exploitation in the
Mendips where the State probably maintained a procurator to administer the collection
of lead (1976). In this case the procurator would have been based at Lutudarum, the lost
settlement which may be associated with the large scale remains to the south of the
modern village of Carsington (see Ling and Courtney in this volume).

The excavations also suggest that the prosperity of the valley was at its height at the
beginning. The aisled farm and the miscellaneous artifactual finds from the survey so
far imply that the farmers were comfortably well-off during the earlier second century
but that their descendants failed to capitalise on this wealth. Hence the aisled farm,
unlike those in Lincolnshire, was never transformed into a small villa; instead, all the
farms appear to have been remodelled in the fourth century, when there are slight
indications of renewed lead smelting but a striking absence of the material wealth which
is typical of other mineral-extraction communities elsewhere in England at this date.
We can only presume that the need for lead declined or was spasmodic, and/or that for
some reason Peakland wool failed to hold its place in the international market.
Furthermore, there are indications that the population was growing and that new farms
like Roystone Grange 2 were being built on more modest lines. Yet while the
community was increasing in size, its holdings were declining in terms of their
productivity. It seems inconceivable that a community of this size could have subsisted
on this marginal land for more than a few generations - the rationale for Roystone
Grange was the need for its special commodities in an all-embracing imperial market.
The contraction or decline of the market in these commodities would have removed this
rationale, and its decline during the second half of the fourth century was presumably
sharp and ignominious.

TOWARDS A REGIONAL ANALYSIS
The implications of the Roystone Grange Project for the White Peak region are already
considerable. The survey and its excavations call us to reconsider the prehistoric
occupation of the plateau if we claim that the Romano-British farmers were colonists.
The initial results also compel us to reconsider the character and chronology of lead-
working and settlement generally from the first to fourth centuries A.D. Yet before we
evaluate these preliminary results we should emphasise that the valley of Roystone
Grange is not strictly a quantifiable sample of this region (cf. Cherry and Shennan,
1978). We may have simply missed pre-Roman sites in the valley and we may be
attributing the wrong interpretation to the surveyed as opposed to excavated sites.
Similarly, it might be claimed that Roystone is not a typical valley and so on. In the end
we can only stress that this project provides the first detailed insight into the rural
archaeology of this area in the Roman period, and with that starting point we can
usefully draw some preliminary conclusions which should be tested in the future.

We must lirst consider the implications of our colonisation model. If we accept this
as a widespread phenomenon in the White Peak, we must also accept that the iron age
population was small or negligible. In fact, Romano-British circular buildings are only
known in the White Peak from Robin Hood's Stride, north of Elton (Hart, l98l), whill
elsewhere sub-rectangular structures similar to those known now at Roystone are
always to be found. There are several conclusions to be drawn from this evidence, but
above all the dearth of iron age material from the southern Peak District is particularly
striking (Challis and Harding,1975; cf. Preston 1954). Indeed, many of the hill fortl
listed by Preston (1954) are arguably either earlier in date or ringworks of the Norman
period. Similarly, many of the caves attributed to the iron age period by Hawke-Smith
(1979) also contain Romano-British material. Since wheel-thrown pottery was not
introduced to the area until about 120 A.D. at earliest, there are grounds for suggesting
that the small numbers of crude, hand-made wares from these temporary settlementi
are in fact of early Roman rather than iron age date. Coombs (1976) has noted the
impoverished quality of the material culture at Mam Tor, the hillfort above Castleton
in the northern part of the Peak, and it certainly seems to be in stark contrast to the
better equipped communities in the heart of Brigantia further to the north. The negative
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Fig. 7 Roystone Grange and other Romano-Britsh 'native'settlements in the White Peak

evidence is scarcely convincing, yet we might feasibly p,ropose that the limestone
olateau was used by pastoralists who ventured into this buffer zone between two large
iribes either from tlie-Coritani (in the south) or from the Brigantes (to the north) during-
the more equitable summer months. If this hypothesis is correct, the low density -of
population inay have been an important factor in inducing the Romans to consider
attracting settlers to the area.

It is niw well known that one aim of the Roman invasion was to obtain fresh mineral
resources to meet the ever-increasing demands of the Empire. The rapid first-century
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advance to the Mendips and to Cornwall, for example, indicates the Claudian concern
to discover new lead and tin supplies (Elkington, 1976; Fox and Ravenshill 1972).
Cockerton argued a similar case for the Peak District when he re-listed the lead pigs
which had been once produced in the area (1959), and his case has been sustained bythe
discovery of a Neronian fort at Chesterfield on the eastern edge of the Peak District.
This fort seems to have been one in a chain constructed by the then governor, Didius
Gallus, as he advanced to the river Don on the southern flank of Brigantia (Hartley,
1980). The fort at Brough-on-Noe in the northern Peak seems to have been built a little
later, once the Brigantes had come to terms with the Romans. It seems that Brough
served the northern Peak in carrying out military duties and some lead prospecting
within the area, and similarly it is likely that another military establishment preceded
the lead civilian centre known as Lutudarun in the southern Peak.

The fort at Brough-on-Noe was abandoned early in the second century A.D. as the
army pushed northwards to consolidate Hadrian's Wall. This seems to have been the
occasion for creating new farming and mining communities in the Peak District as well
as for establishing the Derbyshire ware potteries to service these small villages
(Loughlin, 1977: 116). The mid-second century economy in this region evidently
flourished until the Antonine revolt which led to the re-garrisoning of Brough-on-Noe.
Breeze and Dobson (1978: 105-108) and Hartley (1980: 5-6) have argued that Brough
was just one of several northern forts to have been rebuilt at this time and is indicative
of an extensive Brigantian revolt in the 150s. If this is the case, it draws attention to the
cluster of coin-hoards of this period from the Peak District as a whole (Robertson,
1974: Fig. 3). The absence of similar hoards from the northern Pennines tends to
emphasise the wealth of the Peak dwellers by this stage. This is completely in keeping
with the date from our survey at Roystone Grange.

However, all the evidence suggests that the Peak communities failed to capitalise on
their early wealth. lndeed, apart from the incidence of lead pigs on certain of the
Romano-British settlements, there are indications that the same revenues were divided
into smaller parts as the number of settlements and homesteads within each settlement
grew. The cluster of sites in the southern Peak suggests that access to the procurator's
olfices at Lutudarum (if not at Carsington, at least somewhere in this same small area)
was a key factor in the location of new farms. (Later in the Roman period Rainster
Rocks near Brassington may have developed a small market to judge from the
considerable numbers of coins found there. [t was ideally located at the interface of the
limestone scarp and the lower rolling hills. Its modest development may also have
encouraged the growth of new farms within its immediate environs.)

The evidence for fourth-century change at Roystone Grange rests on the filling in of
the post-pits which were integral to the aisled farmhouse. The character of the later
fourth century dwellings at Roystone remains an enigma, as does the reason for such a
change. Yet it may be no coincidence that Brough-on-Noe was re-occupied in the 330's
and that a number of coin-hoards was buried about this time. These changes did not
bring about the end of the lead-mining as our late hearth at Roystone Grange, for
example, illustrates (Plate 3). Nonetheless, the Peak dwellers do not seem to have
penetrated the flourishing fourth-century production of pewter vessels and the stag-
nation of the area may be partly a result of this. Similarly, the European market for
wool must have been greatly disrupted by the prevalence of pirates in the North Sea; the
Peak District may have been particularly hard hit, since most of its produce, to judge
from the finds of lead pigs, passed through the port of Brough on Humber. The long sea
journey from Humberside to the Rhine would have become increasingly more
dangerous, while the transporting of bulky wool to southern English ports would have
been in all probability prohibitively expensive.

It appears, therefore, that the colonists in the second century enjoyed the greatest
revenues and their descendents were compelled to deal with the difficult constraints of
marginality and the fluctuations of the imperial economy in the western provinces. In
contrast to the lowland farmers of central and southern England, these hill-farmers
gradually merged into the poorer pattern of life that classical archaeologists attribute to
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the Pennines as a wLglq. Thgs, Samuel _carrington's curious description of the
settlement at Borough Fields, Wetton, as a 'Pompeii of the North' was farbff the mark.
Y^e-t despite the absence of towns and villas, theie hill-farms and mining communities
offe1-.us an interesting perspective of the impact of Rome. Their rolesivere far more
significant than might seem the case at firit. Like the later Cistercian monks and
yeomen farmers, the Romano-British inhabitants of Roystone Grange were part of an
expanding-market system. The Socii Lutudarenses weie the first ii a line^of hardy
farmers who have transformed 

-these hill pastures and have left an unusual array of
archaeological monuments as their testimony.
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