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PreFaCe

Following the publications of Life and Labour in Late Roman Silchester (Fulford et al. 2006) and 
Silchester: City in Transition (Fulford and Clarke 2011), Late Iron Age Calleva is the third volume 
reporting the archaeology of Insula IX. The initial publication strategy for the excavations 
carried out at Insula IX between 1997 and 2014 was to reverse normal practice in the interests 
of expediency and work on the final publication while the excavation was still in progress, 
beginning with the latest archaeology and working down to the earliest. In addition to the above 
volumes, the Victorian excavations of Insula IX were published by Fulford and Clarke (2002) 
and the archaeology of the development of House 1 in the online publication, Internet Archaeology 
(Clarke et al. 2007). However, it became increasingly clear over the last six or seven seasons of 
fieldwork that to unravel the complexities of the late Iron Age and earliest Roman occupation 
required a return to a normative approach and to continue the publication strategy by working 
from the earliest to the latest. Following this volume, a further two are planned, the first to cover 
the Claudio-Neronian archaeology, the second the developments within the Insula between the 
later first and early-to-mid-second century a.d. Online publication to complement the traditional 
printed publications has been a distinctive feature of the Town life Project and it is planned to 
take this further by developing online access to the entire Insula IX excavation archive.

Michael Fulford
University of Reading

November 2017
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