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AMONGST the many interesting papers which have been read 
before this Society, those relating to the Roman remains in 
the two counties of Lancaster and Chester have occupied a 
prominent position. It is always a matter of considerable 
local interest to be able to identify the various sites of Roman 
occupation in any particular district, and to prove from the 
few remains which now exist, or have existed within modern 
times, how the outlying Roman stations were connected 
together by roads of greater or less importance.

Whilst the history of the Romans in the western parts of 
Cheshire has been well worked out by the late Dr. Robson 
and Dr. Kendrick of Warrington, and the many Roman 
remains in the old City of Chester have all been carefully 
chronicled and described, those in the more eastern parts of 
the county have scarcely been noticed in any publications. 
In this paper, therefore, I propose to bring before the Society 
all the various details, often slight and insignificant in them 
selves, which tend to throw light on the history of the Roman 
occupation of the eastern parts of Cheshire, so as to place 
them on permanent record, and to render them generally 
available to others interested in the same subject. One or two 
general statements require, however, to be first made. "East 
Cheshire," one of the Parliamentary divisions of Cheshire, 
comprehends the extensive Hundred of Macclesfield only,
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and is bounded by Lancashire, Yorkshire, Derbyshire, and 
Staffordshire; and " Mid Cheshire," another Parliamentary 
division, includes the two Hundreds of Bucklow and North- 
wich, situated in the middle of the county. The remaining 
portion of the county, roughly speaking, to the west of the 
river Weaver, is comprehended in the Parliamentary division of 
" West Cheshire." The places to be mentioned in this paper 
will be chiefly in East and Mid Cheshire, and may therefore 
all be included in the general description of the eastern part 
of the county. The known Eoman stations in the immediate 
neighbourhood are Manchester, Euxtou, and Melandra Castle 
just over the borders of Cheshire in Derbyshire. In this 
district the only well-known Eoman station is at Kinderton 
near Middlewich, to which the Eoman roads from Manchester, 
Staffordshire and Chester all point.

Such being the general situation of this portion of Cheshire,
it will be well to notice the several other places where traces
of Eoman occupation have been met with; and in the course
of this paper one remarkable incident, at any rate, will have
to be recorded. This is the fact, that there formerly existed
near the old town of Congleton a well-defined Eoman camp
of very considerable extent, of which there is at present not
the slightest trace, and which has been entirely unnoticed
by every historian of the county. That this should
have been the case will, perhaps, hardly be credited,
when it is recollected that it was at one time very seriously
debated whether Congleton was not the Condate of the Tenth
Iter of Antoninus, the identity of the first syllables of each
of these names being, perhaps, the main reason for this
belief. Whilst Dr. Baxter and the more celebrated Dr.
Stukeley were both endeavouring to fix Condate at Congleton,
where no vestige of any properly identified Eoman remains
have ever been found, it appears very strange that it never
came to their ears that there did exist, within two or three
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miles of the town, a Roman camp of no ordinary size, and 
one which it would have much delighted them to have known 
of. When, too, it is recollected that within the space of a 
very few years all traces of this camp were to disappear, and 
that now not even a tradition of its existence remains in the 
neighbourhood, it cannot but be considered as a very fortunate 
circumstance that its existence has at last been brought to 
light, and from a very unexpected source.

Towards the end of the last century, in the year 1772, 
Dr. Foote Gower, of Chelmsford in Essex, but a native of 
Cheshire, issued a prospectus, entitled a " Sketch of the 
Materials for a new History of Cheshire," which he was 
thinking of writing if he met with the necessary support. 
At one time there seemed every prospect of this book appear 
ing, but in 1790 Dr. Foote Gower died, leaving it in a very 
unfinished state. His MSS. passed into the hands of Dr. 
J. Wilkinson, F.B.S., of Woodford, Essex, who in J794 
announced his intention of compiling and finally publishing 
Dr. Gower's history. But in the year 1800 yet another 
circular appeared from the pen of Mr. William Latham, F.R.S., 
F.S.A., who stated that Dr. Wilkinson, not having sufficient 
leisure to carry out his intentions, had placed Dr. Gower's MSS. 
into his (Dr. Latham's) hands, and that he intended to publish 
them, provided he met with sufficient support. But strange 
to say, after so many vicissitudes, this History of Cheshire 
never appeared; and in 1819 Dr. Gower's MS. collections 
for it were sold by auction, and part of them were purchased 
by the Bodleian Library and part by the British Museum. 
Those in the Bodleian are chiefly collections in a very 
unarranged state, but there is one thick folio volume which 
is ready for the press. This contains a very lengthy account 
of the Romans, leading up to a notice of the Roman remains 
in Cheshire, written in the somewhat pompous and pedantic 
style of the last century. These MSS. have, I believe, never 
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been examined since they came into the Library some fifty 
years ago ; but it was in looking carefully through this thick 
folio MS. that I was fortunate enough to meet with the 
following, the only account extant of the Roman camp at 
Wallfield, near Congleton and Astbury.

In his account, Dr. Foote Gower refers to another Dr. Gower 
of Chester, who apparently was some relation, probably his 
brother. This is what he says :  

The first place which offers itself to our notice is a township in the 
parish of Astbury, which is denominated Wallfield. There were very 
visible remains here of a large Roman station in the beginning of this 
century (c. 1700). But as these remains are now almost entirely 
obliterated, it may be the more satisfactory to preserve the remembrance 
of them when they were in a state of much greater perfection than at 
present.

One of those able antiquaries, Dr. Gower of Chester, to whose authority 
we have made such frequent references, has delineated the outlines of 
these remains with great accuracy ; and it is perhaps the only one at 
this time existing. The following is a literal copy of his description:

" In June, 1725, having been attending Mrs. Wynne of Congleton in a 
dangerous illness, I received information that there were some banks 
and ditches at a place called Wallfield, which might be very well worth 
my notice. As the distance from Cougleton I found was inconsiderable, 
I accordingly took the necessary directions and went in pursuit of this 
intelligence. It proved to be what I suspected from the first, a very 
regular and, in many parts of it, a very complete fortification of the 
Romans. The situation of it was near the principal farm house, and 
the angles of it rather than the sides fronted the cardinal points of the 
compass. The extent of it might, perhaps, include about sixty statute 
acres. And though the fosse and vallum were in several places a good 
deal defaced, yet in others they were extremely conspicuous, and might 
be traced with the greatest ease along the entire line of the encampment. 
The form of it appeared to be a perfect parallelogram, and towards the 
middle of the two longest sides there were the evident marks of two 
military roads, pointing one way to Astbury and the other to 
Middlewich."

Such was the state of this fine Roman fortification at the time it was 
described; but within less than twenty years from this time a sad 
reverse of fortune happened. A new tenant of the premises, by 
adopting a different mode of culture, and by converting the pasture 
lands into arable, had nearly destroyed all appearances of this encamp 
ment, and these noble remains had been a sacrifice to agricultural
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improvements. But as the same able authority that has favoured us 
with a delineation of them in their more perfect state has left a de 
scription of them in their ruins, it will he best to take his description.

" Attending a patient in Congleton, in the month of July, 1744, and 
accidentally enquiring into the state of the banks at Wallfield, I was 
informed that a new tenant had nearly levelled them with the ground. 
Being desirous, therefore, of seeing these alterations, T immediately 
went over, and, to my great concern, found that the information was 
strictly true. The scene was entirely changed from what it had been 
almost twenty years before. Ancient grandeur had given place to 
modern innovations. Both the vallum and fosse were vanished, the 
former being thrown into the latter; and the only angle that remained 
had more the appearance of a common bank than any essential part of 
a vast fortification. The military roads had been entirely and indus 
triously destroyed. And, in short, overspread as the land was with a fine 
crop of corn, I might in vain have sought for this Roman station, if I 
had not been positively certain as to the exact situation of it. The 
single name of Wallfield was now the only criterion left to establish 
the certainty of its original condition. So, too, the adjoining village of 
Astbury implies a borough or fortress, which had an eastern situation 
with regard to this grand and memorable encampment."

The only place called Wallfield at present, near Congleton, 
is the township of Hulme Wallfield, a name of very old 
standing, and here, in company with Mr. W. Thompson 
\Vatkin and others, I searched for any traces of this former 
camp ; and although the situation of the ground was such 
that a camp might well have been placed there, there was 
nothing now to shew that such had ever been the case. The 
situation of Astbury, which, from the account just cited, must 
have been due east of the camp, and which is not its position 
with regard to Hulme Wallfield, has since led me to suspect 
that its site might perhaps be looked for at a place now called 
Wall Hill, situated due west of Astbury, and where a road, 
now called Back Lane, points direct past Brereton to the 
Roman camp at Kinderton, near Middlewich. This place, 
however, I have not as yet had an opportunity of examining.

Two interesting discoveries, noticed by the late Dr. Ormerod 
in a letter published in the Archceologia Cambremis, vol. ii, 
1847, p. 181, gives a clue to the exact position of the road 
leading from the Kinderton camp to the Wallfield camp. The
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line of this old Roman road was shewn hy the discovery of 
the gravel bank, about two feet below a peaty surface, by a 
tenant on the estate of Mr. Latham, of Bradwall Hall, near 
Sandbach, in opening a water course through Brindley Moors 
farm, on the eastern side of Bradwall. A reference to the 
ordnance map shows that this Brindley farm is on the direct 
line between Kinderton and Astbury. This line of road was 
further shown by a discovery of coins, made in 1820, by a 
mole catcher, working at Brereton, at a short distance from 
Brindley farm, and about four miles direct from the Kinderton 
camp, " at a point where a small brook is crossed by the foot- 
" path from Brereton to Sandbach." Here was found 
" something resembling a mass of fused metal contained in a 
" decayed box, but afterwards found to consist of about a 
" thousand Roman coins, bound together by verdigris and 
" rust." These were specimens of denarii of Gallienus, 
Claudius II, Tetricus, the two Tetrici, Victorinus, and Dio 
cletian. Dr. Ormerod was not aware of this camp near 
Congleton, hut conjectured the road to have proceeded from 
Kinderton into Staffordshire.

It has previously been mentioned that at Congleton itself 
no Roman remains, properly identified as such, have ever 
been fottnd. In a little book, published in 1731, and entitled 
" A New Survey of England, by N. Salmon, LL.B^, 2 vols., 
" 8vo," in the second volume, p. 049, is an account of 
Congleton, in which there is mention of some remains dis 
covered some eighteen years previously, and which were 
conjectured to be Roman, but which were as likely as not 
mediaeval. In making a cellar in the next house to the 
bridge, "five empty jars were dug tip, the top of them being 
" half a yard below the surface. They were small at the top 
" and bottom, and contained, as the labourers say, about two 
" gallons each ;" and it is conjectured they were possibly 
wine vessels.
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The next place of interest in the eastern part of Cheshire, 
connected with the Romans, is a small camp, still to be seen 
in very good preservation, on the top of high ground, close to 
an old chapel, called Forest Chapel, on a hill called Toot hill, 
about four miles from Macclesfield, and on the side towards 
Buxton. About two years ago, I visited this camp in com 
pany with Mr. W. Thompson Watkin and others, and we 
made careful measurements of it, of which the following are 
notes: The angles face the points of the compass. The 
western side is 198 feet in length, the eastern side 168 feet, 
the northern side 145 feet, and the southern side 125 feet, all 
these being exterior measurements. The following are the 
interior measurements : On the north side, the length of the 
rampart, from the western end to the gateway, is 60 feet, 
the gateway is itself 12 feet wide, and from thence to the 
eastern end is 39 feet. On the eastern side, the rampart 
measures 91 feet from its northern extremity to the gateway, 
which is 9 feet wide, the remainder of the rampart to the 
eastern extremity being 32 feet. The south side measures, 
from its eastern extremity to the gateway, 61 feet, the width 
of this entrance is 12 feet, then to the western end 15 feet. 
The western side measures 160 feet. It is doubtful whether 
there has been a gateway, although there is a gap in the 
rampart which may have been one, and which is exactly 
opposite that on the eastern side. The camp measures inter 
nally, diagonally, 180 feet from west to east, and from north 
to south 170 feet. The rampart is highest on the west side, 
at one place measuring 4 feet 8 inches from its summit to the 
present level of the ditch. From the northern extremity of 
the eastern rampart runs a ridge, of the same width as the 
rampart itself, with a ditch on its east side. It is traceable 
for about 245 feet, and seems to have been perhaps a pathway 
to a road which is faintly traceable a short distance beyond 
its termination. This road runs N.W. and S.E. To the
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N.W. of the camp is a small standing stone, and beyond that, 
in the same field, is a well-marked mound, probably a tumulus 
which has the appearance of having been disturbed. In the 
same field is a slightly raised ridge, running very straight 
S.E. and N.W., which may have been a Roman road. In a 
field or two further on, beyond the old quarry, is another 
mound, possibly another tumulus. From this camp a fine 
view over the great plain of Cheshire, finishing with the Dee 
and Mersey, may he obtained on a fine day.

Within the last few years some very interesting discoveries 
of Roman remains have been made, about six or eight miles 
from Macclesfield, at a place called Bartomley, not far from the 
little village of Wincle. This farm lies on the high ground 
above the river Dane, which here separates the two counties 
of Chester and Stafford. In a field situated at the top 
of a high wooded bank, directly above the river, is a square 
mound, partly built up of stones, some of which are of con 
siderable size, and now crowned with bushes. This mound 
has evidently at one time been larger, but on one side it has 
been destroyed by the action of the plough, and is now part 
of the cultivated field. On this point, after heavy rains have 
washed away the soil, several very interesting Roman remains 
have from time to time been found, and have been carefully 
preserved by the owner of the estate. He has consented to 
a series of definite excavations being conducted here, and I 
am in hope that during the course of the ensuing autumn 
these may take place, when I am somewhat sanguine as to 
the results. It was at first imagined that there might have 
been a small outlying camp here; but having gone over the 
ground very carefully last Christmas, I was convinced that 
this had not been the case, but that the mound above- 
described was a tumulus of some kind, and that the remains 
were found in that part of it that had been disturbed by the 
plough. Bartomley is in Prestbury Parish, and within a few



89    

hundred yards of the extreme boundary of the county. 
There are no roads or auy other vestiges of Roman occupa 
tion in the neighbourhood, but the fibula, &c., that have been 
found are unmistakably Eoman. I am only sorry that I 
cannot exhibit them, as I had once hoped to have done, to 
the meeting this evening.

There are but few other Roman remains to notice in East 
Cheshire. At the other end of the Hundred, in the long 
neck of land stretching out between the counties of Yorkshire, 
Lancashire, and Derbyshire, is the parish of Mottram-in- 
Longdendale. Here is a very fine specimen of a British 
camp, called Bucton Castle, oval in shape and perched on 
the summit of a high hill, commanding a most extensive 
prospect; and just over the river Etherow, which here separates 
Cheshire from Derbyshire, but in the latter county, is the 
well-known quadrangular Roman camp, Melandra Castle, 
which has been described by the Rev. John Watson and 
others. In the Hundred of Macclesfield are several roads 
which from their names, such as Street Lane, &c., are pro 
bably of Roman origin ; and in addition there are others 
without names marked in the ordnance maps as Roman roads. 
In several places are roads bearing the name of Pepper Street, 
one of which exists in Gawsworth and another in Wilmslow 
Parish, which at the stupid desire of some ignorant person 
has recently been re-christened Hawthorne Lane ! It is at 
present hardly possible to connect these scattered roads, and 
to determine with any accuracy the directions in which they 
led ; and in the absence of definite information, it is best not 
to deal in pure conjecture. The discoveries of urns at 
Henbury near Macclesfield, at Capesthorn Park, at Astle 
Park, &c., which will be described more fully in my " History 
"of East Cheshire" now in the press, and which have been 
considered to be Roman, are not much to be relied upon as 
evidences of Roman occupation, as they are with more proba 
bility either British or Saxon.
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Before bringing this paper to a conclusion I may perhaps 
be permitted to refer to some discoveries of Roman coins in 
Bucklow Hundred, not far from Warrington, in the neigh 
bourhood of the well-known camp at Wilderspool. No 
account of these discoveries has previously appeared in print, 
but what follows I have taken from the MSS. of the Rev. 
John Watson, F.S.A., who was rector of Stockport in Cheshire 
in the middle of the last century. He states that the Rev. Mr. 
Hartly of Martinscroft informed him, that about 1200 Roman 
coins were found in a field belonging to his brother-in-law on 
the Cheshire side of the river Mersey, and about four miles 
above Warrington. Many of them were in a good state of 
preservation, and consisted of specimens of the following 
rulers : Valerian, Gallienus, Aurelian, Posthumus, Tetricus, 
Victorinus, Marius, C. L. Tacitus, &c. A Mr. Collinson had 
two of them, one of Tetricus, the other of Victo. He also 
States that about the year 1778 there was found at Stathom 
near Lymin a pot full of copper coins, perhaps two quarts in 
all. One of Tacitus with a radiated crown, and another of 
Tetricus, were in the hands of Mr. Thomas Barrett, the well- 
known Manchester antiquary.


