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TRANSACTIONS: A CELEBRATION OF FIFTY VOLUMES OF
STAFFORDSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGY AND HISTORY

RICHARD TOTTY

This note is appearing in the 50th volume of the Transactions of the Staffordshire Archaeological and
Historical Society as a celebration of the Society’s achievement in reaching this milestone. It is not
meant to be a history of Transactions as such, and even less a history of the Society itself, although
it inevitably contains elements of both. Rather, it is a tribute to those members of the Society whose
foresight in founding the journal should be recognised, to those later members whose labours have
ensured its survival, and finally to those individuals without whom it would have failed, namely the
authors of the articles published in it.

The first volume of Transactions, for what was then the ‘Lichfield Archaeological and Historical
Society’, is dated 1959-60 and was produced, in typescript, in the summer of 1960: it was set up
by Jim Gould using his own typewriter and then duplicated. The volume contained only two arti-
cles: ‘Cruck Houses in Lichfield’ by P. R. Sheppard, the Society’s Treasurer, and ‘The Wyrley and
Essington Canal’ by C. J. Gilson. There was, however, a variety of other items including a letter
from the President, a list of lectures given the previous winter and one of those to be given (it was
hoped) in the following winter, and descriptions of two excursions, as well as a list of members
including their addresses and a summary of the Society’s accounts. Finally, there is mention of the
Society’s archaeological excavations at Wall and of two one-day schools arranged with the Extra-
Mural Department of Birmingham University and a social evening. The contents were therefore more
varied than at present and the volume functioned as the Society’s newsletter as well as a means of
publishing significant articles. The Society itself had been founded only a year or two earlier and
it must have been the prime aims of the new Society not only to bring high-quality speakers to
Lichfield but to record their talks for future archaeologists and historians to enjoy. The President,
S. A. Jeavons, commented that the two printed articles were the two most important papers given
to the Society (during the past year) and that it ‘should be the object of this Society to see that this
standard was maintained’.

Volume II (1960-61) contained two full articles and a note, along with other items similar to
those in volume I. This second volume was professionally printed (although not without errors) and
ran to 77 pages, at some cost to the Society. The cost of volume I had been quite modest at £32
11s. 4d. but volume II cost £147 12s. 0d., a significant amount for a small society with an annual
subscription of 10s. 6d. (15s. 6d. for a joint membership of two people), and publication was pos-
sible only through a grant of £64 from the Carnegie Ltd Kingdom Trust (made in connection with
the excavations at Wall reported in this issue) and a further £51 11s 6d. in numerous small donations
from the Ordinary Membership. The cover was a drawing of the west front of Lichfield Cathedral
made by a member, Miss A. Smith of Streetly; there seems to be no other information about her in
the Society’s records and she did not maintain her membership for long, but the illustration continued
to be used in early volumes.

By volume III (1961-62) — volumes were dated by the Society’s lecture year — the contents
had become simplified and consisted almost entirely of learned papers, as the material on finances
and names of members was no longer included, and generally this pattern has continued to the
present day, along with the listing of the current officers and committee members. For many years
Transactions also contained a list of lectures to take place during the coming winter season, but
this ceased when Transactions stopped being an annual publication in the 1990s. There were also a
variety of very short notes, often by individual members. In this respect, the Society was following
the practice of many contemporary Learned Societies in publishing texts of papers which had been
read by members, but in our Society’s case this practice gradually ceased, although it is difficult to
tell exactly when; most authors now are not Society members. Few papers that are now delivered
to the Society in the course of its lecture programme are published in Transactions, and those that
are tend to be published before a lecture has been given.

Originally published in quarto size, Transactions has appeared as A4 since volume XXIX (1987—
88). In 1972 it was agreed to change the cover to the view of the west front of Lichfield cathedral as
depicted in John Britton’s History and Antiquities of Lichfield Cathedral (1820). Only a few issues
have not used this print as the front cover, mostly in order to give an illustration representing an
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aspect of the contents of the issue. Initially, Transactions was published annually but during the
1990s and early 2000s it appeared less regularly. Annual publication has now been restored.

The Society’s name has changed three times. At first it was the ‘Lichfield Archaeological &
Historical Society’, as formed on 19 September 1957, and then by 1962 the ‘Lichfield & South
Staffordshire Archaeological & Historical Society’; in 1968 it became the ‘South Staffordshire
Archaeological & Historical Society’, before finally assuming its present name the ‘Staffordshire
Archaeological & Historical Society’ in 1995. Transactions has therefore borne four different names,
although essentially it is the same publication throughout. The name changes make it tricky to find
references to particular papers, as besides needing the title of the paper it is often essential to know
the name under which Transactions was issued at the time. It should also be noted that the nominal
year on the title page is not necessarily the year of publication which may well be a year or two
later. (For volumes up to 1999, when the covering year was dropped in to be replaced by the year
of publication in order to avoid this confusion)

In the 58 years that have elapsed since Transactions was first issued, 50 volumes have appeared.
That the Society has been able to publish an academic journal of high-quality articles on a regular
basis is quite an achievement in an era in which other long-standing county societies have found-
ered: the North Staffordshire Field Club — a society which in the mid 1950s had a membership
of almost 400 — was disbanded around 2007, with the last copy of its Transactions published in
2003, whilst the Burton-on-Trent Natural History and Archaeology Society was similarly wound up
in 2010. Both of these societies had been active for well over a century.

There has also been a significant loss in recent years of journals publishing articles on
Staffordshire history. Keele University’s Staffordshire Studies has not appeared since volume
20 (the issue for 2009) was published 2012, whilst the Community Council of Staffordshire’s
Staffordshire History ceased publication in 2013. Both published full issues in the years before
their demise, so this was not due to lack of contributions. The question arises: what have all
the potential authors done with their papers? Has there been a sudden stop in historical research
relating to the county or is it simply that authors now see no suitable place to publish their work?
This Society’s Transactions have not benefitted from this loss, given that the number of papers
submitted to the editor has not increased.

CONTENT

An analysis of the 270 articles published in Transactions in the first 49 volumes gives an insight
into the range of topics covered. There is a very broad coverage reflecting the Society’s title as both
archaeological and historical. Almost all the subjects relate to the historic county of Staffordshire,
and so include articles relating to those parts of the Black Country moved into the new county of
West Midlands in 1974. Understandably, given that the Society began as the Lichfield Archaeological
and Historical Society, there has been a preponderance of papers about Lichfield and Tamworth,
but in the early 1980s it was recognised that the geographical area covered by Transactions was
limited and an effort was made to attract more papers from the north of the county: the first of
these in volume XXVII (1985-86) was by David Wilson and Faith Cleverdon on the excavation
of two round barrows at Fawfieldhead in the Moorlands. But one part of the county that is still
not well-covered is the city of Stoke-on-Trent, and there are very few papers in which the authors
venture outside the county to the Midlands as a whole, probably because other journals cover both
of these areas. One of articles about the entire Midlands is the lengthy paper by Stanley Jeavons in
Volume III (1961-62), a very detailed survey of goldsmiths active in the Midlands in the late 16th
century and including details of the church plate which they produced and forms the main body of
their surviving work. This paper is very well illustrated with both maps and photographs, something
common to other volumes, reflecting the willingness of the editor to include a significant number
of illustrations to the text which often bring the contents to life and are a real help to the reader in
understanding the subject. (In the 1980s there was a proposal to limit the number of illustrations of
pottery found in excavations but it is not clear if this policy was implemented.)

Four volumes are devoted to a single subject and are in effect monographs: volume XXIX
(1987-88) being T. E. McNeill’s report on excavations at Tamworth Castle; volume XXXI (1989-90)
Mike Hodder’s report on excavations at Sandwell Priory and Hall; volume XXXV (1993-94) A. S.
Esmonde Cleary and I. M. Ferris on excavations at the new cemetery, Rocester; and volume XLVII
(2014) Anne Dodd and others on excavations at Tipping Street, Stafford.
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The largest group of articles (numbering 69) is those reporting archaeological excavations. There
are two major series of reports of excavations, those at Wall and those at Tamworth, with the remain-
der covering the entire county from Longnor in the far north to the Smestow Valley in the south. A
further 43 articles are devoted to landscape surveys, both urban and rural, and in this category there
are some papers which report archaeological field work which did not involve excavations. A total
of 34 articles are about individual small items, many of them what are now described as portable
antiquities, whilst 32 articles are devoted to discussion of buildings, many of them timber-framed;
and a further 20 articles are about churches or church furniture and other contents. The second
largest group of articles (numbering 50) relates to aspects of social history, whilst eight are about
industry in the county and the same number describe written or printed archive material; finally,
six are about place-names.

In the early years there were some short articles in Transactions which reflected small research
projects, research in progress, or just thoughts on a particular archaeological or historical topic. These
are no longer there and perhaps people are more reluctant to put such things in print nowadays, or
prefer to put them on a website? Volume XIX (1977-78) also includes an editorial, on the grounds
that in other journals it was the editorial that was the first article to be read. But this policy did not
last long and editorials stopped appearing after a few years. The editorial in volume XIX says that
it was decided not to have any reviews but this policy has been reversed recently and book reviews
are now published.

The emphasis therefore seems to have been on archaeological rather than historical topics, and
one might think that in a county such as Staffordshire papers on aspects of industrial history are in
short supply. Moreover, there are perhaps fewer papers on written and printed material than might
be expected given the rich heritage contained in the county’s archives and that Lichfield was the
centre of a large and well-populated diocese for which many detailed records survive.

HONORARY EDITORS

The editor of the first two volumes is not named, but John Whiston appears as honorary editor in
Volume III. Whiston lived in Wednesbury Road, Walsall and seems to have been an enthusiastic
beekeeper: at least he wrote the History of the Staffordshire Beekeepers Association, as well as
two papers on bee-boles in Transactions. An appreciation of his work as editor appears in volume
XXIV (1982-3), before his death in 1991. When Whiston retired, he was replaced in 1982 by
Nigel Tringham, recently (in 1979) arrived in the county as an assistant editor for the Staffordshire
Victoria County History. Still editor after a remarkable 35 years, Tringham also became a lecturer
at Keele University in 1993, running the celebrated Latin and Palacography Summer School, and is
also general editor for the Staffordshire Record Society. For three volumes around 2005 the county
archaeologist Chris Welch was co-editor, but after he left the area he was not replaced. The success
of Transactions in reaching 50 volumes is due in very large measure to the skills of Whiston and
Tringham as editors.

EDITORIAL COMMITTEE

The first editorial committee was set up in 1959 and comprised three members: S. A. Jeavons,
J. T. Gould, and P. R. Sheppard, and for volume III they were joined by J. W. Whiston. The meet-
ings were held annually with between four and six members but became irregular in the 1980s
with the last meeting in 1988, although the committee has recently been revived. Business covered
four main headings. There was discussion of articles to be published and minutes reveal a strict
refereeing policy with some papers being rejected and others referred back to the author for revision
(some papers were not resubmitted). Many articles were promised but not received and some seem
to disappear, being listed in the minutes as about to be published and yet not appearing. There is a
list of articles promised for future volumes in the minutes of the 1982 meeting and several of these
have not, as yet, appeared. In the same minutes there is a list of excavation reports outstanding some
going back to the 1960s and again some of these have still not appeared. This is a constant issue
for any journal editor: promises made and not kept, so that planning future issues is difficult. One
of the items on the 1982 list was the excavations carried out south of Wall in 1962 and 1964 by
E. Greenfield. A report eventually appeared in volume XXXVII (1995-96), over 30 years later,
authored by Alex Jones and written as part of the English Heritage’s Backlog Publication Programme.
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The paper by I. M. Ferris, ‘Excavations at Dove First School Rocester, 1985°, is another with a long
gestation period as it appeared in volume XLIII (2009), again as part of a programme to complete
publications of excavation reports.

Costs were always an issue; estimates were sought for printing sometimes from as many as seven
printers, and there were many applications for grants towards publication of individual papers, mostly
but not always successful. The number and the cost and number of off-prints of each paper were also
a matter for discussion in committee; up to 120 copies of some papers were produced as off-prints.
Frequently there are comments that the printers failed to meet promised delivery dates and this seems
to be an on-going issue. (Overall though the Society has been well served by printers with robust
volumes and clearly reproduced illustrations. Two long serving companies are J Ray & Co Ltd of
Walsall and 4word Ltd of Bristol.). At the last meeting of the editorial committee in 1988 members
enthusiastically supported the proposal that the Society produce a separate series of monographs as
well as Transactions but nothing seems to have come from this. (Although, as already noted, some
volumes of Transactions have in effect been monographs.) It has been a balancing act for the edi-
torial committee: to produce as good a volume of Transactions as possible, whilst not endangering
the survival of the Society through imprudent expenditure on excessively large volumes, excessive
illustrations, and over-long print runs. All of these issues remain important today and production of
Transactions is the largest item of expenditure appearing in the Society’s annual accounts: £3,374
in 2016/17, being over half the annual budget. The most expensive volume was XXXII (in 1992)
costing as much as £6,400, in part met by a Department of the Environment grant. Since then more
competition between printers and better methods of printing have helped keep costs down.

AUTHORS

A very large number of individuals have contributed to Transactions over the past 50 issues and it
is of course their willingness to submit texts that has allowed the Society to continue to publish.
It is not possible to give a complete list of contributors here (indices complied by Betty Fox are
available on line and elsewhere) but it should be noted that there are far more than simple perusal
of the indices would suggest, as so many papers (especially the ones with an archaeological subject
matter) have detailed sections written by specialists other than the named author(s). For example,
M. A. Hodder’s article on excavations at Sandwell which fills volume XXXI (1989-90) has no less
than 19 other contributors. In some of the contributions, the sections — especially those on pottery
— are short papers in their own right with tables, photographs, and drawings, although others are
very short, the shortest being merely three lines. In some articles contributors are not referred to as
authors of sections but are listed in a general acknowledgement. Authors are a mixture of enthusiastic
and often skilled amateur historians and archaeologists alongside distinguished academics, all of
whom are experts in their own fields. The following details are intended to give examples of these
contributors, showing the range of expertise involved in producing a journal such as Transactions,
but not intended as an exhaustive list.

The first honorary editor John Whiston was the author of nine articles. A respected amateur
historian with very wide interests, his most influential paper is on the Rushall Psalter and is a brief
description of this interesting manuscript which appears as an appendix to an account of a survey and
excavation of the gatehouse at Rushall Hall by S. J. Baker in Volume XXIII (1981-82). Whiston’s
note is sufficiently authoritative to appear as a source for information about the psalter on the website
of the University of Nottingham Special Collections, where the psalter is kept. Whiston’s articles also
include two on bee-keeping, and his wide range of interests is perhaps best illustrated by his three
papers in volume VIII (1966-67): ‘Gerald Mander and the Wolverhampton Antiquary’, ‘Croxall,
an air photograph of a deserted medieval village’, and ‘Toll House, James Bridge Darlaston’. He
was particularly interested in the history of Walsall. Gerald Mander, another respected amateur
was the owner of Wightwick Manor and wrote one article for Transactions. This is an oddity in
that it appeared in Volume VIII for 196667, although Mander had died in 1951. It was originally
intended for publication in the Wolverhampton Antiquary which Mander edited (and mostly wrote)
and the issue for which it was intended reached proof-stage but never appeared. The uncorrected
proofs remained in the William Salt Library in Stafford, of which Mander was a Trustee. The paper
deals with the genealogy of the Lane family who were associated with Charles II at Boscobel after
the battle of Worcester. Otherwise, genealogy is a subject not well covered in Transactions. The
present honorary editor Nigel Tringham was the author of nine articles, starting in volume XXV



TRANSACTIONS: A CELEBRATION OF FIFTY VOLUMES OF STAFFORDSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGY AND HISTORY 5

(1983-84) with ‘Two seventeenth-century surveys of Lichfield cathedral close’. His contributions as
author have been primarily based on archival documents either in the Staffordshire Record Office
or in the Lichfield Record Office.

Other historians who wrote for Transactions included Stanley Jeavons who was the author of
four papers, the last in volume XII (1970-71). These are all on ecclesiastical subjects with the
most wide-ranging being a study of 16th-century chalices, ‘Midlands goldsmiths of the Elizabethan
period’, a very substantial study of an unusual subject. He was President of the Society at the time
of the first volume of Transactions and must have been involved in the decision to establish it as
a record of papers read to the Society’s members. He lived in Hardwick Lodge, Streetly and pub-
lished extensively on church furnishings in other journals. Adrian Oswald, an expert on clay pipes
with numerous publications on this subject, was the author of four articles in Transactions, includ-
ing ‘Clay pipes from the garden of the Bishop’s Palace Lichfield” in volume XVI (1974-75). An
historian of Willenhall, Norman Tildesley wrote just one article for Transactions on ‘Dr Richard
Wilkes of Willenhall: an eighteenth-century country doctor’ in volume VII (1965-66). An engineer
by profession, he was chairman of the Trustees of the William Salt Library in Stafford for 20 years
and also served on the Joint Archives Committee in Lichfield. He died in 1993. R. F. Wisker, a
Wolverhampton-based historian who died in 2017, contributed ‘The estates of James Leveson of
Wolverhampton d. 1547’ to volume XXXVII (1995-96). This paper has been cited in many internet
articles on the Leveson family and their 16th-century contacts in the wool trade. An expert on the
Leveson family, Wisker has written entries on them (ancestors of the dukes of Sutherland) for the
Oxford Dictionary of National Biography. (Unfortunately he appears in the Transactions index as R.
F. Walker.) Formerly an assistant editor of the Staffordshire Victoria County History before moving
to the University of St Andrews, Ann Kettle has written a number of articles in national journals
on the role of women in medieval society, but she has also retained connections with the county
and authored an article on the Lichfield horse races for Volume VI (1965-66). She is best known
in Staffordshire for her skilled transcription of the 1532 ‘List of Families in the Archdeaconry of
Stafford’ published by the Staffordshire Record Society. D. G. (Denis) Stuart was Senior Lecturer
in the Extra-Mural department at Keele University and the author of a number of books on local
Midlands history, including the Phillimore text-book on Manorial Records and the much used Latin
for Local Historians. He died in 2001 aged 82, just after completing his Leicester University Ph.D.
on Staffordshire Quakers, and one of his four articles for Transactions was ‘Exact location of the
Quaker burial ground at Alstonefield’ in Volume XIII (1971-72)’; another was on ‘The early history
of the Liberal party in Burton-upon-Trent’ in Volume XXX (1988-89).

One of the most prolific authors has been Jim Gould, who taught in Tamworth, and was respon-
sible for as many as 36 articles, far more than any other individual. He was the Society’s Secretary
for many years and his eclectic interests are shown by the range of topics covered in his articles, not
only those in Transactions but in other books and journals. His first paper in volume II (1960-61),
co-authored with F. H. Lyon, was a ‘Preliminary report on the excavation of the Roman Fort at Wall’,
and in his last in volume XLII (2008) he returned to the same topic, ‘Letocetum: the defences’. The
latter is a short review of previous excavations rather than a report of new archaeological investiga-
tions, a type of paper that has not been often published in Transactions. A full bibliography is given
in Betty Fox’s obituary note in volume XLIX (2016). Two papers which seem to have been cited
extensively are ‘First report of excavations at Tamworth — the Saxon defences’ in volume IX (1967-
68) and ‘Romano-British farming near Letocetum (Wall)’ in volume XIII (1971-72), representative
of the series of papers that he produced on the excavations at these two sites. His other interests
included ‘The medieval burgesses of Tamworth: their liberties, courts and markets’ in volume XIII
(1971-72) and ‘St Bartholomew’s church at Blore Ray’ in volume XVII (1975-76), the latter taking
him well out of the geographical range of most of his work which was between Aldridge, Lichfield,
and Tamworth. Overall, this is a very substantial contribution to Transactions and it seems unlikely
to be bettered. Jim was a member of the editorial committee and the minutes of this committee
contain several requests for more papers from him — he seems to have been someone to turn to if
there were insufficient papers to fill a volume, an occasional occurrence.

Amongst the archaeologists who wrote articles for Transactions Mike Hodder was the author
of 12 papers, published in the decade 1981-91 and mostly concerning archaeological excavations
in West Bromwich and Wednesbury, with a branch into landscape archaeology in his papers on
‘Medieval Parks in Drayton Bassett Shenstone and Weeford” and * The medieval landscape of West
Bromwich” which appeared in volume XXX (1988-89). His paper ‘Excavations at Sandwell Priory
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and Hall’ fills volume XXXI (1989-90). Since then his career as Birmingham City Council’s Planning
Archaeologist has focused on that city rather than Staffordshire, but he is presently a member of
both the Society’s main committee and its editorial advisory committee. Stephanie Ratkai was the
co-author, with Richard Cuttler and John Hunt, of ‘Saxon Burh and Royal Castle; rethinking early
urban space in Stafford’ in volume XLIII (2009), but she has made several other contributions to
papers on excavations reporting the pottery finds, for example in Mary Duncan’s paper ‘A medieval
hospital graveyard? Excavations at Stoke City Hospital 2001” in volume XLII (2008). Originally a
field archaeologist, she is an expert in the identification of pottery fragments. Eight articles have been
written by A. A. (Bert) Round, all of them concerning the excavations at Wall, of which he was
director for 13 years. The Society’s Treasurer and later its President, he died in 1998, and there is
an obituary in volume XXXVII (1995-96). Philip Rahtz was an eminent archaeologist, best known
for excavations in Somerset. When a lecturer at the University of Birmingham, he was the co-author
(with Ken Sheridan) of ‘Fifth report of Excavations in Tamworth: a Saxon watermill in Bolebridge
Street’ in volume XIIT (1971-72). He died in 2011. Jonathan Goodwin is Senior Planning Officer
(Archaeology and Historic Environment Record) for Stoke City Council and is a current member
of the Society’s editorial committee. He was the co-author of papers in volumes XLVII and XLVIII
(2014 and 2015) on ‘Excavations at Tipping Street Stafford” and ‘Excavations at Three Hanley Pottery
Factories’. Both of these are full and interesting accounts of important excavations in city centre
sites undertaken in advance of redevelopment work. Bob Meeson, a former County Archaeologist,
was the author of 12 articles in Transactions over a period of 45 years, starting with ‘Fourth report
of excavations at Tamworth’ in volume XII (1970-71) to ‘The origins and early development of St
Editha’s church in Tamworth’ in volume XLVIII (2015). An architectural historian and archaeolo-
gist, his papers are on those subjects, and are noted for the elegant drawings of timber frames and
roofs that accompany several of the texts. He was the Society’s Secretary a number of years in the
1980s. Early in her career a music teacher in Leek, Faith Cleverdon developed an interest and
expertise in vernacular buildings, and one of her two papers ‘Cruck Buildings in the Staffordshire
Moorlands’ was in volume XXXVIII (1996-97); the other (with David Wilson) in volume XXVII
(1985-86) was on the excavation of two round barrows in the Moorlands.

A solicitor in Stourbridge, P. W. King was the author of “The Development of the Iron Industry in
South Staffordshire in the 17th century: history and myth’ in Volume XXXVIII (1996-97). A historian
of iron mining and manufacture, he was awarded a Ph.D. on this subject by Wolverhampton University
and has published numerous papers on the subject. Once the head of History at Newman College,
Birmingham, Marie Rowlands was the author of ‘Industry and Social Change in Staffordshire
1660-1770° in Volume IX (1967-68), her particular interests being industry in the West Midlands
and Roman Catholic history, on which she has published many papers.

One has only to read a few of the articles in Transactions to see that most authors acknowledge
help support and advice from a number of individuals There are, therefore, three categories of
people who were engaged in the production of papers: those whose names appear on the title page;
those who contributed whole sections of papers; and those who gave advice and support. In the last
category one of the most frequently named is Bob Meeson, whose contribution to the success of
Transactions therefore goes far beyond the 12 articles he has authored himself.

NOTABLE VOLUMES

Volume XXII (1980-81) is devoted to the archaeology and early history of the city of Lichfield with
eight articles in all forming the first and so far only single theme volume. This was at the sugges-
tion of Martin Carver, then of Worcester Archaeology and subsequently Professor of Archaeology at
the University of York, the author of two of the articles. The volume was extensively promoted in
Lichfield to the extent that an advertisement was placed in the Lichfield Mercury offering off-prints
for sale; the response was poor and this type of promotion has not been repeated. The volume is
very frequently accessed through the Society’s website; this is not surprising as it reviews the history
and archaeology of Lichfield from prehistoric times to the Civil War with articles by notable experts
such as Martin Carver, Mike Hodder, Robin Studd, P. R. Wilson, S. R. Bassett, C. J. Harrison, and
M. R. Hummler. Not only is there interesting text to read, but there are illustrations of excavations,
maps, and of course full and comprehensive references. This was an excellent experiment by the
Society but one it has not repeated. There have been a further 16 articles concerning the history and
archaeology of Lichfield published in other issues of the Transactions since volume XXII, notably



TRANSACTIONS: A CELEBRATION OF FIFTY VOLUMES OF STAFFORDSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGY AND HISTORY 7

that by T. R. Slater in Volume XXVI (1984-85), ‘The topography and planning of medieval Lichfield:
a critique’, basically a critical assessment of Bassett’s paper in Volume XXII. There have also been
several articles on Lichfield Cathedral close by Nigel Tringham, and most recently an important
one by Andrew Sargent (of Keele University) in Volume XLVI (2013), ‘Early Medieval Lichfield a
reassessment’ in which he reviews previous work in the light of excavations at the Cross Keys site.
Still on a Lichfield theme, the only article, or indeed lecture, that has induced the Lichfield Mercury
to report it on its front page — with banner headlines — was on the city, namely ‘The Origins of
Lichfield’, in which Christopher Taylor, then of the Royal Commission on Historic Monuments, put
forward the suggestion, now generally accepted, that the town of Lichfield was not of ancient origin
but a medieval ‘new town’ (Volume X, 1968-69).

Nigel Tringham’s article in Volume XLVI (2013) on ‘The 1655 petition against the enclosure of
Needwood Forest’ represents a new departure in the writing of papers on social history. As well as
a detailed discussion of the petition and its presentation to the Lord Protector (Oliver Cromwell), it
contains images of the signatures of the inhabitants of the area who supported it together with tran-
scriptions of their names, thus recording what was probably the bulk of those living in and around
the forest. Such papers are of considerable value in genealogical research.

FINANCIAL SUPPORT

As noted by the Editorial Committee many articles throughout the life of Transactions record grants
made by various bodies to support their publication; particularly those reporting the results of
archaeological excavations. The Society acknowledges this with much gratitude as this has allowed
the high standards of Tramsactions to be maintained. The list of donor bodies is substantial and
includes grants from local charities (including the Swinfen-Broun Trust and the Lichfield Conduit
Lands Trust), local authorities, and national organisations. In recent years about two-thirds of vol-
umes have received some support, which has always been for the publication of specific papers
rather than a grant for the volume as a whole. The amount varies from year to year, mostly being
well under the cost to the Society of printing the volume, although one volume was paid for in
its entirety and for another about 80% of the cost was covered. But one third of the volumes have
received no grant and the cost of publishing them has been born entirely by the Society. The num-
ber of articles attracting grants for publication has fallen in recent years. In particular, the number
of articles supported by local organisations in and around Staffordshire has fallen significantly. The
cost of publishing Transactions remains the largest item in the Society’s expenditure, but members
receive a free copy and have free access to past copies on line.

CIRCULATION AND IMPACT

Every full Society member receives a printed copy of the volume of Transactions produced in the
year of membership. Copies are deposited in local libraries and there are a number of institutional
subscribers who receive a copy. All volumes are available on line through the Society’s website
www.sahs.uk.net and for full members this access is free. Since 2010 individuals have been able to
purchase associate membership which allows access to on line copies of Transactions but not other
membership benefits. The Society has produced a compact disc (cd) containing volumes I to XLII
which is available for purchase and back numbers are also still available in hard copy.

It is all very well for the Society to publish learned papers in this manner but it counts for lit-
tle unless they are read, yet it is surprisingly difficult to determine just how many people do this,
although some assessment is possible. The editorial in volume XIX (1977-78) notes the use of articles
in Transactions by other authors. One paper singled out for mention was Jim Gould’s ‘First report
of excavations at Tamworth — the Saxon Defences’ in volume IX (1967-68). The editorial states
that “In a forthcoming book, The Castle Story by Sheila Sancha in the Puffin series (hardback by
Collins), Tamworth was chosen to illustrate Saxon defences. The Saxon defences at Tamworth are
also referred to in the standard work Archaeology of Saxon England, edited by D. M. Wilson, and
illustrations of the excavations are included in David Brown’s Anglo Saxon England, published in
the Bodley Head Archaeology Series. The drawings of the Saxon gateway at Tamworth have also
been used by Longmans in a booklet on King Alfred in their School Council History project ‘Saxon
England’”. It was also noted that D. M. Palliser’s book The Making of the Staffordshire Landscape
(1976) contained many references to articles in Transactions: one of his plates is from Transactions
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and two of his figures are based on illustrations from it. Transactions continues to be cited in other
publications such as volumes of the Victoria County History of Staffordshire, not least because its
articles are fully referenced and such citations alone are of considerable value in giving a history
of previous research on the topic. (Although given the current state of academic libraries, it might
be difficult to trace copies of some of the papers cited).

One means of assessing the impact of Transactions is to find the number of times a particular
article has been referenced in the published literature. This is not straightforward for a publica-
tion which is not a major international journal, but some assessment is possible bearing in mind
that the sources for such an assessment are themselves not comprehensive and do not capture all
references. However, these sources show that the most referenced article in Transactions is Mike
Hodder’s ‘Excavations at Sandwell Priory and Hall 1982-88’ (being volume XXXI, 1989-90) with
over twice as many appearances as the next paper which is S. R. Bassett’s ‘Medieval Lichfield: a
topographical review’ (in volume XXII, 1980-81). Other well-referenced articles are G. Rosser’s
‘The Town and Guild of Lichfield in the Late Middle Ages’ in volume XXVII (1985-86) and the
paper by I. M. Ferris ‘Horse and Rider Brooches in Britain, a new example from Rocester’ in vol-
ume XXVI (1984-85). All of these are from the 1980s — a golden age for Transactions? The most
referenced author is also Mike Hodder with more than three times the number of references as the
next author, Jim Gould.

It is more difficult to determine how many times information from articles in Transactions has
been used in databases or articles on the internet. One example is the on-line Clergy of the Church of
England Database (CCID) which refers to four Transactions papers in its bibliography for Lichfield
diocese. Wikipedia is another internet database which includes material taken from the Transactions
but there is no straightforward way of determining how often they are referenced. The Society’s own
website is regularly searched for on-line copies of Transactions by both members and non-members,
but there is no particular pattern to the hits although in the past two years many volumes have been
downloaded: Volumes I (1959-60), XXII (1980-81), and XXXIX (2001) seem to be particularly
popular but there is no way of knowing which articles in each volume were being sought.

Publication of articles in Transactions ensures that the research reported is available in detail to
the public for evermore and so Transactions is very much a ‘Journal of Record’. It is notable that
the on-line copies of journals published in the 1960s are still regularly accessed fifty or so years
later, showing that the work is still relevant. Recently the Society has made efforts to reduce the
stock of off-prints it holds, and many have been eagerly snapped up.

From an archaeological point of view, the highlights, which make Transactions of more than just
local significance are the series of reports on excavations at Wall and Tamworth but every reader
will have their own favourite article amongst those published and there is no consensus on which
one is the most significant or enjoyable. One person will enjoy reading an article about their own
village or parish more than any other, another reader will find the most interesting to be one that
provides new insights into a previously uncertain area, whilst others will appreciate most the qual-
ity of the research or the elegance of the writing. There is something in Transactions for everyone.

The Society has not seen Transactions as a forum in which to air controversies. Volume XXXIII
(1991-92) contains a paper by Jim Gould on ‘Further thoughts of Letocetum’, essentially an attack on
Bert Round’s paper ‘Excavations at the mansio site at Wall’ published in volume XXXII (1990-91).
Round’s response also appears in volume XXXIII following Gould’s paper. The editor commented
that whilst it was hoped that this exchange was of interest to members, much still remained to be
discovered through archaeological excavation at Wall and the Society would prefer not to encourage
further interpretive articles in the near future, thus preventing further publication of what had all the
promise of an entertaining and instructive academic dispute.

THE FUTURE

As long as the Society is financially viable the future of Transactions seems secure, but there does
need to be an editor with the skill and dedication to find quality contributions and to help an author
refine the text to ensure absolute clarity of meaning, whilst maintaining an elegant and free-flowing
narrative. An active editorial committee is essential to help find financial support for individual
articles especially the more lengthy ones which contain many photographs and figures. With all of
this in place there is no reason that the 100th volume should not be celebrated in a further 50 years
time. Just how that issue would be published is an entirely different matter, as demand for printed
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copies held in libraries shrinks, as indeed does the number of libraries, and on line publication may
well become the only option.

[The author wishes to thank those members of the Society who provided information used in this
note, without which it would have been much shorter, and Scott McGowan of Keele University for
searching the Humanities Citation Index.]



STAFFORDSHIRE’S PAST IN FIFTY VOLUMES:
A MICROCOSM OF BRITISH ARCHAEOLOGY

JOHN HUNT and MIKE HODDER

To complement the preceding article in this celebratory 50th issue of the Transactions, giving an
account of the journal’s origin, editors, contributors, and scope of contents, the present article con-
centrates on how in particular archaeology has been treated in the past fifty volumes.

The Society’s Transactions has reflected and reported Staffordshire’s rich vein of historical and
archaeological work, and as might be expected of a vibrant journal, this has often provided a spring-
board for further work. This latter aspect is a vital part of what the Staffordshire Historical and
Archaeological Society seeks to promote. In 2011, following a prolonged period of discussion and
debate, a regional statement was published of recommended research frameworks for the archaeology
of the West Midlands.' The work that makes such strategic reviews possible is largely published in
county journals like the Transactions. They are a vital part of the fabric of scholarship in Britain, in
that not only do they disseminate our current and changing state of knowledge, but they also provide
the catalyst to pushing further the boundaries of our thinking. They provide the platform for future
scholarship and collaborative working. Our understanding of Staffordshire’s past owes much to the
contribution made by the Society’s Transactions, and as the challenges of the research framework’s
process are gradually addressed, they will continue to play a fundamental role in Staffordshire, the
region and further afield.

PREHISTORIC AND ROMAN STAFFORDSHIRE

There has been a considerable increase in our knowledge and understanding of prehistoric and Roman
Staffordshire over the sixty years represented by Transactions. Papers include reports of excavations
specifically intended to investigate prehistoric and Roman features; the discovery of features and
objects during the excavation of sites thought to be principally of later dates; investigation through
watching brief or salvage recording; and discoveries of individual objects, or more rarely groups of
objects. Reports on large-scale archaeological projects including extensive excavation in advance
of gravel quarrying in the Trent and Tame valleys and infrastructure schemes such as the M6 Toll
motorway have tended to be published elsewhere, often in independent monographs, but they have
nonetheless made extensive reference to Transactions papers. In a regional context, reports published
in Transactions have made a significant contribution to the overall and period-specific volumes
of the West Midlands Regional Research Framework which assess the current state of knowledge
and identify priorities for future research.> The papers published in Transactions, therefore, reflect
trends in archaeological research over half a century, demonstrate the sheer quantity of prehistoric
and Roman remains throughout the county, while the cumulative information contained within them
points to particular opportunities for future work.

Reports in the earlier volumes of Transactions tend to derive from work undertaken by local
groups and individuals, and in particular they record the considerable achievements of the Society
itself at Wall. In addition, university- and museum-based researchers contributed papers on studies
of objects, and research projects took place under the aegis of universities and local authorities.
Excavations in advance of development — gravel extraction, road construction, and new buildings
in urban and rural locations — have taken place in the county since the 1960s, and the results of
development-based work in particular have drawn attention to both the extent of prehistoric and
Roman remains and the variation in their intensity across the county. In rural areas, excavations have
located features that are not visible as crop marks or are on soil types which are not conducive to
crop-mark formation, and the discovery of prehistoric features and objects in excavations in Lichfield
and Stafford demonstrates the survival of such remains in what are now urban areas.

As mentioned below in relation to Wall, information derived from past research needs to be
brought together and reassessed in the light of current knowledge. This is also the case for individual
objects and groups of objects, whose broader significance might not have been recognised. As at
Hales, new fieldwork may locate hitherto unrecognised features around and beyond known sites, and
research on the Gainsborough hoard and Knave’s Castle shows how antiquarian records and other

1 Watt 2011.
2 Watt 2011; Garwood 2007; Hurst 2017; White and Hodder 2018.
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documentary sources can be used to interpret artefacts or features even if they no longer survive.
There also needs to be greater recognition of the extent and survival of archaeological remains
of prehistoric and Roman date which resulted from non-intensive activity and did not involve the
creation of prominent features or monuments, but are nonetheless significant in understanding these
periods of the county’s past.

EARLY PREHISTORIC: Palaeolithic, Mesolithic, Neolithic and Early Bronze Age (up to c. 1500 BC)
The only article in Transactions relating to the Palaeolithic period is a description of two hand axes,
one made of flint, the other from a quartzite pebble, both found by chance on field surfaces.® Caves
in the Staffordshire part of the Peak District were occupied during glacial periods and interglacials,*
but there is currently much less evidence of human activity in the distant past in the southern part
of the county. The apparent dearth of recorded finds probably reflects a lack of recognition rather
than a lack of past human activity: deposits of this period survive along the River Trent, where they
have been recorded in quarries.’

By contrast, the analyses of assemblages of Mesolithic flints from Bourne Pool® and Sandwell
Priory” make a significant contribution to our understanding of this period in the region as a whole.
The first site was located by field-walking, the second during excavation of a medieval monastery,
and both sites included possible Mesolithic features, which are rare survivals.® They are comple-
mented by the flint assemblage found in a cave or rock shelter at Rugeley.’

Pits, hollows, and postholes containing Middle Neolithic impressed pottery and worked flint were
found at Fisherwick in the excavation of a site that was otherwise of Roman date,'* and at Lichfield
in an excavation that was primarily concerned with the investigation of later periods.!" Several worked
flints of later Neolithic or early Bronze Age type have been found in excavations on Roman sites
at Wall,”> and Neolithic pits, pottery, and charred grain were found to the south-east of Wall in the
M6 Toll excavations.”® Other than in the Trent and Tame valleys and the Peak District, the county
has been characterised as being devoid of those Neolithic and early Bronze Age ‘monuments’ visible
as cropmarks or surviving as upstanding features, and as having generally sparse finds of objects
of these periods." The discoveries at Wall and Lichfield nonetheless suggest extensive Neolithic
activity beyond those areas with prominent monuments."

The Neolithic causewayed enclosures at Mavesyn Ridware and Alrewas in the Trent valley, both
identified by aerial survey in the 1970s, have been sampled by excavation recently but reports are
not yet available. Reports on the investigation of Neolithic and early Bronze Age ceremonial sites
at the Tame/Trent confluence have been published elsewhere.'¢

In the Staffordshire part of the Peak District, two cup- and ring-marked stones of late Neolithic
or early Bronze Age date were found on the same farm,” whilst another cup-marked stone may
have been associated with a burial in an early Bronze Age barrow at Low Bent."® This and the
nearby barrow at Low Farm were both visible as mounds prior to excavation, but a burial with a
collared urn at The Roaches, discovered by chance during path repairs, does not seem to have been
covered by a mound." Barrows surviving in the Peak District are matched further south by ring
ditches visible as crop marks, particularly in the Trent Valley, many of which would originally have
surrounded mounds.*

3 Trans. XIV, 1-5.
4 e.g. Myers 2007, particularly fig. 3.1
5 e.g. Buteux and Chapman 2009.
6 Trans. XIV, 6-28.
7 Trans. XXXI (whole volume).
8 Myers 2007, 28-35.
9 Cane and Cane 1986.
10 Trans. X, 1-22.
11 Trans. XX, 11-69.
12 Trans. VII 10, 35-6; XI, 25-6; XXIII, 38, 43-4.
13 Fitzpatrick 2008, 504.
14 Garwood 2007a, 202.
15 Neolithic and Bronze Age pottery and worked flint have also been found in excavation of a Roman villa at Acton Trussell
(publication forthcoming in Transactions).
16 e.g. Buteux and Chapman 2009.
17 Trans. XXXVI, 16-20; XXXVII, 1-5.
18 Trans. XXVII, 1-26.
19 Trans. XLIX, 1-27.
20 e.g. Wardle 2017, 97.
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LATER PREHISTORIC: Middle Bronze Age and Iron Age (c. 1500 BC to AD 43)

Middle Bronze Age cremation burials were found during a watching brief and salvage recording
at Hints Quarry®' and in excavation at Tucklesholme,” where they were located near ring-ditches
which were visible as crop marks and may themselves originally have enclosed burials. Settlements
of Middle Bronze Age date are difficult to locate in the county: that at Fisherwick was found in
the investigation of crop marks which were shown to be natural ice wedge casts.® A pit found in
small-scale archaeological work at Shugborough which contained Middle Bronze Age pottery and
charred barley grain is likely to have been associated with a settlement.*

Several burnt mounds have been found in Staffordshire, particularly in the centre and south of
the county,” and radiocarbon dating of excavated burnt mounds at Millwich® and Sandwell Valley*
has confirmed that they are broadly of Middle Bronze Age date like the other dated examples in the
Birmingham area.”® Although debate continues about their function, these enigmatic sites provide
some indication of the density and general location of contemporary settlement even if they are
located away from the settlements themselves.

Many individual metal items of Middle and Late Bronze Age have been found in the county,
including palstaves and a spearhead,” but their provenance was often imprecisely recorded. However,
the locatio