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	As is typical of Roman fortresses, or Castrum, Caerleon was roughly rectangular in shape, with the edge of the land within the walls dedicated to the barracks of, assuming the accuracy of The Liber De Munitionibus Castrorum, Legionary forces[footnoteRef:1]. The walls, initially constructed from earth banks, and topped with wooden ramparts, but later replaced with stone, are estimated to have been up to three metres in height, and – certainly by the time they were replaced with stone – were intervaled with towers, providing a vantage point from which bows could be fired, in the event of an assault[footnoteRef:2]. These walls, and the ditches which fronted them, separated the Castrum from the larger civilian settlement which surrounded it, although archaeology upon the site has shown that these did not prevent interaction between the soldiers, and the local population[footnoteRef:3].  [1:  Gaius Julius Hygenius, FORTIFYING A ROMAN CAMP: The Liber de Munitionibus Castrorum of Hyginus, trans. by D. B. Campbell, (Bocca della Verità Publishing, Glasgow, 2018), Pp. 17-19 & P. 79.]  [2:  J. K. Knight, Caerleon Roman Fortress, (Cadw, Cardiff, 2003), Pp. 15-17.]  [3:  Knight, Caerleon, P. 16 & P.28 & P. 41.] 

	Though crude, relative to defensive structures seen in later periods, these defences were certainly adequate for the site. The earthen wall, and wooden rampart, of the earlier period of the Castrum’s existence, is essentially the same type defence seen in many pre-Roman, Brittonic contour hillforts, but none the less seems to have been effective; the fortress was occupied by the Romans from 74AD, until around 300AD, and was abandoned due to the politics of the Roman Empire of that time, rather than any sort of counter-conquest[footnoteRef:4].  [4:  A. Henton, ‘Iron Age Hillforts’, The Field, (2012). & Knight, Caerleon, P. 3 & Pp. 12-14.] 

Despite the crudeness of the defences, the design of the Castrum shows great tactical consideration. For example, it is built in such a way as to have the corners facing the cardinal points of a compass, meaning – in turn – that much of the walls face according to ordinal points [image: ]of a compass[footnoteRef:5]. This is significant as it means that, at no point in the day, could the glare of a setting, or rising, sun impede the lines of sight of the majority of the defending Romans. This leaves the eastern, and western, corners of the fortress the most vulnerable, far smaller areas than would have been vulnerable, had the walls faced the cardinal points of a compass, and therefore easier to compensate for. Additionally, at least by the time of the fortresses use of stone walls, the walls sported towers at intervals of no more than fifty metres, meaning that soldiers on guard would be within sight of one another[footnoteRef:6]. [5:  Knight, Caerleon, P. 17.]  [6:  Ibid, P. 17.] 

Interestingly, the walls at Caerleon are outward facing only, with relatively easy access to the wall from the inside of the fortress[footnoteRef:7]. Tactically this is both an advantage and a disadvantage. It is an advantage in that it allows defenders easy access to the walls, and means that an invading enemy cannot take the walls, without taking the entire fortress at the same time, making the task of conquest far more difficult. However, it also leaves the fortress vulnerable to internal strife, with no internal face of the walls, and the premise of a central keep having yet to be invented, loyal soldiers would have no where to retreat to, in the event of a mutiny. [7:  Ibid, P. 38-40] 

[image: ]Per the instructions of Hygenius, the Castrum featured barracks in strips, along its perimeter[footnoteRef:8]. A tactically sound design, as it meant – in the event of an assault – that all the necessary troops could reach, and defend, the walls within a relatively short amount of time. Having the barracks along the perimeter also would mean that the more vulnerable, and the more vital, personnel would be safer, during any attack, towards the centre of the fort[footnoteRef:9]. Thus, the things vital to sustaining the troops; doctors, stores, and commanders; would be kept in relative safety. [8:  Hygenius, Castrorum, trans. by Campbell, P. 19. & Knight, Caerleon, Pp. 42-43.]  [9:  Knight, Caerleon, P. 17.] 

Overall, I find the fortifications at Caerleon to have been simple, but effective. Generally, adequate for the defence of the fort, and very well designed. Pretty much typical of Roman fortifications in every way, they show that knowledge was shared across the Empire, but also innovated upon, with consideration of local conditions.
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