
Medieval 
Settlement 
Research Group 

•^^rvvfei ^S^^m^::.:, 

* • IM 

M.S.R.G.f 

Annual Report 15,2000 





Medieval 
Settlement 

Research Group 

Annual Report 15,2000 

l 



OFFICERS FOR 2001 

PRESIDENT 

HON. VICE-PRESIDENTS 

SECRETARY 

TREASURER 

EDITOR 

COMMITTEE 

Dr. H. S. A. Fox 
Department of English Local History 
University of Leicester 
Marc Fitch House 
5 Salisbury Road 
Leicester LEI 7QR 

F. A. Aberg, Esq. 
Professor M. W. Beresford 
Dr. J. G. Hurst 
Mrs. J. Le Patourel 

S. Coleman 
Heritage and Environment Group 
D.E.E.D. 
Bedfordshire County Council 
County Hall 
Cauldwell Street 
Bedford MK42 9AP 

Dr. R. E. Glasscock 
Department of Geography 
University of Cambridge 
Downing Place 
Cambridge CB2 3EN 

Mr. R. Daniels 
Tees Archaeology 
Sir William Gray House 
Clarence Road 
Hartlepool TS24 8BT 

D. Hadley (University of Sheffield), 
O. Creighton (University of Exeter) 
A. Reynolds (University of London) 
P. Corser (RCAHMS) 
B. Sylvester (Clwyd Powys Archaeological Trust) 
G. Brown (English Heritage) 
E. Dennison (Archaeological Consultant) 
R. Hoppitt (Suffolk College) 
P. Herring (Cornwall Achaeological Unit) 

2 



CONTENTS 

Officers for 2001 2 

Contents 3 

Editorial Comments 4 

Announcements 4 

MSRG Spring Conference 2000: Suffolk 5 

Rural settlement Patterns in Medieval Suffolk, Edward Martin 5 

A Landscape of Dispersed Settlement - Change and growth in South-East Suffolk, John Newman 7 

Castle Rising, Norfolk: a 'Landscape of Lordship', Robert Liddiard 8 

The Whittlewood Project: Interim Report 2000-1, Mark Page and Richard Jones 10 

South-West Cambridgeshire Project: Summary Report 1999-2000, Susan Oosthuizen and Mary Hesse 19 

Ethnicity and Moated settlement in Medieval Ireland: a review of current thinking, Tadhg O'Keeffe 21 

Fieldwork and Excavation in 2000 

England 26 

Wales 38 

Book Reviews 39 

Select Bibliography on Medieval Rural Settlement 2000, Mark Page 41 

Sources of Information on Medieval Settlement 42 

Medieval Rural Settlements - A Policy on their Research, Survey, Conservation and Excavation 43 

Membership Changes 47 

Annual Report of the Trustees ' 48 

Accounts of the MSRG 49 

3 



EDITORIAL COMMENT 
This report marks the true beginning of the group's Whittlewood research project and as such it is pleasant to see a 
substantive report from those involved in the work, We look forward to seeing this progress. 

This report is also my last as editor and I would like to convey my thanks to all who have submitted material in the last 
seven years or so and to the committee of MSRG for all the support they have provided. I will as usual record my great 
thanks to Mike Silk at Silk and Terry who puts a lot of effort into ensuring that the group has a professionally produced 
report year after year. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 

The Annual general Meeting will take place on Saturday 1st December at Birkbeck College, London and will be on the 
topic of Coastal Settlement. 

WEBSITE 
The research group website can be found at www.britarch.ac.uk/msrg.. 

CONFERENCES 
Following the unfortunate cancellation of the Spring 2001 conference in Edinburgh due to Foot and Mouth Disease, 
this has been re-arranged for 20-21st April 2002, again in Edinburgh. 

There will be a conference in the South-West of England in Autumn 2002 and in Ireland in Spring 2003. 

Anybody wishing further information about these should contact the secretary. 

COMPETITION 
The group would like to have a logo to help to clearly promote the identity of the group. We are offering the prize of 
a book token to the member who comes up with an idea or design for a logo which is a clear reflection of the group's 
interests. 

Entries should be sent to the Hon. Secretary, the closing date is 30th April, 2002 and the winning design will appear in 
the next Annual Report and all group literature. 

RESEARCH GRANTS 
The group can make grants upto a maximum of £500 annually for the support of research by members of the Group 
within its field of interest. Preference will normally be given to field survey, documentary research and preparation of 
graphics rather than to excavation and the preparation of reports for publication. A summary report of the work will be 
required within a year and, subject to editorial consideration, may be published in the Annual Report. 

Applicants should reply by letter (4 copies) summarising the proposed research and the costs involved. Mention should 
be made of other applications for funding. The names of two referees should be included. Letters should be addressed 
to the Treasurer (Dr R E Glasscock, Dept of Geography, Downing Place, Cambridge, CB2 3EN). To reach him by 1st 
December in the year preceding that in which work will be carried out. Applicants will normally be notified of the 
outcome in March. 
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MSRG Spring Conference 
April 2000, Suffolk 

by Stephen Coleman 

The Group's Spring Conference in April based at the 
University of East Anglia in Norwich was a great success 
and attended by over 60 delegates. The development of 
rural settlement patterns in medieval Norfolk and Suffolk 
were explained by Andrew Rogerson, Edward Martin 
and John Newman whilst Leigh Alston discussed the 
evidence provided by standing buildings. Brian Cushion, 
Alan Davison and Peter Wade-Martins demonstrated the 
considerable results of field recording by the Norfolk 
Earthworks Project and Rosemary Hoppitt examined the 
impact of park creation in Suffolk on settlement. Finally 

Early commentators on the Suffolk landscape noted three 
principal regions - a large central area with heavy clay 
soils derived from glacial till and two flanking areas with 
sandy soils (Kirby 1735, 1-2; MacCulloch 1976, 19; 
Young 1797, 3-5). The clayland was named as The 
Woodland(s)' or 'High Suffolk'; the north-eastern sands 
were known originally as 'The Fielding' and later as 
'Breckland'; while those to the southeast were called 
'The Sandlings' or 'The Sandlands'. This very basic 
division of the county has been confirmed by the results 
of a recent Historic Landscape Characterisation Project 
sponsored by English Heritage (Ford 1999). 

The areas with sandy soils had large communal fields 
until the 18th or 19th centuries, but these were rarely as 
regular as the three-field systems that occurred in the 
Midland counties of England. They tended to be more 
numerous (e.g. twelve at Brandon), of varying sizes and 
with more complex cropping regimes (Postgate 1973, 
281-324; Bailey 1989, 40-5). There is also very little 
convincing evidence for ridge-and-furrow. It is, 
however, the clayland area that had the most complex 
and least understood field systems. Late 16th and 17th 
century cartographic and literary evidence indicates a 
clayland landscape that was largely enclosed (Tusser 
1573, 14; Hervey 1902, 14). Although some clayland 
parishes certainly had had common fields of irregular 
type, as at Walsham-le-Willows (Dodd 1974; Dymond 
1974; West and McLoughlin 1997), there are other 
parishes, like Hitcham, that show very little evidence of 
ever having had common fields. Hitcham appears to be 
have been farmed in severalty as early as the 13th 
century, its farmsteads dispersed around the parish, each 
with its own group of hedged fields. It brings to mind Sir 
Philip Skippon's comment, in 1669, that in High Suffolk 
'the farmhouses are scattered conveniently up and 
downe' (Hood 1926, 168). A significant number of the 
tenements at Hitcham (and elsewhere in Suffolk) bear 

Rob Liddiard presented his thought provoking views on 
the planning of the settlement landscape at Castle Rising 
in Norfolk. Next day the Group enjoyed field visits to 
several locations in south Norfolk and Mid Suffolk. 
These included the deserted settlement at Bixley, the town 
of Eye, Bungay Castle, the moated South Elmham Hall 
and nearby minster or chapel site and several large greens 
with associated settlement at Hales, Greshaw, 
Chippenhall and Wingfield Greens, the latter including a 
fortified manor house surrounded by a moat. 

names that are derived from the surnames of tenants 
named in 13th and 14th century documents (Martin in 
prep.). 

Some of the clay intertluves bear co-axial field systems -
groups of roughly parallel longitudinal boundaries, 
mostly slightly sinuous, that run for considerable 
distances. There is considerable debate about the date of 
these, suggestions range from the Bronze Age through to 
the early medieval period (Martin 1999a, 52-58; 
Rackham 1986, 158; Warner 1996, 144-53; Williamson 
1987). It is hoped that a current English Heritage-
sponsored project on the Historic Field Systems of East 
Anglia, being carried out by Dr Max Satchell, will help to 
resolve some of the dating difficulties through relating 
the fields to their historic management. 

The framework of major settlements was largely 
established by 1086. The Domesday record of churches 
in Suffolk is extraordinary, the greatest for any county in 
England. It shows that 418, four out of every five of the 
known medieval churches, were standing in 1086 (Scarfe 
1999). In many cases, particularly on the clayland, the 
church now stands in paired isolation with a manorial 
hall, probably reflecting a Late Saxon pattern of thegnly 
halls with their own private churches (Martin 1999b). At 
present it is unclear to what extent these original hall/ 
church complexes included ordinary villagers' houses. 
At All Saints South Elmham, an isolated church is flanked 
by a hall and a parsonage, but fieldwalking by Mike 
Hardy failed to reveal evidence of a deserted village, 
suggesting these complexes are part of the wider pattern 
of dispersed settlement. Recent work by Brian Roberts 
on national settlement patterns in the mid 19th century 
has shown that Suffolk had medium to high densities of 
dispersed settlements, in contrast to the Midlands, where 
nucleated settlements were dominant (Roberts and 
Wrathmell 1995; Roberts 1999). 

Rural Settlement Patterns in Medieval Suffolk 
by Edward Martin 
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Deserted medieval villages of the Midlands type are 
largely absent from Suffolk. Even in supposedly marginal 
Breckland, there is only limited evidence for villages that 
were deserted in the Middle Ages (with more in the 
Norfolk than in the Suffolk part; Sussams 1996, 86-8). It 
is certainly true that the highly arable nature of Suffolk 
over the last two hundred years has resulted in a general 
scarcity of earthworks (Podd 1995), but this is not the 
sole explanation. What is more important is the original 
dispersed settlement pattern. When desertions occurred, 
they tended to be of individual farmsteads, rather than 
whole villages. As the buildings were normally all of 
timber, they were either removed for reuse or rotted away 
completely, leaving little above ground. Until the 1950s, 
many of the farmstead sites were still discernible as 
hedged yards or small fields, either on the edges of greens 
or in isolated positions with tracks or driftways leading 
to them. Many of these have since been obliterated 
through the removal of hedges and the enlarging of fields 
and the sites now only show as scatters of pottery, brick 
and tile on arable fields Fieldwalking has revealed the 
locations of large numbers of these vanished medieval 
farmsteads (e.g. Hardy 1989). 

Many of the clay land farmsteads are moated (Martin 
1999c). Over 850 moats have been recorded in Suffolk, a 
total that only Essex can match in the whole of England. 
In part this is because the clayland has the necessary 
water-retentive subsoil, but it is also a reflection of the 
high number of freeholders that occur in this area. Moats 
were clearly seen as indicators of status, and most can be 
related to manorial halls, parsonages or free tenements. 
The size of the moated enclosure fiirther reflected social 
rank - manorial sites tend to be larger (an acre or more), 
while parsonages and free tenements are usually smaller 
(around half an acre). The principal manorial sites and 
the parsonages are frequently near the church in the core 
of their parishes, but the minor manors and free 
tenements are often in a peripheral position. Normally, it 
is only the domestic structures that stand on the moated 
platforms, the agricultural buildings were usually placed 
in an adjacent yard, flanking the approach to the house. 
Moat building seems to have started in the later 12th 
century and continued well into the 16th century. Some 
of the earlier moats are circular, but the majority are 
rectangular, the latest being notable for their more regxilar 
shapes. 

Another important element of the medieval clayland 
landscape was greens - areas of common pasture 
surrounded by houses (Martin 1995). These varied in size 
from several hundred acres down to less than ten. Greens 
are frequently located on heavy clay land with poor 
natural drainage, as is commonly found on the flat 
interfluves of north Suffolk. Before the widespread 
introduction of under-draining in the 19th century, this 
land was difficult to cultivate successfully, but could be 
relied on to produce good crops of grass. Greens therefore 
tend to be situated on the higher ground on the margins 
of parishes, away from the slopes and valleys where the 
best arable land was to found and where the manor house 
and church are more likely to be located. Woods tend to 
occur in the same topographical positions as greens, and 
some greens actually have 'wood' names, e.g. Norwood 

Green in Cratfield. This strongly suggests that there is a 
close relationship between greens and woods. Continual 
grazing of wooded waste or wood-pasture could have 
prevented tree regeneration, leading to a gradual 
conversion from wood to pasture. Preserved amongst the 
List of Benefactors of Bury Abbey is a story about Ulf 
son of Manning, who lived just before the Norman 
Conquest. He revoked his father's gift of land to the 
abbey and was promptly bitten by a snake. In fear of his 
life, he offered the monks a choice of either Syleham or 
Chippenhall in Fressingfield. The monks chose 
Chippenhali because i t abounded in woods' (Hervey 
1925, 11,291). In 1066 there was wood for 160 swine at 
Chippenhall, which had been reduced to 100 by 1086. By 
the 18th century there was virtually no woodland at 
Chippenhall, but there was, and still is, a fine green, with 
the partial ghost of another green close by. 

The only 'green' in East Anglia to be mentioned in 
Domesday Book is Mangreen (Manegrena) in Norfolk, 
just south of Norwich. The name is clearly gemaen-gene, 
'the common green', but confusingly, Mangreen does 
not now appear to have a green. On the whole, however, 
place-name evidence, both nationally and locally, 
suggests that greens were rare before the 12th century. 
The archaeological evidence from Suffolk, mainly from 
the fieldwalking of deserted sites around the margins of 
greens, as was done by Mike Hardy around Greshaw 
Green in South Elmham and by Edward Savery around 
Rush Green in Bardwell/Stanton, also suggests a 12th 
century starting point for green-edge settlements. The 
relationship of greens to churches is also significant. The 
vast majority of Suffolk's churches were in existence by 
1086, yet churches rarely occur in association with large 
greens (those at Mellis and S. Elmham St. Michael are 
notable exceptions), though there are slightly more 
associations with small greens (as at Badley, Brockley, 
Hart est and Palgrave). All this strongly suggests that 
greens are secondary, post-Norman, elements in the 
landscape. The peripheral position of many greens within 
their parishes reinforces the impression that they are 
secondary features. 

Settlement shifts associated with the foundation of greens 
has also been demonstrated in Norfolk (Wade-Martins 
1989) and similar movements can be demonstrated in 
Suffolk. At Ixworth Thorpe, a settlement suggested by a 
scatter of Saxo-Norman pottery in a field adjacent to the 
now isolated Norman church, seems to have moved in 
the 12th century some 700m northward to Thorpe Green, 
where a new moated manor house was built. At 
Worlingworth there is such a degree in the regularity to 
the landholdings on the former Great Green that 
deliberate planning looks likely. Regularity is also 
apparent at Melford Green, Long Melford. Both belonged 
to the great abbey of Bury St Edmunds, notable for its 
early town planning (Fernie 1998,1214; Gauthiez 1998). 

This is only a brief outline of some of the current work 
being carried out on medieval settlements in Suffolk. 
Space does not allow for the inclusion of much in the 
way of social or tenurial matters, nor of the significant 
evidence arising from the study of vernacular 
architecture. 
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another shift in settlement activity could also be detected 
in the seventh or eighth century. This latter shift in the 
Middle Saxon period saw the foundation of what can 
probably be seen as the first element in the present 
landscape which is still apparent with all of the seventh 
to ninth century sites being located close to the parish 
churches in the survey area. The only exceptions to this 
pattern, where arable land allowed suitable opportunities 
for iieldwalking, being small clayland parishes, such as 
Boulge and Debach, which were probably Late Saxon 
creations away from the main areas of settlement and 
population density. 

Running into the Late Saxon period another period of 
settlement growth could be detected in the survey results 
with the creation of the lesser vills recorded in the 
Domesday Book. These sites, which can be recognised 
from the record of their names as tithe map field names, 
such as Preiston in Martlesham parish, or by general 
location, such as Wilford in Bromeswell parish, never 
achieved parish status and many appear to have been 
abandoned by the thirteenth or fourteenth century. 
However their foundation is also indicated by the surface 

A landscape of dispersed settlement - change and 
growth in south east Suffolk 

by John Newman 
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collection results and this points to h period of settlement 
growth in the later ninth and tenth century with 
supporting evidence coming from finds reported by local 
metal detector users. 

Finally the survey recovered ample evidence for the high 
population density that is known to have existed in East 
Anglia into the high medieval period. Numerous pottery 
scatters indicative of settlement sites were recorded along 
the roads, lanes and paths that still criss-cross the area. In 
addition virtually every field examined produced a 
background scatter of pottery sherds indicative of 
manured arable land. An obvious decline in the number 
of settlement sites is then apparent in the thirteenth/ 

fourteenth century period with the surviving medieval 
sites being, in many cases, the numerous timber framed 
houses which are scattered across the landscape in the 
dispersed pattern that is so characteristic of East Anglia. 

However the combination of settlement evidence from 
standing buildings and pottery scatters is even more 
complex and points to an even greater complexity of land 
holdings, feudal duties and other economic and social 
obligations which archaeological field survey can hint at 
but which will require a multi-disciplinary study to 
interpret in any meaningful way. This must be the next 
stage of the South East Suffolk Survey. 

Archaeological Service Suffolk County Council 

Castle Rising, Norfolk: 
a "Landscape of Lordship"?1 

by Robert Liddiard 

Castle Rising in north-west Norfolk is well known. 
Existing work on the castle has been largely preoccupied 
with how the building may have functioned in war, but a 
study of the castle within its landscape context sheds new 
light on the castle's origins and development. 

The castle was built by William D'Albini II a l l 3 8 , 
following his marriage to Alice of Louvain, the widow of 
Henry I. This match catapulted William into the highest 
ranks of the Anglo-Norman aristocracy and, perhaps 
unsurprisingly, this rise attracted hostile criticism from 
some quarters. The Waltham chronicle noted how "he 
became intolerably puffed up, would recognise no-one 
as his peer, and everything that our world possessed, apart 
from the king, was worthless in his eyes". Such 
comments remind us that what we see at Rising is a 
monument to the achievements of a successful courtier, 
rather than a response to the demands of strategy. In many 
respects, this helps to explain why Rising was chosen as 
the place for such a large building project, and the 
landscape features that surrounded the castle in the 
twelfth century. 

The castle was raised over an existing high-status 
building (probably the manor house of William's father) 
and this left it dangerously exposed to attack from the 
south, where the whole site was overlooked by higher 
ground. The placing of the castle here was completely at 
odds with medieval military strategy, which stressed the 
importance of siting fortifications on the highest 
available point in the landscape. However, although it 
may be compromised in strictly military terms, the 
precise location ensured that it exercised a commanding 
visual presence over the surrounding countryside. 

This desire to display the symbol of lordship is also 
reflected in the structures that surrounded the castle. To 
the south lay a deer park and rabbit warren, and to the 
north a planned town complete with parish church. 
Outside the town was a leper house and further north, 

adjacent to a cut from the river Babingley which led to a 
moated site that served as a landing stage, was a dovecote. 
The castle also stood at the centre of a large chase - a 
private hunting ground - with a circumference of twenty-
four kilometres. Crucially, from historical 
documentation, later cartographic evidence, fieldwork 
and the results of archaeological excavation, it can be 
shown that these all elements were in place during the 
Norman period. 

All these elements in some way pertained to lordly power 
or benevolence. The park and warren, where rabbit and 
deer were kept, were both potent symbols of aristocratic 
status. The planned town reflected the power of the 
creator to physically alter and regulate the landscape. The 
leper house was a symbol of charity as well as spirituality, 
and the dovecote was a quintessential symbol of manorial 
lordship. All these elements were embued with specific 
social meaning, reflected in the general word used to 
describe these residences "composites", usually 
translated as "ordered" or "regulated". The theme that 
unifies these elements is that of seigneurial power and I 
would therefore suggest that the arrangement seen at 
Rising is best described as a "landscape of lordship" - an 
area adjacent to the residential seat that had undergone 
conscious manipulation in order to produce a specific 
image. 

Perhaps more interesting is a reconstruction of the 
journey into the castle during the twelfth century. The 
main approach route into the castle was from the north, 
where visitors to the castle would have been brought by 
boat from the Wash up the river Babingley. From here 
the castle would have been a prominent landmark by 
virtue of its position on the side of the Babingley valley 
and as they approached the castle would have passed the 
dovecote - the badge of lordship conspicuously flaunted. 
From here, guests would have disembarked at a moated 
structure known as "the Isle". They then would have 

1 This is a much shortened version of a longer paper: Robert Liddiard, "Castle Rising Norfolk: A Landscape of Lordship", Anglo-Norman Studies, 
22 (2000) pp. 169-186 



passed along "havengate lane" and into the planned town. 
Before entering the town they would have passed the 
leper house and while traversing the town passed the 
church. At all times, the castle would have dominated 
their approach. Upon their final approach to the castle 
they would have passed through the gatehouse and at this 
point would have been given a full view of the elaborate 
architecture of the keep. The final part of the journey was 
to enter the forebuilding of the keep, travel up a palatial 
stairway before entering the great hall. From when the 
visitor was out at sea, until they entered the hall, there 
appears to have been a structured approach. 

Although much of the symbolism of the landscape of 
lordship pertained to social status, it would be a mistake 
to see it solely in these terms. To substitute the word 
"war" with the word "status" to describe the development 
of Castle Rising would be a grave mistake: Rising is far 
more complicated than the term "status symbol" allows. 
In terms of its overall plan and internal arrangement of 
rooms Rising was aping what was then the only royal 

castle in East Anglia - Norwich. In the design of his castle 
William D'Albini was deliberately attempting to model 
himself on the royal dignity. When this is combined with 
the evidence from the Waltham chronicle noted above 
then we begin to gain some impression of the man 
himself: an aggressive social climber who saw himself as 
second only to the king, but who was derided by others as 
a nouveau riche. 

Unfortunately, the sources do not allow us any insight 
into how often William D'Albini II actually resided at 
Rising in the twelfth century. However, when Rising 
passed to the crown in the fourteenth century Edward III 
and the Black Prince visited on numerous occasions 
during the winter hunting season. Given all the evidence 
it is not unreasonable to suggest that Rising served a 
similar purpose two centuries earlier. We should 
therefore see Castle Rising as a palatial hunting lodge 
situated at the heart of a designed landscape and marking 
the social ascendancy of a successful courtier in the 
competitive world of the Anglo-Norman aristocracy. 

Centre of East Anglian Studies, University of East 
Anglia. 
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The Whittlewood Project Interim Report 
2000-1 

by Mark Page and Richard Jones 

The establishment of the Whittlewood Project in May 
2000, funded by the Arts and Humanities Research 
Board, and sponsored by the MSRG, was outlined by 
Christopher Dyer in the Annual Report for 1999. The 
continuing need to identify those factors which led to the 
replacement of scattered settlements by nucleated 
villages over a wide area of England in the centuries 
following c.850 provides the context for this inter
disciplinary research. The Whittlewood area - a group of 
twelve parishes straddling the Buckinghamshire and 
Northamptonshire border covering approximately 100 
km sq. - was chosen for study partly because both 
nucleated and dispersed settlements developed within 
relatively short distances of each other. The intention is 
to explain why, given the similarities of topography and 
landscape, people in one place lived in villages, while in 
others they lived in hamlets and farmsteads (Dyer 1999; 
Dyer 2001). 

Over the course of the project's first year, a great deal of 
progress has been made towards achieving the main aims 
and objectives of the two-year pilot project. These are 
first, to assess the surviving archaeological and historical 
resources, in order to identify areas of particular interest 
or potential for more intensive investigation, and 
secondly, to reconstruct the landscape of the project area 
during the later middle ages, as a necessary precursor to 
the much more difficult task of reconstructing the 
landscape of the Roman and early medieval periods. 
Early cartographic evidence - for which the Whittlewood 
area is relatively well provided - has been especially 
useful in this respect, and the information from these 
maps is being entered into the project's Geographic 
Information System (GIS ArcView 3.2). 

Archaeological data, obtained partly from existing 
sources and partly from the project's own fieldwork, is 
also being added to the GIS. Of particular value is the 
information held on the Sites and Monuments Record of 
both Buckinghamshire and Northamptonshire, together 
with the published surveys of major earthworks in the 
Northamptonshire parishes undertaken by the Royal 
Commission (RCHM(E), 1982). Aerial photographs 
housed at the National Monuments Record, together with 
those with the Committee of Aerial Photography at the 
University of Cambridge, and with the archaeological 
curators in Northampton and Aylesbury, have been listed 
and analysed for evidence of former settlement and 
landscape features. In addition, paper archives of 
previous archaeological research, such as Birkbeck 
College's Towcester Hinterland fieldwalking project and 
fieldwork undertaken by the Wolverton and District 
Historical Society, have been identified and included on 
the GIS. New information has been generated mainly 

through field survey. Fifteen fields were systematically 
walked, employing the methodology designed during the 
Raunds Project (Dix, 1986-7, 4), providing a sample 
across the whole project area (Figure 1). This has 
produced artefactual evidence for all periods and has 
added to our understanding of earlier settlement patterns 
and land use. Furthermore, the new data has allowed 
critical analysis of the early cartographic evidence and 
demonstrated the antiquity of many of the features 
depicted. A survey of woodland in the north-east of the 
study area, undertaken during the winter to provide good 
visibility, identified features associated with the medieval 
management of Whittlwood Forest and the survival of 
ridge and furrow under post-medieval woodland. 

The historical research too has made good progress. The 
principal manuscript sources, in archives located in 
London, Oxford, Northampton, Aylesbury, and the USA, 
have been identified, and the transcription of many of 
these is well underway. Some important themes relating 
to the origins and development of rural settlement in 
England have begun to be investigated, including patterns 
of lordship, population, and land use. The territorial 
divisions of the project area, into hundreds, parishes, and 
minster parishes, are being examined, and the 
relationship of the inhabitants of the villages and hamlets 
to the surrounding woodland and neighbouring towns is 
being assessed. The approach has been both thematic and 
parochial. The areas of forest and woodland, for example, 
have been explored, and the region's network of roads 
and paths is to be considered. On the other hand, case 
studies have also been made of individual villages and 
parishes. 

In this report we outline our findings relating first, to the 
ancient parish of Passenham, and secondly, to the royal 
forest of Whittlewood, the expanse of woodland and plain 
from which the project takes its name. 

Passenham 

The ancient parish of Passenham (renamed Deanshanger 
in 1948) occupied almost 3253 acres in south-west 
Northamptonshire, in the extreme south of Cleley 
hundred2. In 1951 the ancient parish was abolished, being 
divided between the present-day civil parishes of 
Deanshanger and Old Stratford. In the middle ages the 
parish of Passenham contained three principal areas of 
settlement: the village of Passenham, where the parish 
church dedicated to St Guthlac was located; the village of 
Deanshanger, the main centre of population in the parish 
from at least the end of the middle ages; and a settlement 
at Puxley, an area of active assarting in the thirteenth and 
fourteenth centuries and probably before, which became 
depopulated and was enclosed in the fifteenth and 

'The authors would like to thank Chris Dyer, Mark Gardiner and Stephen Rippon for their comments during the preparation of this article. 
2 Passenham is one of the parishes included in VCH Northamptonshire, vi, Cleley Hundred, ed. P Riden (forthcoming). We are grateful to Philip 

Riden for making the drafts of this volume available to us.ckinghamshire Sites and Monuments Record CASS no. 5801. 
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Passenham (now Old 
Sttotford) 

921(c. 1608 

8 Kilometers 

Figure 1: The Whittlewood Project area showing its constituent modern civil parishes. First documentary reference 
and earliest cartographic depiction shown in brackets. Areas which have been systematically surveyed are shaded in 
grey. 
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Figure 2: The Geology ofPassenham and the location of sites mentioned in the text. 
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Figure 3: Northamptonshire Record Office (hereafter NRO), Map 4210. 

sixteenth centuries. In addition, there were a number of 
isolated forest lodges, such as those of Hanger and Shrob, 
the lodge at Wakefield (SP 738 425) (divided between 
the parishes of Passenham and Potterspury), the 
settlement at Old Stratford (divided between the parishes 
of Passenham and Cosgrove), and perhaps a few 
individual farmsteads, such as that located today at Folly 
Fields Farm, which appears on a map of c. 1608 (Figure 
3)3. The parish was thus an area of both relatively 
compact and more dispersed patterns of settlement. The 
main questions to be answered centre around the 
relationship of these various areas of settlement to each 
other and the chronology of their development. 

The geology of the parish is dominated by heavy Boulder 
Clay (Figure 2). The lighter estuarine soils are restricted 
to the Great Ouse floodplain, while tributaries to this river 
have exposed areas of limestone and outcrops of sands 
and gravels lying below the Boulder Clay. The village of 
Passenham sits on first terrace soils above the alluvium 
of the flood zone. Deanshanger occupies a central 
position within a large outcrop of Blisworth and Upper 
Estuarine limestone, while parts of the modern dispersed 
settlement of Puxley are similarly found on Blisworth 
limestone4. All three main areas of medieval settlement 
thus occupied the lighter, more easily worked soils, the 
inhabitants of which ploughed instead the heavier, more 
intractable Boulder Clay. 

This correlation between the geology of the parish and 
the principal medieval settlement pattern may be 
significant. Neighbouring settlements also exhibit a 

preference for these same soils; Potterspury and Wicken, 
for example, are both located on limestone. Likewise, 
high-status Roman buildings, as at Bradlem Pond and 
Wakefield Lodge, in Potterspury parish, stand on 
limestone, while at Deanshanger a villa site of the first to 
third centuries AD has been shown by excavation to be 
situated on river gravels (RCHM(E) 1982, 41). This 
raises the question of whether the infrastructure 
(settlement sites, roads, field systems, woodland, etc.) of 
the Roman period survived and influenced later patterns 
of settlement; or is the apparent juxtaposition of Roman 
villa and medieval village simply a product of 
independent decision-making, based on similar criteria, 
such as access to water, by generations of settlers unaware 
of previous practice? 

The three main areas of settlement within Passenham 
parish all carry names which indicate early medieval 
foundation: Passa's hamm; Dynne's hangra; and Pucca's 
(or goblin's) leah (Gover et al 1933, 101-2). The use of 
Old English personal names, however, does nothing to 
suggest continuity of occupation between the Roman and 
early medieval periods. On the contrary, place-name 
elements such as hangra ('sloping wood') and leah 
('woodland clearing') signify the presence of areas of 
woodland which pottery evidence suggests were largely 
absent in Roman times and which must have regenerated 
before these settlements were founded. Thus, at Forest 
Farm (SP 739 411) in the north-west of the parish, 
scatters of Roman pottery found during fieldwalking 
suggests that an area which was wooded in the middle 

3 Northamptonshire Record Office (hereafter NRO), Map 4210. 
4 British Geological Survey 1" series, Sheet 202 Towcester (1969). 

currently in preparation. 
Sheet 219 covering the extreme southern part of Deanshanger parish is 
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ages was ploughed in earlier times. Only at Passenham 
are the traces of activity sufficiently early to hint at the 
possibility of continuity from the Roman era. An early 
medieval cemetery was discovered within the village, in 
part of which pottery of a reported fifth-century date was 
found (RCHM(E) 1982, 109-10). 

The earliest reference to Passenham occurs in 921, when 
Edward the Elder, son of Alfred the Great, stationed his 
West Saxon army there, while the stronghold at 
Towcester was being fortified (Swanton 1996,102). This 
suggests that Passenham was in the early tenth century a 
royal estate, capable of hosting the king and his 
household. It is possible that the parish church was 
established at about this time, dedicated to St Guthlac, an 
eighth-century Mercian royal saint who was popular in 
the tenth and eleventh centuries (Brown and Roberts 
1973, 196-7). Passenham was a royal manor at the time 
of Domesday Book, with a mill, meadow, six ploughs, 
and a recorded population of sixteen. Jurisdiction 
('soke') over at least part of neighbouring Cosgrove was 
vested in the manor, possibly a sign that it was once the 
centre of a much larger territory, perhaps even a minster 
parish. Both Deanshanger and Puxley were 
ecclesiastically and tenurially dependent upon 
Passenham in 1086. Puxley was divided into two 
holdings, each of half a hide, with a single plough 
between them. It is likely that these represent little more 
than individual farmsteads. Passenham, by contrast, was 
arguably a key administrative and religious centre in a 
strategic area of Northamptonshire, close to the border 
with the Danelaw. 

The origins of Deanshanger may lie in half a hide which 
Reginald, the king's almsman, held from William I in 
Passenham in 1086. Reginald's manor, like those at 
Puxley, was probably little more than a single farmstead. 
Domesday Book records the presence there of just one 
plough and four bordars. The manor's creation may be 
revealed in a charter of 937, preserved in the Red Book 
of Thorney, which records a grant of land made by King 
Athelstan to Sigulf at 'Newtown' (Niwantune). The 
charter follows the boundaries of an estate centred on 
Dinneshangren, close to the River Ouse, which 
incorporated a south field (suthfeld). Other elements of 
the charter may be linked with physical features which 
still survive in the modern landscape of Passenham parish 
(Green 1969). It is the reference to the suthfeld, however, 
that is of particular interest, suggesting perhaps the 
existence of a common field system already by this date. 
The south field of Deanshanger is depicted on the earliest 
surviving map of the village, the Whittlewood Forest map 
of c. 1608. However, there remains a question mark over 
the identification of this charter with Deanshanger, and it 
has been suggested that it in fact refers to Water Newton 
in Huntingdonshire (Hart 1966, 150-5). 

Despite the uncertainities surrounding this charter, it does 
not seem to be stretching the available evidence too far to 
suggest that both Deanshanger and Puxley were 
secondary settlements, established before the Norman 
Conquest by grants of land made by the king out of the 

royal manor of Passenham. Both Deanshanger and 
Puxley remained ecclesiastically and administratively 
dependent upon Passenham throughout the middle ages, 
as is made evident by records such as tax returns, which 
do not usually distinguish the inhabitants of the various 
settlements in the parish until the sixteenth century. 
Before that date all those contributing to a tax were 
grouped together under the single heading of Passenham 
(or Deanshanger and Passenham)5. This was in spite of 
the fact that by the fourteenth century, at the very latest, 
all three settlements possessed a separate field system, 
and that Deanshanger was rapidly becoming the main 
centre of population within the parish. 

Although the precise origins of these settlements can only 
be the subject of informed speculation, something more 
tangible may be said about their form and development. 
Medieval Passenham was a linear settlement, with 
buildings stretching for about 500m along both sides of a 
lane, the mill, church and manor house all being 
originally located towards its eastern end (Figure 4). The 
settlement at Deanshanger developed from an original 
nucleus around a large green, where the main 
Buckingham road crosses King's Brook, at a junction 
with the roads from Puxley and Wicken. Puxley's form is 
more difficult to assess. Originally the settlement can 
have been no more than a scattered group of farmsteads 
constructed on areas of cleared woodland. However, the 
expansion of the settlement in the centuries prior to the 
Black Death and the creation of the open fields may have 
resulted in some degree of reorganisation, perhaps 
leading to the establishment of a more compact 
settlement. One hundred metres south-west of a moated 
site (SP 763 423), located on Watling Street, 200g of 
medieval pottery have been recovered and limestone 
scatters observed, interpreted as house platforms 
suggesting perhaps settlement associated with the high-
status site (Lawrence n.d.). The testing of this hypothesis, 
however, must await further archaeological 
investigation. A further two bags of medieval pottery 
from this area (SP 761 421 and SP 762 421) are housed 
in the Central Museum, Northampton although the 
circumstances of their discovery are unknown6. 

There can be little doubt that the settlement pattern within 
the parish could shift and develop. The village of 
Passenham, for example, was subject to contraction, 
beginning possibly in the later middle ages and 
continuing certainly into early modern times. Thus, today 
there are no houses on the north side of the village street, 
although the house platforms remain clearly visible and 
houses are depicted on the map of c. 1608. It may be that 
this contraction of the village began with the movement 
of the medieval manor house. It is likely that the manor 
house was originally situated at the east end of the village, 
on the north side of the street, in the field named Robins 
Leys on the tithe map of 1844. A moated site was 
discerned from aerial photographs and an excavation in 
1967 uncovered house walls, together with pottery dating 
from the twelfth and thirteenth centuries (Mynard 1967, 
12-13). It is uncertain when this house became derelict. 
Perhaps it was as early as the fourteenth century, during 

s Compare, for instance, the lay subsidies of 1301 and 1524: Public Record Office (hereafter PRO), E179/155/31, mm. 12-13; E179/155/30, mm. 
2-3. 

5 Central Museum, Northampton, temporary accession nos. F149 and F150. 
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Figure 4: Passenhdm Village (Reproduced from RCHM(E) 1982, p. 109) 

which period Passenham may not always have had a 
resident lord. There was, however, a manor house 
(location unknown) in 1402 when the king granted to 
John Cok of Passenham and John his son 'the houses of 
the site of our said manor ... with the gardens of the said 
site together with the demesnes'7. This may have included 
the ''great chamber at the south end of the hall', of which 
the roof was repaired with slates in 13 83-41 Certainly by 
1566, though, documentary evidence proves that the 
manor house lay to the west of the church, on the south 
side of the street, even if the earliest portion of the 
surviving building dates only from the first decades of 
the seventeenth century9. The new manor house is 
assumed to be the work of Sir Robert Banastre, who 
purchased the manor of Passenham in 1624. If this is the 
case, it seems likely that he rebuilt an existing structure. 

The abandonment of the original manor house may be 
associated with the disappearance of the de Passenham 
family, the resident face of lordship in the village for 
more than half a century prior tq 1299, William de 
Passenham held the manor first, of the Ferrers earls of 
Derby, and then, after 1267, of the earls of Lancaster. 
William was succeeded by his son, also called William, 
who was judged to be of unsound mind, as a result of 
which the manor was taken into the king's hands. It was 
said to consist of two messuages, 243 acres of arable, 57 

acres of meadow, 32 acres of pasture, two acres of wood, 
a fishery in the Ouse, and a total of £9 7s. 11 °d. in rents, 
aids, and labour services10. When William died in 1299 
his overlord, Thomas, earl of Lancaster, took the manor 
into his own hands. Passenham remained in the 
possession of the earldom, and later the duchy, of 
Lancaster, and in 1399, on the accession of Henry of 
Lancaster as King Henry IV, became the property of the 
crown. The construction of the manor house to the west 
of the church, recorded in 1566, may have been the work 
of one of the succession of undertenants to whom the 
manor was granted over the course of the fourteenth, 
fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. 

Changes to the settlement pattern are also apparent at 
Puxley. Puxley lay between two walks of Whittlewood 
Forest, Hanger and Shrob, and was anciently associated 
with the stewardship of the forest. In an undated charter 
Henry II granted to his forester, Broneman, a demesne 
tenement at Puxley, which lay between the forest at 
Wakefield and the fee of Letitia de Ferrers at Passenham, 
with the houses, men and cattle there; a piece of demesne 
land called La Haye; and custody of Whittlewood Forest, 
which was to be hereditary in him and his heirs11. Puxley 
expanded markedly between the eleventh and fourteenth 
centuries, almost certainly as a result of assarting. Thus, 
for example, in 1250 it was reported that Hugh de 

7PRO,DL25/3486. 
8PRO,DL29/324/5312. 
9 PRO, DL43/8/6A, fo. lv; VCH Northamptonshire, vi, ed. Riden, 
10 Calendar of Inquisitions Post Mortem, ii, no. 279. 
11 Calendar of Patent Rolls 1345-8, 289-90; Calendar of Inquisitions Miscellaneous, iv, no. 321; PRO, E32/120, m. 3d. 
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Stratford had made a purpresture out of the king's 
demesne at Puxley, consisting of a quarter of a rood - a 
tiny amount of land - on which he had built seven 
cottages, of which he himself held two, John Page held 
one, William son of Eli as another, William son of Robert 
a fifth, Richard Neuman a sixth, and John Edmund the 
seventh12. Larger encroachments were also recorded. In 
1343 Henry Gobion and his son Hugh assarted 40 acres 
from 'Grobyhull', which they enclosed with a small ditch 
and low hedge, and on which they sowed oats one year, 
wheat the next, and which the following year lay fallow13. 

By the fourteenth century Puxley had become a 
settlement of considerable size. In 1341 one estate there 
consisted of at least 29 houses, and a charter of 1384 
reveals that open-field agriculture was practised14. 
However, it is likely that in the wake of the Black Death 
and the resulting fall in population, the settlement began 
to contract and the fields were enclosed. Certainly by 
1566 it was recorded that 'there is decayed in Puxley a 
tenement called Nuttces in the tenure of Nicholas Gierke 
and also diverse other tenements and cottages there 
decayed, the names and number whereof are not 
known'15. In the 1720s Bridges described Puxley as 'an 
hamlet of four mean houses ... formerly a much greater 
number', which accords well with the view illustrated on 
the forest map of c.1608 (Bridges 1791, i, 309). The 
growth and decline of Puxley has still to be worked out in 
greater detail, but it is likely that an important factor was 
the village's close association with Whittlewood. The 
separation of the keepership of the forest from the manor 
of Puxley in the thirteenth or fourteenth century and its 
subsequent transfer to Wakefield is likely to have been of 
some significance for the fortunes of the settlement. 

Whittlewood 

The creation of the royal forest of Whittlewood at some 
time shortly after the Norman Conquest clearly had the 
potential to affect the pattern of settlement and land use 
within, and in the regions adjacent to, it. In the context of 
this research project, therefore, it has been critical to 
establish first, the areas that were subject to forest law -
since this may be assumed to have limited the freedom of 
individuals and communities to organise their physical 
surroundings and other activities - and areas outside 
forest jurisdiction where liberties were retained. 
Furthermore, since the boundaries of the forest changed 
over time, a chronological framework must be firmly set 
out for its changing extent. Secondly, it has also been 
important to establish the nature of this forest since this 
too might affect settlement and the exploitation of the 
landscape. Was it wildwood or secondary woodland? 
Was the landscape heavily tree covered or was it 
predominantly woodland pasture or open? How was the 
physical landscape of the forest organised? And what 
does this tell us about the exploitation of this important 
resource? 

At the beginning of the thirteenth century, the boundaries 
of Whittlewood Forest were probably close to their 

12PRO,E32/64,m. 5. 
13PRO,E32/114,m. 3d. 
14 Calendar of Inquisitions Post Mortem, viii, no. 288; PRO, E210/2449. 
15 PRO, DL43/8/6A, fa 52v. 
16PRO,E32/2. 
17 PRO, C47/12/ll,m. 6. 
18 PRO, E32/77. See also the map, opposite p. 140, in M L Bazeley, 'The 

Royal Historical Society, 4th series, iv (1921), 140-72. 

greatest extent. In the Assize of Woodstock of 1184, 
Henry II decreed that the royal forests of the South 
Midlands should run in a continuous line from 
Northamptonshire to Huntingdonshire through 
Buckinghamshire to Oxfordshire. These were the forests 
of Huntingdon, Rockingham, Salcey, Whittlewood, 
Bernwood and Shotover. Although the forests kept their 
own names and accounts, they were placed as one 
administrative unit in the care of the 'Warden of the 
King's forests between Oxford and Stamford Bridges' 
(Harvey 1997,3-4). These forests were largely unaffected 
by the disafforestations made by Richard I and John, and 
the communities within them suffered from John's 
increasingly rigorous imposition of forest law (Young 
1979,20-1,25-6). The documents which begin to survive 
from the thirteenth century, therefore, should encompass 
the whole of the forest as it existed in the last quarter of 
the twelfth century. 

In order for the forest of Whittlewood to lie adjacent to 
the forest of Bernwood, a considerable area of land to the 
south of Whittlewood and to the north of Bernwood had 
to be afforested. An undated perambulation (but drawn 
up in 1219 or during the 1220s) claimed that Henry II 
entended Bernwood as far as the Great Ouse, to the 
stretch which flows between Buckingham and Brackley 
(Harvey 1997, 4). By implication, this became the 
southernmost boundary of Whittlewood Forest, and the 
surviving documentary evidence appears to confirm that 
this was indeed the case, at least until the middle of the 
thirteenth century. The forest eyre of 1255 reveals a 
number of vills in north Buckinghamshire being ordered 
to conduct inquiries into breaches of forest law that had 
occurred within Whittlewood. These included places 
such as Radclive, Chackmore, Shalstone and Maids 
Moreton, which lay close to the Great Ouse and thus may 
have bordered upon the northerly reaches of Bernwood16. 
Before long, however, the Buckinghamshire portion of 
Whittlewood appears to have been disafforested. An 
examination of forest perambulations in the early 
fourteenth century led to the compilation of a list of 
settlements which had once lain within the forest but 
which no longer did so: Buckingham, Maids Moreton, 
Lillingstone Dayrell, Leckhampstead, Akeley, Dadford, 
Lamport, Chackmore, Radclive, Water Stratford, 
Shalstone, Westbury, Biddlesden and Luffield. In this 
way, Whittlewood became effectively confined to 
Northamptonshire17. 

In Northamptonshire too the boundaries of Whittlewood 
were much reduced during the thirteenth century. In 1286 
two perambulations of the forest were made. In the more 
extensive the forest can be seen extending westwards to 
encompass parishes such as Brackley, Sulgrave and 
Blakesley. In the second, the western boundary of the 
forest passes through such parishes as Whitfield, 
Syresham, Wappenham and Greens Norton, thereby 
reducing Whittlewood in size by almost one half. No 
explanation is provided in the document for the 
differences between these two versions18. A third 

of the English forest in the thirteenth century', Transactions of the 
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perambulation, of 1299, further reduced the size of the 
forest and became the definitive version of the boundaries 
of Whittlewood for the remainder of the middle ages. 
Although the perambulation cannot be followed precisely 
on modern maps, it is clear that the boundaries either 
encompassed or passed through the present-day civil 
parishes of Old Stratford, Deanshanger, Whittlebury, 
Lillingstone Lovell, Silverstone, Syresham, Wappenham, 
Abthorpe, Towcester, Paulerspury, Yardley Gobion and 
Potterspury (and excluding Wicken, part of the forest in 
1286). It has been estimated that henceforth the forest 
comprised some 20,480 acres or about 32 square miles 
(Baker 1822-41, ii, 77). 

It is clear from Domesday Book that in 1086 the 
landscape of the project area was heavily wooded. Most 
of the manors within the project area possessed 
considerable amounts of woodland. In Northamptonshire 
this was measured in terms of leagues, furlongs and 
perches. Thus, at Passenham the king held woodland 
measuring one league long and one league wide, the 
equivalent of 1008 acres, according to the method of 
calculation adopted by Oliver Rackham (1980, 114). In 
Buckinghamshire, woodland was measured in terms of 
the number of swine it could support. Thus, at 
Lillingstone Dayrell there was sufficient woodland to 
support 1200 pigs. It is not possible to convert this figure 
into an acreage. Evidence of later manorial and parish 
arrangements, however, suggests that this woodland was 
not evenly distributed: the lack of available wood along 
the Great Ouse valley may explain the location of a 

detached part of Cosgrove to the north of the parish, 
between Passenham and Potterspury, on the clay uplands 
of the Tove-Great Ouse watershed where the majority of 
later woodland would be found. Other parish 
arrangements, such as Leckhampstead, Wicken and 
Passenham, which stretch well beyond the Great Ouse 
valley, may also have been established to gain access to 
limited woodland to the north. On the other hand, 
compact parishes such as Akeley, Stowe and the 
Lillingstones may suggest that they were well provided 
with woodland in the immediate environs of the 
settlement. A medieval forest, of course, need not be 
wooded; and in the case of Whittlewood it is clear that 
forest jurisdiction spread far wider than the woodland 
itself, encompassing areas of open field, assarts, as well 
as settlement. 

The maps of the forest, drawn up in the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries, depict what appears to be a 
surviving medieval landscape of copses, lawns and 
ridings. Archaeological fieldwork in the north-east 
quarter of the project area has located the surviving 
remnants of the coppice banks surrounding each 
individual stand of trees and the rides that cut through 
these woods (Figure 5). They appear as wide and shallow 
banks, up to 4m in width and rarely more than 0.5m in 
height, often following sinuous courses. They are very 
different from woodland management banks and other 
parkland rides of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. 
Parallels with neighbouring Salcey Forest can be drawn 
(Hall 1996), and while no dating evidence has yet been 

Figure 5: Location of medieval coppice banks on the Wakefield Lodge Estate, and their 
relationship to the coppice system depicted on the c. 1608 Whittlewood Map. 
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found, typologically these banks fall within the broad 
family of medieval coppice boundaries. The chance 
discovery of sherds of locally produced medieval pottery 
from the rides further corroborates the date of their 
establishment. Certainly some of the names of the 
individual blocks and other woodland features may be 
found in the records of the thirteenth and fourteenth 
centuries: for example Kyngesham, Kyngesbrook, 
Byrchenegrene, Westmedyke, Alienwoodbrook, 
Wolmerestyl, and Hyndewode, depicted on the c.1608 
map, mark points on the boundary of Whittlewood in 
129919. Copse names such as Ashwells, Grubby Hill, 
Smalladine, Foxhole and Wild Wood are also recorded 
in thirteenth and fourteenth century documents. 
Wakefield Lawn too was evidently of medieval origin, 
first appearing in c. 1220 as landia de Wakefeld (Gover et 
al 1933,44,46, 101-2, 105). 

Further corroboration of the medieval origins of the 
woodland arrangement comes from fieldwalking 
evidence. Using a quantitative analysis of surface finds 
recovered from ploughed fields, early land uses can be 
suggested. Where low-density medieval pottery scatters 
are identified, these can generally be demonstrated to 
derive from midden deposits spread on former arable land 
as manure. High-density scatters are likely to be 
encountered only on or immediately adjacent to 
habitation sites, while fields which produce no medieval 
pottery can be considered to have lain below either 
meadow or woodland. Again other sources of 
information must be added before the division between 
meadow and woodland can be made with certainty. 
Nevertheless, this method has the clear potential to 
identify non-arable sites, and used in tandem with early 
cartographic evidence, it provides a strong indicator for 
medieval woodland. Only two of the fifteen fields so far 
systematically fieldwalked, both close to Forest Farm 
north-west of Deanshanger, have so far failed to produce 
any medieval pottery. They lie in areas of woodland 
(Long Copse and New Ditch Quarter) shown on the 
c.1608 map. It is reasonable to suggest, therefore, that 
these fields were also wooded during the middle ages. 

All the available evidence points towards a reduction in 
the area of woodland during the medieval centuries, 
especially in those areas which were disafforested during 
the thirteenth century. Even in the permanently afforested 
areas, the extension of open fields around forest villages 
such as Deanshanger, Passenham and Whittlebury, and 
the creation of assarts associated with settlements such as 
Puxley and Silverstone, undoubtedly reduced the acreage 
of woodland. The preservation of important woodland 
stands within the forest, however, provided those 
settlements with access to them with a vital economic 
resource. The arrangement of the woodland in defined 
copses supported the exploitation of the woodland for 
both wood and timber, as well as providing access both 
for settlements within and outside the forest along the 
stallage routes between the copses. Furthermore, as an 
active hunting ground, provision had to be made for the 
exploitation of venison. Young saplings were protected 
within the copses from the attention of deer by their 
surrounding banks and live and dead hedges, while the 

19 NRO, Map 4210; Baker 1822-41, ii, 75. 
20 Buckinghamshire Sites and Monuments Record CASS no. 5801. 

broad rides and lawns provided perfect open hunting 
spaces. 

But there is an important body of information to suggest 
that much of what was to become medieval Whittlewood 
had largely been cleared of trees by the end of the Roman 
period. Several Roman or Romano-British sites have 
been identified in areas of now cleared medieval 
woodland. On the Wakefield Lodge Estate alone, two 
important Roman buildings, possibly of villa status, have 
been discovered. Three further settlement sites, the first 
lying under an earlier extent of Briary Wood and 
Sumpton's Quarter, and the second and third lying east 
of Redmoor Copse, formerly within Brownswood Green, 
are known on the estate through metal detecting finds. 
All three have also produced late Iron Age artefacts. 
Recent work on the A43 Silverstone bypass has revealed 
Roman occupation sites along the whole of its course (S. 
Parry pers. comm.), and to the north of Stowe, situated 
close to the Alcester-Towcester Roman road, Roman 
pottery kilns have been found during tree planting.20 

Indeed Roman pottery is ubiquitous throughout the 
project area. All fields that have been walked have, 
without exception, produced Roman pottery and other 
artefacts. Three additional Romano-British farmstead 
sites have been identified through fieldwalking. The 
evidence suggests that the Iron Age and Roman rural 
population was large, occupying isolated but intensively 
concentrated settlements. While no evidence has been 
forthcoming for the field systems that accompanied these 
settlements, the ubiquitous nature of pottery scatters from 
the Roman period in particular suggest that most of the 
area had been brought under cultivation by the end of 
their occupation and that woodland within the project 
area was relatively scarce. 

By looking at evidence for settlement within the single 
parish of Passenham, and exploring issues relating to the 
medieval forest and woodland over a larger area, the 
authors hope to have highlighted here some of the themes 
central to the Whittlewood research. The need for brevity 
has meant that many others have not been broached, for 
instance the organisation of the open fields and the 
potential influence of road and track systems on 
settlement patterns. Research to date has established the 
potential of the Whittlewood area, both in terms of 
historical documentation and surviving archaeology, to 
address many of the key outstanding issues relating to 
medieval rural settlement in the Midlands. More detailed 
future and field-based studies in the second year of the 
pilot project will build upon this beginning. 

More details of the Whittlewood Project may be found 
on the project's website at 
www.bham.ac.uk/whittlewood 
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The south-west Cambridgeshire project: 
Summary Report 1999-2000 

by Susan Oosthuizen and Dr Mary Hesse 

The South-West Cambridgeshire Project aims to 
investigate the relationship between earlier field systems 
and those of the medieval open fields. The first phase of 
the Project was reported in the last MSRG Annual Report 
(Oosthuizen and James 1999). In 1999-2000 the Project 
concentrated on two research questions: 

The origins and development of medieval settlement in 
Bassingbourn1 (TL44133l2), Litlington (TL 310428) and 
Guilden Morden (TL 279442); and the reconstruction of 
the medieval field patterns of Bassingbourn, and their 
relationship with contemporary field patterns in 
Litlington and Abington Pigotts (TL304447), described 
in last year's Interim Report (Hesse 2000). 

The origins and development of medieval settlement in 
Bassingbourn, Litlington and Guilden Morden 

The choice of settlement site in these parishes appears to 
have been much influenced by hummocky ground, where 
freeze-thaw conditions of late glacial and periglacial 
times created pingo-like features. This is most 
pronounced along the spring line which runs across the 
study area from south-west to north-east at about 30-35 
m above Ordnance Datum (OD). This land was always 
more useful as pasture than as arable, and was the first to 
be enclosed in the medieval period. 

These pastures were almost certainly once part of a 
system of large interconnected commons which stretched 
from Melbourn (TL448382) and Meldreth (TL468378) 
in the east, through Whaddon (TL466349) to 
Bassingbourn, Litlington and into the Mordens. By the 
early middle ages they had been encroached upon and 
defined by settlement and open fields in each parish. 
Even so, they were still very large areas, perhaps 
comparable to the huge surviving green at nearby 
Barrington (TL499397). 

At Bassingbourn and Litlington a middle to late Anglo-
Saxon manorial complex seems to have been established 
on the edge of the common pasture in each parish (Taylor 
and Oosthuizen forthcoming). The form of these blocks 
is strikingly reminiscent of those found in Suffolk and 
Cambridgeshire (Warner 1987; Oosthuizen 1993). Other 
settlement of the same period appears to have been 
dispersed, but generally also sited on pasture or meadow. 

Nucleation appears to have occurred at Litlington by 
about 1000, when a planned settlement was laid out on 
the southern edge of the green. After 1066 the Anglo-
Saxon demesne holding in Litlington was replaced by 
two new manorial centres, creating a fragmented 
polyfocal settlement. In Bassingbourn a new Norman 
manor appears to have been laid out within the same 

block as one of the late Anglo-Saxon farmsteads, in 
association with a new, planned settlement on the 
northern edge of the green. Settlement in Guilden Morden 
appears to have remained dispersed or polyfocal, and 
further work will be carried out in 2001-2 to elucidate its 
complex settlement history. 

The reconstruction of the medieval field patterns of 
Bassingbourn, and their relationship with contemporary 
field patterns in Litlington and Abington Pigotts 

The medieval fields of Bassingbourn, like those at 
Litlington and Abington Pigotts, were arranged in long, 
narrow furlongs. The orientation of these furlongs was 
exactly the same as that in the neighbouring parishes 
established in the previous year's work, and appears to 
have been part of an extensive system of land division 
which the parish boundaries later subdivided into smaller 
units (Hesse 2000). The relationship between this field 
system and the parish boundaries suggests that the former 
has an early date, certainly pre-medieval. This field 
system underlies the settlement plans of Bassingbourn 
and Litlington. Hints that the system extends into Steeple 
and Guilden Morden will be explored in 2001-2. 

Conclusions 
The unexpected discovery of huge commons or greens 
along the spring line has challenged earlier 
understandings of the interface between 'champion' and 
'ancient' landscapes, and will be explored in more detail 
in the next phase of the project. Settlement nucleation 
appears to have begun in the late 10th or 11th centuries, 
and the impact of the Norman Conquest on the 
organisation of settlement in south-west Cambridgeshire 
has been another unexpected result. 

Substantial elements of a pre-open field landscape appear 
to have survived in the three parishes so far investigated. 
The 'ladder-like' arrangement of the medieval furlongs 
appears to be the relic of an earlier arrangement of arable 
or potentially arable land in all three parishes. Further 
work will focus on how much further it extends, and 
whether it is axial or co-axial. 

The full Interim Report on work carried out in 1999-2000, 
including Appendices describing individual research 
projects, is available from 

Susan Oosthuizen 
at the Board of Continuing Education, 
University of Cambridge, 
Madingley Hall, 
Madingley CB3 8AQ; 
e-mail:smo23(5),carn.ac.uk". 

^ h e study area initially excluded Bassingbourn for fear of overextending the project. As work progressed, this exclusion became increasingly 
difficult to justify, and it was therefore included in the study area in 1999 - 2000. 

2 Grid references are based on the site of the parish church in each settlement. All settlements mentioned in the text are in Cambridgeshire. 
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Ethnicity and moated settlement in medieval Ireland: 
a review of current thinking 

by Tadhg O'Keefe 

Despite three decades of survey, excavation and general 
research, the medieval moated site is still one of the 
lesser-known features of Ireland's historic landscape. 
Legislation prohibiting the destruction of the island's 
definite and suspected archaeological sites have afforded 
protection to the moats, but even the finest examples 
among the thousand-odd which remain (Figure 6) are 
denied the ultimate protection of National Monument 
status. Without defending their general omission from 
this category of 'premier league' archaeological 
monument, it is easy to see why the moats are so severely 
under-represented by comparison with other site-types. 
First, prior to 1970 and the first appearance of Robin 
Glasscock's oft-reproduced map (Glasscock 1970) the 
existence of such sites was virtually unknown outside of 
a small coterie of academics familiar with specialist 
journal literature. Terry Barry's published research 
introduced the site type to a wider academic audience in 
the later 1970s, and his general study of the archaeology 
of medieval Ireland in the following decade (Barry 1987) 
introduced it to the non-professional audience. The 
moated site, therefore, is a late arrival in our 
consciousness of Ireland's heritage, and so it missed out 

on those bumper years in the earlier history of the state 
when National Monument status was being distributed 
generously - and quite properly - among representative 
archaeological monuments. Secondly, the sites are not 
'historical' in the narrow sense in which history is 
popularly or conventionally understood: as relict features 
they are, of course, de facto historical, but very few have 
documented histories, which leaves them almost as 
anonymous as monuments dating from deepest 
prehistory. Finally, unlike the many English sites which 
contain standing buildings, sometimes still occupied, 
almost all the Irish sites are abandoned, and they are not 
sufficiently photogenic in their dereliction (except 
perhaps from the air: Figure 7) for their intrinsic interest 
to compensate for their lack of explicit history. 

The ethnic identities of the builders of Ireland's moated 
sites has always been a key concern for scholars in this 
field, but it is only in recent literature, and especially in 
the work of Dr. Kieran O'Conor of University College 
Galway, that it has come to the fore. In this short article I 
wish to outline and offer some thoughts on the ethnic 
identities of the builders of Ireland's moated sites. 

A 
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Figure 6: Distribution map of moated sites in Ireland (after O'Conor 1998). 
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Figure 7: Ticroghan, county Meath (photo: Cambridge University Committee for Aerial Photography [AYR 31 J) 

English moated sites in Ireland 
The attribution of Ireland's moated sites to the Anglo-
Normans had been suggested by the time of Glasscock's 
1970 paper, but that paper reinforced this general 
interpretation by his distributional analysis of the 
definite, probable and possible examples mapped by the 
Ordnance Survey. The chronology of the series was 
refined through historical study and archaeological 
excavation in the 1970s and 1980s: it was demonstrated 
that in the colonial areas the moats are essentially later 
thirteenth and early fourteenth century in date, post
dating, in other words, the primary phases of Anglo-
Norman conquest and colonisation in the later twelfth 
century, and surviving into post-1300 period of colonial 
decay. Terry Barry used the types of statistical-locational 
analyses which were in vogue in the 1970s to demonstrate 
the essentially peripheral locations of moats relative to 

manorial centres, and he suggested that in parts of the 
lordship their peripherality reflected their function as 
defended farms on frontiers under threat from the native 
Irish in the later 1200s (1977, 176; 1981). The historian 
Adrian Empey, in one of the key items in the 
historiography of the medieval Irish landscape, analysed 
the pattern of settlement in the medieval manor of 
Knocktopher, county Kilkenny, which is located in an 
area of comparatively dense and secure colonial 
settlement (1982-). He argued convincingly that the 
manor's moats represent a secondary phase of 
colonisation, dating to between 1225 and 1325, in which 
marginal lands were taken into cultivation for the first 
time. His argument was this: most of the rentals or extents 
of Irish manors survive in late thirteenth or early 
fourteenth-century versions, but they record the manors 
as they were originally organised, and because they give 
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no indication that the lands on which the moats are 
located had any special value in that early colonial period 
of the late 1100s and early 1200s it follows that the 
settlement of those lands took place a little later. 

KLieran O'Conor has speculated recently on whether we 
should consider the moat builders to have been of 'lordly' 
or peasant rank (2000, 93). While this depends, of course, 
on how we define these categories within an Irish context, 
we should not assume the moats to have belonged to 
people of any single category. The one moat in Ireland 
for which we have good documentation - Ballyconnor, 
county Wexford, dug and palisaded in the early 1280s 
(see Golfer 1996 for the details) - certainly seems to have 
been associated with low-level lordship, but it might not 
have been typical: the arable associated with it was two 
carucates, and the stated justification for the moat was 
the protection which it was to give to the owner's eight 
oxen, the size of a demesne plough-team. It seems to me 
that the key question which we must ask of these eastern 
Irish sites is not Whether their builders were lords or 
peasants but whether they were erected by the scions of 
the colonial families which set down roots in Ireland back 
in the late 1100s or early 1200s, or whether they represent 
a new 'layer' of settlers from England. I have suggested 
elsewhere (O'Keeffe 1998) that the latter is the case. This 
is a working hypothesis and its line of argument is simple. 
First, the eastern Irish sites conform so closely in their 
general surface morphology to English sites that we must 
assume there to have been a direct connection. Secondly, 
actual movement of people provides the best explanation 
for the transmission of the idea from England to Ireland: 
would long-established settler families have looked to 
England for inspiration for a sett lenient-type when they 
decided the time had arrived to exploit marginal land? 
Thirdly, the demands placed by the crown on Irish 
agricultural land in the late zoos and the consequent 
opportunities for entrepreneurial ventures in Ireland 
provides a context in which we might imagine new 
settlers coming to Ireland. Finally, but perhaps 
incidentally, an influx of settlers from England, most of 
them generating finance in what was effectively a war
time economy, may help explain the wealth which 
facilitated the first generations of tower-houses in the 
1300s and early 1400s in parts of the old colonial area; 
certainly the distribution of tower-houses matches so well 
that of moated sites - the heaviest concentrations of both 
types are in an east-west band across southern central 
Ireland - that we must consider there to have been a 
relationship between the two types. In this interpretation, 
then, the moats of colonial Ireland are regarded as 
'English'. 

What were the functions of these 'English' moats? Terry 
Barry continues to hold the view which he originally 
expressed in the 1970s: he writes that 'the great majority 
of Irish sites are ... found concentrated along the 
periphery of the Lordship where the Anglo-Norman 
settlers obviously felt the need for additional security 
against the Gaelic Irish', adding that 'all the admittedly 
limited archaeological evidence suggests ... that the 
excavated examples on the periphery of the Lordship 
only had very limited site occupation before they were 
over-run by the Gaelic-Irish' (2000, 6). 

There can be little doubt that moats offered protection, 

but it is debatable whether a settler family in an exposed, 
peripheral area would have felt secure behind a moat in 
the face of Irish attack. The Cork-Limerick distribution, 
shaped as a line running north-south down the middle of 
these two counties in southwestern Ireland, does seem to 
be the best evidence that moated sites did indeed mark a 
frontier zone between the colonial and Gaelic-Irish 
worlds (Barry 1981). But two other, less glamorous, 
explanations of that Cork-Limerick distribution are 
possible. The first is that this zone of heavy colonial 
settlement existed to exploit the potential for positive 
commercial interaction with the Gaelic world beyond. 
The second possible explanation rests on the observation 
that beyond the moats to the west are lands with 
predominantly gley and peaty soils of quite limited arable 
capability. The tentacles of Anglo-Norman colonisation, 
marked by manorial boroughs as well as by moated sites, 
stopped about here, presumably by covenant with the 
local Gaelic-Irish but presumably also because these 
lands would not in any case have been worth the effort of 
exploiting; the moats, then, seem to have backed up 
against this imprecisely-demarcated political boundary 
like cars converging on a traffic light permanently on 
red. 

We should not underestimate the importance of the 
water-filled fosse as a protective barrier for the 
households resident on the moat islands. But equally we 
should not discount the possibility that in many instances, 
and possibly even as a rule, the moat was essentially 
symbolic. Consider briefly the account of Ballyconnor. 
The stated justification for the digging of the moat here 
was the need for protection following the theft of oxen. 
Should we take the scribe at his word? To an extent, yes; 
there probably was a theft. But does that preclude other 
explanations? No. When medieval scribes bothered to 
make a record of works of construction they rarely 
offered explanations, and if they did, they tended towards 
the pragmatic. We can easily imagine Ballyconnor's 
scribe being aware that the new moat reflected or 
bestowed privilege, but deciding that the need for 
protection was a more obvious focus for his document. 

The recorded details of the Ballyconnor site offer only 
the smallest hint of a more complex thinking 
underpinning its construction. First, the total length of 
the moat was nearly 67 perches, which is almost sixty 
feet of moating for every acre of demesne, and this may 
have related in some way to how the labour services, 
owed customarily on the demesne, translated into the act 
of digging; the length of moats may, according to some 
now-unknown equation, have been determined by the 
acreage of arable or by the scale of demesne labour, so 
that the size of a moated enclosure would have been a 
perfectly legible indicator to contemporary spectators of 
the relative wealth of the moat's owner. If, secondly, the 
Ballyconnor moat enclosed a square area, each side 
would have measured about 16.5 perches in length, 
allowing for some overlap of measurement at the corners; 
given that a perch is 16.5 feet, the metrological 
consistency is striking and surely deliberate. The moat's 
designer was presumably not thinking about optimum 
size for defensibility - "if I make the palisade very long 
will I have enough men to cover it?" - but about symmetry 
and appropriate units of measure. Symbolism, then, may 
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Figure 8: A ploughed-out moated site at Clogorrow, Co. Kildare (photo: Cambridge University Committee for Aerial 
Photography [BGH - 57]) 

have been an important factor in the moated site 
phenomenon in Ireland. It clearly requires further 
research and reflection. Suffice it to say here that support 
for a less pragmatically-oriented interpretation of Irish 
moated sites comes from two sites in county Carlow, 
Ballymoon and Ballyloughan (O'Keeffe 2001). In both 
instances there are moats located beside castles of c. 1300, 
and in both cases those moats are not just isolated 
monuments but elements within watery landscapes; 
Kenilworth Castle with its famous 'Pleasance' comes to 
mind. 

Gaelic-Irish moated sites 
In recent publications Kieran O' Conor has developed the 
idea, originally offered by Brian Graham (1988), that 
moated sites in parts of western Ireland can be attributed 
to native, Gaelic-Irish, lords (O'Conor 1998a, b; 2000). 
The argument is based on few firm foundations, but that 
does not deny it an a priori strength. 

One of the two principal pillars of the argument is that 
several sites - the number is small at this stage of research 
- are located at or close to places which are identified in 
the historical records as centres of Gaelic-Irish power. 
Some of the evidence for Gaelic-Irish occupation of 
moated sites is, to use a pun, watertight. At Cloonfree, 
county Roscommon, for example, it is almost certain that 

the actual moated site is the Gaelic-Irish longphort 
mentioned in 1306, but the relevant documentation also 
makes it clear that the earthwork was actually fashioned 
for its native patron by colonial hands. There are other 
cases where Dr. O'Conor equates an extant moated site 
with a documented place or settlement of significance in 
the Gaelic-Irish world. Some of these (Lough Key; 
Inishatirra Island) are reasonable, but the arguments lack 
the spatial and historical precision to make them truly 
convincing; in any case, their author devotes no energy 
to addressing an obvious question: are these moated sites 
the same 'type' of monument as those which are found in 
lowland parts of England and in colonial parts of Ireland? 
Other suggested identifications by Dr. O'Conor are not 
at all convincing at this juncture, even if they eventually 
prove to be correct: his claim that '[a] moated site at 
Knockalough, Co, Sligo, was probably built by an Irish 
lord as it is associated with a crannog' (1998a, 88) is 
spurious reasoning indeed, especially as the association 
in question is simply geographical (they are within sight 
of each other). 

The second main pillar is that counties like Sligo and 
Roscommon have more moated sites - a little over thirty 
in each case according to the most recent enumerations -
than is commensurate with the known level of Anglo-
Norman occupation of those lands. How should we deal 
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this interpretatively? Let us assume, first of all, that the 
moated site first appeared in Ireland within the colonial 
lands, and that the majority of the sites belonged to 
settlers; this view would not be contested by any Irish 
writers. A very interesting question of intellectual 
methodology is raised, then, by the presence of moated 
sites in western Ireland which have the morphological 
characteristics of sites further east (cover photo and 
Figure 8): must the western Irish sites be Gaelic-Irish if 
there is no historical evidence of a colonial presence at a 
particular place, or could the site itself not be regarded as 
the evidence? This question relates directly to the 
weighting that we give to archaeological and historical 
evidence in cases where they appear to contradict each 
other. What is the answer? The temptation is to retreat to 
that most-trite of responses, which is that we need more 
excavation. But in the absence of excavation we might 
simply make the following two observations: first, there 
were Anglo-Normans in Roscommon and Sligo, even if 
we are unsure of their numbers; second, parts of Gaelic 
Ireland which remained quite untouched by the colonists 
(central and western Ulster, most obviously, but also 
central-western Cork and cast Kerry), or from which the 
colonists were ejected at an early date (Clare), do not 
have moated sites. These observations do not amount to 
conclusive proof that the Gaelic-Irish would not construct 
moated sites, so I offer them only timidly as a counter
argument to Dr. O'Conor's thesis. But they surely warn 
us against blithe assumptions that moats in certain parts 
of Ireland must be Gaelic-Irish. 
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Fieldwork and Excavation in 1999 
ENGLAND 

BRISTOL 

Bristol, Deanery Road/Anchor Road (ST 58137 
72635) 

Field evaluation, undertaken by Cotswold 
Archaeological Trust in advance of redevelopment, 
examined an area approximately 150m west of the 12th 
century Augustinian abbey and later cathedral. The site 
was known in the 17th century as the 'Bishops Park' and 
is shown on Roque's 1742 plan of Bristol as undeveloped 
land then containing a large pond, prior to its residential 
and commercial development from the late 18th century 
onwards. 

Evaluation trenching revealed a small assemblage of 
residual 13th to 14th century pottery, but no in-situ 
medieval deposits nor fishpond structure. 18th century 
and later cellarage remains, together with the former line 
of College Street, were noted. These deposits were 
overlain by dump layers containing 17th to later 18th 
century artefacts. 

A subsequent excavation targeted the area of the recorded 
fishpond. No evidence of a pond was encountered but, 
unexpectedly, excavations partially revealed the robbed 
remains of an undated, but potentially medieval, circular 
stone structure. Overlying unbonded sandstone footings, 
the mortared sandstone base course of a 1.3m wide wall 
was recorded in association with a slab-lined floor. An 
integral underfloor drainage channel directed water 
through the curving wall to discharge into a sluice area, 
defined by two integral buttresses, on its southern side. 
The structure was subsequently overlain by robbing 
debris and by dump deposits containing 17th-18th 
century finds. 

Whilst the date and function of the structure remains 
uncertain, a possible connection with the medieval water 
supply system has been conjectured. The structural 
remains may represent part of a filtration or supply cistern 
for groundwater directed by a known conduit system in 
this area to the early town. A watching brief will be 
undertaken during the redevelopment programme. 

Alistair Barber 

GLOUCESTERSHIRE 

Lechlade, Kent Place, Sherborne Street (SP 2132 
9968) 

In June 2000 Cotswold Archaeological Trust carried out 
an archaeological evaluation, in connection with a 
planning application for the construction of a house on a 
site a short distance to the north-west of Lechlade town 
centre. In the light of the results of this evaluation, the 
footprint of the proposed house (an area of some 75m2) 
was fully excavated in September 2000. 

The fieldwork revealed evidence of activity dating to the 
Anglo-Saxon period, the early and later medieval 
periods, and also revealed more recent features. 
Unfortunately the small size of the area excavated makes 

wider interpretation of the features uncovered rather 
difficult. The majority of the features uncovered were 
ditches. From the short lengths exposed it would appear 
that a north-east to south-west boundary was established 
across the western end of the site during the mid to late 
Anglo-Saxon period, (based on the 6th to 9th-century 
pottery recovered from the earliest ditches), and that this 
continued to be re-dug throughout the earlier medieval 
period. Subsequently, a new ditch was established a short 
distance to the east, but on the same alignment, while the 
area of the former ditches became the location for several 
hearths and postholes. 

The Anglo-Saxon activity previously discovered around 
Lechlade lies to the north-east of the current site (at 
Sherborne House and the recreation ground, and at 
Butler's Field), however the latest material from these 
sites dates from the 8th century. From the evidence 
revealed at Kent Place, it is possible to postulate a later 
phase of activity in Lechlade, beginning in the 8th-9th 
centuries and continuing into the medieval period, with 
its focus to the south-east, in the area of the modern town 
centre. The ditches found at Kent Place possibly represent 
the north-western boundary of this later settlement, 
following a line fossilised in the current alignment of 
Sherborne Street. 

David Kenyon 

NORTH-EAST LINCOLNSHIRE UNITARY 
AUTHORITY 

Grimsby, Garth Lane (TA 2695 0960) 

M Dymond of Archaeological Project Services 
supervised an evaluation, on behalf of Fuller Peiser, on 
land on the north bank of the River Freshney. The site is 
on the northeast fringe of the medieval settlement, though 
a map of cl600 depicts buildings on the street frontage 
and previous investigations have identified medieval 
remains on the opposite, south bank, of the river. 

Flood deposits close to the river contained 12th-13th 
century artefacts and dumped deposits in the vicinity 
were slightly later, of the 13th - 14th century, and perhaps 
represent attempts to minimise flooding problems, an 
extensive cobble surface, also of medieval date, was laid 
down over some of the dumped deposits and was 
maintained in to the 17th century by the dumping of 
broken tile and other debris. Medieval ditches and pits 
were revealed further away from the river. Although 
medieval and later roofing tiles were recovered no 
evidence was revealed for the buildings shown on the 
1600 map of the town, several clench bolts were 
recovered from the 13th century and later deposits and 
may imply that boat building occurred in the area from 
the medieval period onwards. 

Healing, Stallingborough Road (TA212 106) 

Investigations were undertaken by Archaeological 
Project Services on behalf of Cofton group Ltd at a 
medieval moated site where prehistoric, Roman and 
Saxon artefacts had also been discovered. This work re
established the southwestern arm of the moat as an 
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earthwork and revealed the moat and inner bank. 
Environmental examination indicated that the moat had 
been maintained during the medieval period, with the 
material cleaned from the moat being used to create the 
inner banks. Silting of the moat was probably unrestricted 
after the settlement was abandoned in the 16th century. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner. 

LINCOLNSHIRE 

Boston, Petticoat Lane (TF 325 4418) 

P Cope-Faulkner of Archaeological Project Services 
supervised an evaluation in the centre of Boston, adjacent 
to the Market Place, the investigation area also straddled 
the Barditch, the early medieval boundary of the town, 
though physical constraints meant that it was not possible 
to examine that feature. A brick building of probable 14th 
-15th century date was identified outside the barditch. 
This building, probably a house, had a sequence of floor 
surfaces that sandwiched occupation deposits. The 
building was demolished at the end of the medieval 
period and there was extensive evidence of dumping and 
flooding of the area in the 16th -17th century. A property 
boundary ditch was also created at this time and it is 
likely that the investigation site was to the rear of 
properties fronting an adjacent street, Strait Bargate. 
Buildings were subsequently erected in the area in the 
18th century. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner. 

Huttoft, Primary School, Church Lane (TF 513 763) 

Development in the medieval core of the village, and 
near to previous discoveries of Saxon remains, was 
monitored by staff of Archaeological Project Services on 
behalf of Robert Howell Plant Hire. An Early Saxon ditch 
was revealed, together with several other ditches and 
gullies that were undated but may also be Saxon. Post-
medieval pits were also recognized and a small quantity 
of medieval and early post-medieval pottery was 
recovered. 

Steve Thomson. 

Kirkby la Thorpe, Ewerby Road (TF 1004 4635) 

On behalf of Mr M Priestley, staff of Archaeological 
Project Services carried out an evaluation excavation, 
supervised by T Rayner, on land in the shrunken medieval 
settlement of Kirkby. Earthworks, including a possible 
house platform and ridge and furrow were also located in 
the investigation area. Ditches and pits of late Saxon/ 
early medieval date were revealed in the western half of 
the site, with many of the ditches at right angles to the 
orientation of the overlying ridge and furrow earthworks. 
Examination of the earthwork platform revealed only one 
possible posthole and the artefact assemblage did not 
indicate intensive occupation in the immediate vicinity, 
suggesting that the platform was not a house site. A 
subsequent watching brief during development revealed 
further late Saxon/early medieval features. 

Millthorpe, Millthorpe Drove (TF 1154 3096) 

Development at Millthorpe, a hamlet first recorded in the 
13th century, was monitored by staff of Archaeological 
Project Services. Extensive Bronze Age remains are also 

located in proximity. Several medieval refuse pits and 
undated but possibly also medieval ditches were 
revealed, the pits contained moderately abundant pottery, 
with a large collection of llth-12th century ceramic 
recovered from one of them. This perhaps indicates an 
earlier origin to the hamlet than documentary evidence 
would suggest. A neolithic flint core was also recovered. 

James Snee. 

Welbourn, Castle Hill (SK 968 543) 

On behalf of Welbourn Parish Council, staff of 
Archaeological Project Services, supervised by T Rayner, 
carried out an evaluation at the medieval ringwork. 
Previous Geophysical survey (by Geophysical Survey of 
Bradford) had identified evidence of buried structures 
and walls at the site. Limited trenching in the centre of 
the ringwork and on the outer rampart revealed stone 
wall tumble and ditches of 13/14th century date. Two 
phases of perimeter rampart were recognised, the upper 
containing stone in its matrix, the lower lacking such 
material. The upper rampart is considered to relate to the 
documented walling in stone of the castellum in 1158. 
An auger survey across the northern ditch identified 
much stone within the moat, probably resulting from 
slighting or general collapse of the perimeter wall. 
Fragments of 10th- 12th century pottery recovered during 
the investigation may imply activity pre-dating the castle. 
Ceramics of 13th/14th century date were more abundant 
and relate to the use of the earthwork. However, later 
medieval and early post-medieval artefacts were largely 
absent, concurring with documentary evidence which 
indicates the castle was abandoned by 1374. Dumped 
refuse of 18th century and later date was abundant. 

NORFOLK 

South Walsham, St Lawrence's Church (TG 3659 
1328) 

An excavation supervised by J Albone of Archaeological 
Project Services was undertaken on behalf of Feilden and 
Mawson Architects at the church that is first mentioned 
in 1075 but which was substantially destroyed by fire in 
1827. A robber trench along the line of the north wall of 
the nave was identified and an undated but possibly Late 
Saxon wall foundation was revealed beneath a sequence 
of demolition and construction layers. These layers were 
undated but are likely to be medieval and lay beneath 
remains of foundation or floor surfaces that were extant 
at the time of the 1827 fire. A few fragments of re-
deposited Middle Saxon ceramic, the first found at South 
Walsham, was recovered, together with a small amount 
of medieval pottery. Painted medieval window glass and 
large quantities of glazed and unglazed floor tile were 
retrieved, some bearing armorial markings recognised as 
Morley impaling Despencer and of early 15th century 
date. Iron slag found during the investigation implies the 
proximity of iron smithing, perhaps in the medieval 
period. 

NORFOLK MUSEUMS AND ARCHAEOLOGY 
SERVICE EARTHWORK SURVEY 

The final few sites for the Norfolk Museums and 
Archaeology Service Earthwork Survey Project were 
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completed by Brian Cushion in the early months of 2000, 
and are listed below. 

Barsham (West Barsham): Site 2115, (TF905335) 

A substantial layout of former roadways and enclosures 
lie to the south and east of West Barsham Hall. A series 
of enclosures, including one banked, to the south, 
straddle a shallow valley, and are probably partly related 
to the surviving but altered former Old Hall. This area 
may well include a part medieval layout, including tofts, 
given the amount of medieval pottery found on the 
molehills. 

Castle Acre, Castle: Site 3449 (TF819151) 

A new survey of this important and impressive site 
provides a comprehensive depiction of features variously 
and incompletely shown on earlier plans. 

Great Melton, park; Site 21294 (TG137062) 

Extensive earthworks in the park to the south of the 
remains of the early 17th century hall indicate a series of 
former roadways, two closed in the late 18th century. A 
probable headland bank and at least two probable tofts 
are also noted. In woodland on the eastern extremity of 
the park, a substantial subdivided enclosure, truncated 
by the road to the south, has produced medieval pottery 
and brick fragments indicating a significant property, 
possibly manorial. 

Hilborough, park: Site 30511. (TF826002) 

The major features are to the south of the hall, comprising 
two roadways extending north and north-westwards from 
the church, the latter crossed by a north-south roadway. 
These are all shown on late-18th and early-19th century 
maps. Enclosures abut the roads north-west of the church, 
with some medieval and later pottery on the surface. 
Possible fishponds are noted north of the church, whilst a 
well-defined scarp to the east of the hall truncates a broad 
ridge leading from the hall. Further enclosures and 
pottery to the north suggest medieval tofts and closes. To 
the east of the church, immediately west of the water 
mill, an enigmatic sub-oval raised area is almost certainly 
artificial, and has yielded medieval and mid-Saxon 
pottery. 

Lyng: Site 12303 (TG070181) 

This manorial site consists of three contiguous ditched 
enclosures abutting the flood plain of the River Wensum. 
The easternmost is best-defined and has some flint 
revetting and building outlines, whilst that to the west 
has two probable fishponds. 

Melton Constable, park: Site 30287 (TGO30315) 

Various fragmentary and enigmatic earthworks are noted 
in the western two-thirds of a polygonal ditched 
enclosure south of the hall. Two linear features 
correspond to a park boundary and another boundary 
marked on a 1674 estate map, but these cut other slighter 
features, possibly related to settlement. A very degraded 
hollow and flanking features to the south-west may be 
part of a former roadway and associated enclosures. 

North Creake, Abbey: Site 1953 (TF855394) 

Earthworks are in grassland to the north-west and south 
of the remains of the church and claustral ranges, the 

latter within the walls of the present house and gardens. 
To the north, enclosures and an earlier river channel lie 
within the former precinct, with brickwork suggesting a 
former bridge. To the south, various former watercourse 
channels and fragments of enclosures may in part be of 
medieval date. 

Raveningham, park: Site 30484, (TM397963) 

Many of the earthworks surrounding the hall and church 
correspond to roadways and enclosures depicted on a 
map of 1632, providing a glimpse of the pre-park 
landscape, and which included some remnants of strip 
fields. The medieval moated manorial site in the south
west of the park has some surrounding enclosures still 
partially preserved as earthworks. 

Wood Norton, Lyng Hall: Site 3085, (TG012289) 

This appears to be an unusually complete manorial 
complex preserved within woodland. Three conjoined 
moated enclosures approached from the south-west by a 
slight hollow way have an almost complete outer bank. 
This continues as the boundary of a northward projecting 
enclosure which is subdivided by banks into three 
separate areas. The smallest feeds directly into the moat 
system and is considered a likely fishpond. 

Wormegay, castle: Site 3455, (TF659117) 

This is a well preserved motte and bailey, with an oval 
motte and evidence of building outlines on the summit. 
The bailey is to the east, internally banked with an 
original entrance to the east. This is on the line of the 
village street, and a causeway in farmland to the west, 
continuing this alignment, suggests the village street was 
diverted as a result of the castle construction. 

The project, which started in 1994, has surveyed 206 
sites, mostly in grassland and of medieval and later date. 
Prehistoric and Roman earthworks have generally not 
been included, whilst the majority of OS mapped moated 
sites have not been resurveyed unless additional 
information has been identified. As recent Annual 
Reports have indicated, the sites have included deserted 
and shrunken settlements, often common-edge sites, 
manorial complexes, fishponds, individual tofts, field 
systems, castles and monastic earthworks. Several 
parkland earthworks have shown both medieval and later 
features, often indicating stages of park enlargement. 
Later features have included floated water meadows. 

The surveys have included analytical descriptions, with 
references to appropriate maps at the Norfolk Record 
Office and elsewhere. 

The project has produced an extensive record of much of 
the best surviving earthwork archaeology in the county, 
providing both a basis for further academic research as 
well as enhancing various schemes for the management 
and conservation of such sites. 

Further documentary research of two-thirds of these sites, 
along with several earlier surveys of well-preserved sites 
from other sources, has been undertaken over the last 
two years by Alan Davison. It is planned to publish the 
plans and the results of this work in a forthcoming 
volume of East Anglian Archaeology. 

Brian Cushion 
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Archaeological Survey, Stanford Training Area 
(Stanta). 

The Ministry of Defence has commissioned two surveys 
as part of the Integrated Land Management Plan for their 
important freehold estate in the Norfolk Breckland. 

Stanta includes the deserted medieval villages of 
Buckenham Tofts, Langford and Sturston, whilst the 
small villages of Stanford, Tottington and most of West 
Tofts and the remaining scattered farmsteads were 
depopulated when the army took over in 1942. Parts of 
other surrounding parishes are within the training area, 
which contains a mix of rough grazing and woodland 
with arable land interspersed between these in the outer 
areas surrounding the most intensively used central zone. 

The investigations will better enable informed decisions 
to be made about the future management of the 
archaeological resource within Stanta. 

A Rapid Identification Survey(RIS) of the woodland, to 
identify, record and evaluate potential archaeological 
earthworks is being undertaken by Brian Cushion. An 
Arable Survey, to examine by fieldwalking the relevant 
areas is the responsibility of Alan Davison. 

The RIS has so far identified in the outer areas, many 
linear ridges, banks and ditches corresponding to former 
roads, trackways, warren and other enclosure boundaries, 
very often extending onto the adjacent rough grassland. 
Some of these features are recorded on early maps. 
Several parish boundaries follow slight remains of often 
broad banks, long since deleted as mapped topographic 
features. 

Also of note is a complex of rather enigmatic depressions, 
possibly fish ponds and an even more enigmatic series of 

concentric low banks forming an oval which have been 
identified in the north-east of the estate. Investigation of 
the former park and surrounding land at Buckenham 
Tofts has indicated the survival of various post-medieval 
landscape features, including a series of substantial 
drainage channels, partly sluiced from the River Wissey, 
a group offish ponds and a water garden. Within the park 
a few fragments of medieval pottery, as well as one 
prehistoric sherd have been noted on grassland adjacent 
to woodland and close to a likely medieval earthwork 
enclosure. Apart from the site of the church, this is the 
only other indication of medieval activity within the 
identified DMV. 

The Arable survey has so far covered over 50 fields. Most 
of these are distant from the former village sites which 
are under permanent grass, with the exceptions of part of 
Langford and a few fields fairly close to West Tofts. 

At Langford, finds have included Late Saxon and 
medieval pottery to the north of the church, while a few 
sherds of Ipswich-type Ware in neighbouring fields 
suggest a Middle Saxon presence in the vicinity. At West 
Tofts, one field some distance south-west of the church 
had a dispersed scatter of Late Saxon, medieval and post-
medieval pottery. 

The other fields have very little medieval pottery and 
even less post-medieval evidence. There are various 
reasons which can advanced for this. Many are distant 
from the parent villages and probably functioned as'less-
intensively cultivated outfield. A further possibility is 
that they were manured by flocks of sheep. Lastly still 
others may have been occasionally-cultivated heathland 
or have been converted to warren. 

Brian Cushion and Alan Davison 
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NORTHAMPTON 

Abington (SP775615)(Figure 9) 

The earthworks of this deserted village, preserved in a 
public park, were surveyed by students of the Department 
of Adult Education of the University of Leicester. The 
drawing has been prepared by Mr Ed. Dennison of 
EDAS. 

Most of the features can be matched up with an estate 
map of 1671 and 19th century Ordnance Survey maps, 
(a) indicates the general alignment of roads and tracks 
marked on the 17th century map; (b) shows the general 
location of houses at that time, not always marked by 
earthworks now; (c) are regularly set-out plots on top of 

ridge and furrow, some of which contained buildings in 
1671; (d) are fishponds. At (e) is a carriage drive shown 
on 19th century O. S. maps and (f) and (g) represent the 
sites of buildings of that period. 

It is clear that the original core of the village lay on the 
relatively low ground around the church and manor house 
(called Abington Abbey now) and that the earthworks 
commonly thought of as the village site represent a 
northerly extension of it. 

To the west of the Abbey are various features - mounds, 
a bandstand - connected with later landscaping and 
gardening. 

A. E. Brown 
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SUFFOLK 

Compiled by Edward Martin, Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service, Shire Hall, Bury St. Edmunds 
IP33 2AR. 

(Tel. 01284 352442; 
e-mail edward.martin@et.suffolkcc.gov.uk) 

FIELD SURVEYS 

Bungay, Priory of St Cross and St Mary's Church 
(TM/3389; BUN 006). 

A resistance survey was carried out on the southern, 
eastern and north-eastern sides of the St Mary's church 
in an attempt to find the buildings of the demolished 
medieval priory. Despite problems with graves and 
paths, some linear anomalies and trends were found that 
may be archaeologically significant. A set of weak east-
west and north-south trends to the south of the church 
could be interpreted as reflecting a cloister, but the clarity 
is in places poor and the interpretation is speculative. 
There is a line of high resistance that runs north-eastward 
from the north-east corner of the ruined structure attached 
to the east end of the church. This linear anomaly is 
aligned more or less at right-angles to Trinity Street, but 
is not sharply defined. There are also some large but 
amorphous areas of high resistance in the southern part 
of the site that could represent spreads of building rubble. 

John Gater, GSB Prospection for Suffolk County 
Council's Friars to Flyers Project; report no. 2000/96. 

Rumburgh, Priory of St Michael and St Felix (TM/ 
3481; RMB 001). 

A resistance survey was carried out in the grounds of 
Abbey Farm, to the north of the surviving church in an 
attempt to locate the claustral buildings detailed in a 
written survey of c.1530 (Redstone 1912; Cane 1935). 
Several linear high-resistance anomalies were detected 
on a north-south axis. As such it seems highly probable 
that these equate with walls and paths of the cloister and 
the associated buildings; that of Prior's Hall in the west 
and the Chapter House in the east. However, the 
postulated walls visible in the data clearly extend beyond 
the western and eastern walls of the church and as such 
are difficult to precisely relate to the reconstruction plan 
published by Cane. The west wall of the Prior's Hall 
matches well with a high resistance anomaly, as does the 
kitchen, but there is no explanation for the observed 
geophysical anomalies further west. 

A diagonal high-resistance anomaly and a similar linear 
response, that follow an approximate east-west path, have 
been interpreted as possible stone-capped drains. 
However, it is possible that the latter represents a building 
division within the Chapter House range. An area of low 
resistance in the data is difficult to interpret; it could 
represent a build-up of moisture between upstanding 
foundations. 

It is noticeable that the data suggests far more rubble in 
the north-western half of the survey compared to 
elsewhere, though whether this reflects later disturbance 
on the site, for example landscaping, is impossible to 
say. 

The results suggest that while foundations of the priory 
are clearly surviving below the gardens, Abbey Farm 
appears to be situated in the middle of the monastic 
complex and it would appear, on the basis of ground 
plans, that the present structure bears little relation to the 
earlier buildings. 

John Gater, GSB Prospection for Suffolk County 
Council's Friars to Flyers Project; report no. 2000/96. 

South Elmham St Cross, The Minster (TM/3082; SEC 
001). 

A resistance survey was carried out around the standing 
ruin. The clearest readings equate with the apse at the 
eastern end of the church, which, although known from 
excavation (Smedley and Owles 1970) is no longer 
visible on the ground. The high-resistance anomalies are 
striking and reflect the well-preserved (consolidated ?) 
foundations. There is also a linear high-resistance 
anomaly that runs from the apse in a SE direction for a 
distance of 5 to 6m. It stops at a point where there is a 
clear change in the resistance readings along a well-
defined arc. The latter could reflect a curving boundary 
to the church. Adjacent to the walls of the church there is 
a narrow band of high readings which reflect either the 
foundations or the old excavation trenches. 

At the SW corner of the church there is a marked area of 
high resistance, a small section of which coincides with a 
presumed base of a stair turret found in the 1963/4 
excavation. However the high readings extend for a much 
larger area, and, although trees are present, it is difficult 
to see why they should result in such a large and dramatic 
change in resistance. The fact that the readings clearly 
respect the corner of the church suggests that an 
archaeological interpretation is more likely, perhaps a 
paved area or even a building. 

To the north of the church there were a series of linear 
high-resistance anomalies on an east-west alignment that 
respect the church. The most likely interpretation is that 
the results reflect walls, but it is disconcerting that 
excavations in this area by Sheffield University in 1984 
failed to find any foundations or paths. Similarly, the 
interpretation of an area of very high resistance to the 
NW of the church is perplexing. The four-fold increase 
in resistance could indicate a substantial spread of rubble 
associated with a large structure, or perhaps dumped 
material that has been compacted. It is just possible that 
in the wet conditions prevalent at the time of the survey, 
the areas of grass produced dramatically lower readings 
than areas of leaf litter below the trees. 

John Gater, GSB Prospection for Suffolk County 
Council's Friars to Flyers Project; report no. 2000/96. 

Stanningfield, The Queech (TL/8756; SNN 010). 

An earthwork survey was carried out in a wood called 
The Queech (Figure 10). The edge of the wood is 
bounded by a ditch, with an internal bank on the north 
and west sides. On the eastern side of the wood there is a 
sub-rectangular enclosure, measuring c.60m x c.35m, 
with its eastern side continuous with the boundary ditch 
of the wood. The enclosure is defined by a dry ditch or 
moat that is 5-7m wide and about lm deep. There is an 
entrance causeway towards the southern end of its 
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Figure 10: The Queech, Stanningfield: plan of the earthworks in the wood. 

western side. An internal bank is present at the western 
end of the platform, flanking the entrance. The platform 
has localised undulations, but overall it conforms to the 
trend of the surrounding natural topography - sloping 
down relatively gently towards the north. The most 
significant features on the platform are two mounds, 
about 5m in diameter, marking the N.E. and S.E. corners: 
that to the south is circular, while that to the north is sub-
rectangular. 

While it can only be surmised that the other earthworks 
recorded in the wood are contemporary, circumstantial 
evidence suggests that they are. The moated enclosure 
seems to sit at the mid-point of the eastern side of a larger, 
although slightly irregular, enclosure with sides 
measuring approximately between 110m and 120m. This 
larger enclosure was further sub-divided, particularly 
towards the south and west, by shallow ditches and banks 
that clearly respected the presence of the moat to the east. 

Generally, the older, more established trees occurred on 
the internal edge of the wood's outer boundary ditch. 
However, there were a few others present elsewhere in 

the wood, particularly in the area north of the east-to-
west ditch forming the northern side of the larger 
enclosure, and a further east-to-west line north of the 
moat, within the confines of the larger enclosure. In 
addition, two large trees flank a pond-like feature towards 
the SW corner of the wood. 

It is likely that the earthworks represent a ditched/moated 
house platform, with a surrounding enclosure that may 
have contained outbuildings. No dating or structural 
evidence was recorded during the survey, but 
documentary work carried out by Edward Martin 
indicates that the site belonged to the Rookwood family, 
lords of the manors of Stanningfield Hall and Coldham 
Hall from the Middle Ages down to the 18th century. 
The small corner mounds can be paralleled on a number 
of 16th- or early-17th-century sites and are likely to have 
functioned as prospect moimts (the site has an elevated 
position and from the mounds there is a view eastward 
across a valley to Stanningfield church). The area 
enclosed by the moat is only about 0.14 ha (0.3 acre), 
making it small for a manorial site and perhaps more 
likely to have accommodated a lodge connected with 
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hunting or other leisure pursuits. The mounts suggests a 
decorative setting of some type. 

Stuart Boulter and Edward Martin, Suffolk County 
Council Archaeological Service for Mr Jens Pilo and Mr 
Rupert Brown; report no. 00/10. 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXCAVATIONS 

Aldringham-cum-Thorpe, Aldringham Lane (TM 
4461; ARG 020). 

A 1.3ha-site was evaluated to the north of the lane, with 
an emphasis on the road frontages and areas adjacent to 
the medieval green. Most of the archaeology identified 
was directly related to features and structures marked on 
the Tithe Map and early Ordnance Survey maps. These 
included field boundaries and a series of tenement plots, 
with associated buildings, located along the eastern edge 
of the site, the most northerly of which was still present 
in the early 20th century. 

Along the western edge of the site some features were 
identified, that could not be related to the documentary 

evidence. These included a ditch of possible prehistoric 
date, another ditch of probable medieval or earlier date, 
and a circular, chalk-lined structure of indeterminate 
function, with an associated pit, the latter including 
sherds of early-medieval coarse-ware pottery and a post-
medieval handmade iron nail. The circular structure 
could be a rick-base, or the base of a windmill or 
dovecote, but the feature does not really conform to 
excavated examples of these structures. 

Stuart Boulter, Suffolk County Council Archaeological 
Service for Ashby Lawrence Homes; report no. 00/02. 

Bromeswell, Tranmer House (TM 2849; BML 018). 

Excavation in advance of the new Sutton Hoo Visitor 
Centre led to the discovery of an Early Anglo-Saxon 
mixed-rite cemetery, consisting of nine small ring-
ditches, eighteen cremations and nineteen inhumations 
(Figure 11). 

Seven cremations had been deposited within urns; some 
were stamp-decorated, while one lay beside a bronze 

Tranmer House 
formerly Sutton Hoo House 

Bromeswell 

Figure 11: Tranmer House, Bromeswell: plan of the excavation. 
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hanging-bowl containing another cremation. Distinct 
'sand-bodies' survived in several graves, while every 
burial was furnished with at least one object (usually a 
small buckle or iron knife). Thirteen graves contained 
weapons, typically a spear and shield, although two 
swords were also found. One female burial contained two 
ring-brooches, while beads were worn both in necklaces 
and also apparently in a pouch at the neck. 

A larger ring-ditch and cremation have been tentatively 
dated to the Bronze Age, while a complicated network of 
linear ditches was also prehistoric in origin. 

Christopher Topham-Smith, Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service for The National Trust. 

Bury St Edmunds, Eldohouse Farm Estate (TL 8764; 
BSE 131). 

Two areas were excavated within the farmyard, which is 
the site of a medieval grange of the abbey of Bury St 
Edmunds. The first area examined was the site of the 
farmhouse where a timber-framed range had stood until 
the 1950s. Part of a stub wall, the footing for a large 
fireplace with back-to-back hearths, and a chalk floor 
were recorded to produce a ground plan of part of the 
building. The boundary ditch that divides the town's 
parishes of St Mary and St James also crossed the site. 
Finds associated with the building dated it to the 13th to 
14th centuries, suggesting that it was part of the grange 
complex. 

Further excavation in advance of the development of the 
industrial estate revealed numerous masonry walls, the 
earliest of which were constructed of flint and lime 
mortar and were probably medieval in date. These walls 
may belong to the medieval grange. Footings for a 19th-
century barn were made up of large limestone blocks 
with late medieval mouldings. These blocks may indicate 
the presence of an ornamented building, possibly 
destroyed at the Dissolution and the materials re-used, 
perhaps more than once. 

David Gill and Jo Caruth, Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service for Knights Lowe Chartered 
Accountants and Drinkstone Investments Ltd. 

Carlton Colville, Bloodmoor Hill (TM 5290; CAC016). 

Excavations have continued on this Anglo-Saxon site. 
The excavation area now covers slightly more than 3ha 
and the following summary discusses the site as a whole 
(Figure 12). 

The site has produced material of two main periods: lst-
2nd century Roman, associated with a ditched field and 
track system; and 6th-8th century Anglo-Saxon 
associated with dense settlement remains including 
sunken-featured buildings (SFBs), post-built structures, 
middens, pits, a cemetery and evidence of industrial 
activity. The Saxon features both overlie, and are in parts 
contained by, the Roman system. The features are well 
preserved with limited truncation as a result of medieval 
and later ploughing. Artefact preservation has been 

1993 [591 

100 

Figure 12: Bloodmoor Hill Carlton Colville: areas excavated 1998-2001 
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reasonably good: significant quantities of Roman and 
Saxon pottery has been recovered (approximately 6500 
and 7000 sherds respectively). The faunal assemblage, 
though large, has suffered in the soil microclimate and 
there are great differences in preservation across the site, 
the assemblage includes large pieces of whale vertebrae. 
Significant quantities of metalworking debris were found 
(slag, metal waste and kiln furniture) in both above-
ground and sub-surface dumps. 

The extensive and multi-phased Romano-British field 
system consisted of small rectilinear fields set out along 
both sides of a ditched and banked trackway. 

Initial indications suggest that the Anglo-Saxon element 
of the site spans the 6th to early 8th centuries. However, 
the material from the site has yet to be fully assessed. 
The pottery assemblage is of hand-made plain sherds, a 
small component of which has stamped and incised 
decoration, (typically 6th century). The upper date range 
is not yet clear, although, no Ipswich ware pottery has 
been identified. Recent work on Ipswich ware suggests 
that it did not emerge from Ipswich until after 720 AD 
(P. Blinkhorn pers. comm.) and it seems likely that 
occupation had already ceased before Ipswich ware 
reached the area. Only one early coin was recovered 
from a stratified context, with a production date of A.D. 
690-710. 

Thirty-three SFBs have now been identified (three of 
these appeared in section only), along with five smaller 
hollows, some very shallow, which appear to be an SFB 
sub-type. There is great variation in both size and 
structural type, and it is clear that there is no standard 
Bloodmoor Hill 'type'. The number of posts in the SFBs 
varies from none to six and some show clear evidence of 
internal supports or linings in the form of slots at the base 
of the pit or ledges around the sides. Some also show 
additional repair posts. Sizes vary from 3.8m x 3.2m 
(12. lsq.m) up to 6.4m x 5.1m (32.6sq.m). No hearths or 
trampled surfaces on the base of the pits were discovered. 
The lack of evidence for daub may suggest all-timber 
superstructures. 

At least eight post-hole buildings were identified in the 
field, but potentially more will be defined during post-
excavation work. The structures fall within a well-
defined and seemingly discrete area some 90m x 50m. 
The main axis of the buildings is west-southwest to east-
northeast with some set at 90° to this - a similar 
alignment to that of the SFBs. The plan of one complete 
post-in-trench building, a type of construction normally 
considered to be a Middle Saxon form, has been defined 
and was shown to cut an earlier SFB. 

There is a high degree of preservation at the northern end 
of the site, protected by a build up of colluvium and by 
the slight hollow of the Roman trackway. Five dark soil 
spreads have been defined along this trackway, most 
representing in situ occupation debris - the contemporary 
Anglo-Saxon surface level. At the centre of the track is a 
bounded midden heap up to 35cm in depth. These areas 
have great potential for the study of disposal practices 
and depositional behaviour across the site. 

The site appears unusual in having both a considerable 
number of pits (approximately 260) and a wide variation 

of pit types within this and they represent an important 
new data-set. A number of pits have a close spatial 
proximity to the SFBs and may be linked to different 
activities within them. Four hearths or oven bases have 
been identified and the function of these, whether 
industrial or domestic, has yet to be defined. 

A cemetery of twenty-four west-east aligned graves lies 
within the settlement, with two further graves (one a 
double burial) lying some 50m to the east but still within 
the settlement area. The relationship of the cemetery, the 
settlement, and the presumed early pagan cemetery to the 
S.W.of the settlement is clearly significant. Seven graves 
were furnished and finds include a keystone garnet disc 
brooch, girdle hangers, bead-in-wire pendants, bead 
necklaces and the remains of a casket. It will not be 
possible to enter into discussion about the significance of 
this cemetery until the grave goods have been analysed 
but the positioning and layout of the cemetery, and its 7th 

century date, suggest a Conversion Period cemetery away 
from the earlier pagan burial ground on the crest of the 
ridge. The excavation of the cemetery gives an 
opportunity to investigate not only questions relating to 
change in social structure but also to changing beliefs. 

Excavated Early to Middle Saxon settlement evidence is 
still rare nationally, and barely a handful of sites have 
been investigated on a large-scale since the mid 1970s. 
West Stow and Mucking are the 'type sites' both at the 
regional and national level and are the basic reference 

* points for other excavations no matter how different the 
natural and/or cultural landscape might be. It is 
becoming clear, however, that many settlements cannot 
necessarily be directly compared with these and 
categorised as shifting groups of farmsteads without clear 
evidence of spatial organisation. The settlement pattern 
at Bloodmoor Hill appears to be well organised, with 
zoning for post-buildings, midden heaps and possibly 
SFB types and functions. The opportunity is presented to 
study what appears to be a near-complete settlement plan, 
with associated cemetery, possible industrial zones and 
evidence for the differential disposal/deposition of waste 
materials. Questions are also posed as to the manner and 
extent to which the early Saxon settlement relates to its 
Romano-British precursor. 

Cemetery excavations are well represented in East 
Anglia, though most have been divorced from their 
associated settlements. At Bloodmoor the two appear to 
be intricately linked and it should be possible to produce 
relatively finite dating of the cemetery which in turn, 
through stratigraphic and spatial relationships, will more 
accurately date the settlement. There is also the 
possibility of adding significantly to knowledge of the 
conversion period through further study of the burial 
group. 

Richard Mortimer, Cambridge Archaeological Unit for 
English Heritage, Bovis Homes Ltd. and Wimpey Homes 
Ltd. 

Greeting St Mary, site of St Olave's Church, Low 
Lane (TM 1057; CRM 006). 

The Greeting Churches Project, a Millenium-funded 
project, conducted fieldwalking in two fields opposite 
Woolney Hall during the winter of 1998. The Ordnance 
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Survey marks the site of the church in a field south of an 
access track, which is east of Woolney Hall. The finds 
from the fieldwalking suggested that this location was 
doubtful and that the church was to the north of the track. 
After a geophysical survey in September 1999, a series 
of trenches were dug to locate a possible building, which 
appeared to be aligned east-west. Several features were 
identified as possibly related to the demolition of St 
Olave's, one of which contained fragments of medieval 
painted glass. The glass was recovered from the edges of 
a linear feature that is probably part of the footings/ 
foundations of the east wall of the church. No further 
excavations were conducted and site was backfilled in 
October 1999. The glass was conserved and dated as 14th 

century, (report in C.C.P. archive/D. King). 

Nigel MacBeth for Greeting Churches Project. 

Framlingham, former Tannery and Mill sites, Bridge 
Street (TM 2863; FML 027). An evaluation of a site 
north of Bridge Street identified archaeological features 
associated with the medieval management of the 
naturally-formed Framlingham Mere. These included a 
mill leat, a mere boundary ditch and a mill bank, all 
previously known from documentary and map evidence. 
Structural evidence was limited to features of 
indeterminate function on the western bank of the River 
Ore. While the association of these features with a 
watermill could not be ruled out, it was considered more 
likely that they were related to an earlier bridge or river 
revetment structure. 

Stuart Boulter, Suffolk County Council Archaeological 
Service for BCM; report no. 00/30. 

Freckenham, (TL 6672; FRK 037 and 044). 

An evaluation was undertaken, in advance of a 
community woodland scheme, on two fields on the north 
edge of Freckenham where Roman, Saxon and medieval 
finds had been recovered in the past. A dispersed scatter 
of features (largely undated or post-medieval) was 
revealed across both fields. An Early Saxon pit or 
sunken-featured building containing pottery and a bone 
pin was found on the north edge of the eastern field and 
may represent the edge of a more extensive Early Saxon 
settlement to the north of these fields. 

Jo Caruth, Suffolk County Council Archaeological 
Service for County Land Agents and Valuers Dept, 
Suffolk County Council; report no. 2001/1. 

Hadleigh, Aldham Mill Hill (TM 0243; HAD 059). 

An excavation was carried out within part of a proposed 
development area (Figure 13). This followed an 
evaluation of the site in 1999 which, along with aerial 
photograph evidence, had identified areas of 
archaeological potential. A number of features were 
exposed and investigated, including two large Bronze 
Age ring-ditches and one small one surrounding a group 
of urned and un-urned cremations. Cremations were also 
found in isolation just to the west of the ring-ditches and 
as a group within the northern ring-ditch. Four pagan 
Anglo-Saxon inhumations were found focussed around 
the western side of the southern ring-ditch, representing 
two males and two females dating from the 7th century. 
Grave goods included an imported pot of Merovingian 

origin. Medieval deposits were most frequent in the SW 
corner of the site and consisted of a series of ditches and 
post-holes forming the basis of what appears to be an 
agricultural complex. Two structures were identified, but 
are probably farm buildings rather than dwellings. 

Linzi Everett, Suffolk County Council Archaeological 
Service for Persimmon Homes (Anglia) Ltd; report 
no.00/96. 

Orford, land at Castle Hill (TM 4249; ORF 032). 

An evaluation recovered evidence of occupation in the 
medieval ( ^ - M * centuries) and post-medieval periods. 
Features included pits, post-holes, ditches and a 
substantial building slot c.7.5m in length. This long 
slot, which appeared, from pottery evidence, to have been 
in use until the 13th or possibly the 14th century, had 
substantial corner posts at its two ends. 

Stuart Boulter, Suffolk County Council Archaeological 
Service for J.A. & S.M. Crane Property Development. 

Sutton (TM 2849; SUT 036). 

Monitoring of soil-stripping operations and subsequent 
excavations for a drainage pipe close to the River Deben, 
on the Sutton/Bromeswell parish boundary, revealed 
evidence of a production site for Late Medieval and 
Transitional pottery. While no definite kiln structure was 
identified, a large number of pottery wasters of 15th- to 
earlier 17th-century date were recovered. In addition, a 
number of peg tiles were collected which bore spots of 
glaze on one of their sides. By comparison with other 
sites in the county, these tiles may have been used in the 
construction of a kiln. Finally, the large amount of 
charcoal in the area confirms that substantial fires had 
occurred there. 

Sue Anderson and John Newman, Suffolk County 
Council Archaeological Service for The National Trust. 

CHURCH RECORDING 

Hinderclay, St Mary's Church (TM 0276; HNY016). 

Renovation work exposed two areas below the current 
floor level in the nave and the south aisle. Monitoring 
revealed the presence of several chalk and clay floor 
layers in the nave, and a tile and brick floor in the south 
aisle. The tiled surface included an area against the south 
wall that had probably survived in situ since the 14th-15th 

centuries, representing a typical design of the period - a 
yellow- and green-glazed chequered floor. Heavily-worn 
tiles of the same period had been relaid, and these were 
surrounded by yellow 18th-cenrury floor bricks. There 
was possible evidence for a small vault below the floor in 
an area where large tiles had been laid for ease of 
removal. Cracked tiles surrounding this were further 
evidence for the presence of an underlying void. 

Sue Anderson, Suffolk County Council Archaeological 
Service for Hinderclay Parochial Church Council; report 
no. 00/76. 
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Figure 13: Aldham Mill Hill, Hadleigh: plan of the excavation 

WARWICKSHIRE 

Alderminster, Goldicote (SP 246 513) 

Trial trenching followed by area excavation was carried 
out ahead of gas pipe-laying between June and August 
2000 across the deserted settlement at Goldicote (SMR 
WA 1259) by Peter Thompson of the Warwickshire 
Museum on behalf of RSK Environment Ltd for Transco. 
Evidence for the extent and form of the medieval 
settlement was revealed. This included buildings, 
external yard areas, stone-lined drains and a lane or road. 
A rectangular building with stone wall foundations was 
exposed. Excavation revealed it was divided into at least 
two rooms with a hearth, pits and internal features. A 
small adjacent building was also revealed, this may have 
been a store or other outbuilding. The buildings were 
surrounded by limestone yard surfaces. 

Other fragments of wall and stone pad foundations were 
revealed, but no clear building plans identified. Further 
yard surfaces, some with stone-lined drains were 
excavated. These were most probably located in close 

proximity to other domestic or farm buildings. Pottery 
and other finds from the buildings and across the site 
indicate the main period of occupation to be the 13th and 
14th centuries. Post excavation assessment and analysis 
is due to take place during 2001. 

Grandborough, Sawbridge Road (SP 491 669) 

Archaeological recording of groundworks in advance of 
a new housing development by Stuart Palmer of the 
Warwickshire Museum in June 2000 on behalf of 
Stratford Homes, revealed a sequence of medieval 
ditches, forming plot boundaries within the medieval 
village, dating from the 12th/13th century to the 14th 
century. Other medieval features included a probable 
rubble yard surface, a possible structural slot and a 
posthole. Some 18th/19th century features were also 
recorded. 
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WALES 
MONMOUTHSHIRE (GWENT) 

Trelech, Medieval Site West of Trelech Church (SO 
499054) 

A large field west of St. Nicholas's Church was 
investigated in June and July 2000 as a part of University 
of Wales College Newport's continuing research 
excavation programme. Work was prompted by a 
UWCN geophysical survey undertaken in May, 1999. 
This survey indicated a range of large regular structures 
and, as a consequence, scheduled site consent for three 
trenches was obtained to investigate the site more fully. 
Trench A (2m x 15m) was placed to investigate a high 
resistance anomaly and an abutting large area of low-
resistance. Trench B (5m x 10m) was dug alongside the 
medieval road defined by the survey where high 
resistance readings suggested substantial building(s). 
Trench C (3m x 5m) allowed investigation of apparent 
rows of roughly circular low-resistance features in the 
northern corner of the field. 

Trench A revealed three parallel re-cut drainage ditches. 
These ditches, approximately 2.5m apart, ran at right 
angles from the medieval road. Two were fully excavated 
to a depth of approximately lm below ground surface. 
The third could only be partially excavated as it extended 
under the southern edge of the trench. These ditches 
appear to relate to a series of evenly spaced linear features 
shown on the resistivity survey and were probably 
associated with burgage plots along the roadside where 
high resistance readings indicate structures. Ceramic 
evidence from the ditches suggests a thirteenth century 
origin. The high resistance reading associated with the 
most northerly of the ditches was the result of large 
quantities of hammer scale in the ditch fill. 

Trench B confirmed buildings defined by substantial 
walls and multi-phase occupation of the site. The first 
phase consisted of two substantial medieval stone 
buildings separated by a lm wide passageway leading 
from the road and passing between the two. Both were 
partially built over in the sixteenth/seventeenth century 
when a possible barn was constructed. A narrow robber 
trench had disturbed the footings of both the Phase 1 and 
Phase 2 buildings. The remainder of the Phase 1 building 
walls (74cm and lm in width respectively) survived in 
places to eight and nine courses. These buildings provide 
useful information relating to the burgage pattern of the 
town. The most substantial of the structures is roughly 
aligned with the church and an ecclesiastical function is 
possible. 

The low resistance features investigated in Trench C 
represent tree root disturbance, probably from a post 
medieval orchard. 

These results are of considerable interest. The apparent 
burgage pattern suggested in both Trench A and Trench 
B relates to more recent geophysical surveys in other 
parts of the medieval town. The hammer scale recovered 
in Trench A may be particularly important. Trelech was 
once one of the largest towns in Wales and continuing 
research excavations have demonstrated that iron 
production was an important, indeed probably pivotal, 

factor in the town's economy. Despite evidence of 
widespread and large-scale smelting activities in the 
thirteenth century, however, there has been very little 
indication of contemporary smithing. Consequently, 
evidence of medieval smithing activity is particularly 
interesting. Similarly, the large buildings in Trench B 
provide useful insights into the development of the 
medieval town. Scheduled site consent has been granted 
for a second season on the site and these and other 
findings will be investigated more fully in June 2001. 

Dr. Raymond Howell, SCARAB Research Centre, 
University of Wales College Newport. 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SWANSEA 

The Cefn Drum Research Project: medieval 
settlement and subsistence in the uplands. 

Excavations took place for the fifth and final year. Once 
again a programme of collection of material for 
environmental and pedological work was integrated into 
the excavations. The work was financially supported by 
the British Academy and local organisations. This year's 
work continued to focus on what has been described as a 
sheepcote of late medieval or postmedieval date. It is 
possible that it was founded as an encroachment into 
waste land during the period of lax stewardship exercised 
by the earls of Worcester between 1549 and 1590. In 
1999 the sheephouse was excavated together with two 
nearby stretches of stone field wall. Two other, smaller 
buildings completed the complex. These sites were 
excavated this year. They are described in the Royal 
Commission's Glamorgan Inventory as LHlb and c. 
Work was also carried out on the lower part of Cefn 
Drum; previous work here has examined a platform 
house complex and excavation was carried out adjacent 
to the site known as PH6 in order to test the nature of 
anomalies revealed by geophysical prospection. A fourth 
site was also excavated; initially thought to have been a 
sunken shelter it was found to be a prehistoric passage 
grave. LHlb: Excavations here revealed a rectangular 
structure; internally 7.5 m. long and 3.6 m wide at one 
end tapering to 2.7 m. at the other. The building's 
construction is similar to that encountered in the adjacent 
sheephouse: walls were a mixture of large, glacially-
derived blocks of stone mixed with smaller material. 
Three postholes were noted within the structure. One 
stood adjacent to the doorway. The others formed a pair, 
opposite one another just over half way along the 
building. It is probable that the main timbers supporting 
the roof were placed on the walls. Posts, probably tied 
near the top, would have helped to support the roof. The 
door of the building opens into the yard on the northern 
side of the sheephouse and the two buildings almost 
certainly formed one complex. It is thought that this 
building was a domestic one and formed a dwelling. 
LHlc: Prior to excavation this site comprised a level area 
9 m. north south and 5 m. east west. A hollow trail was 
clearly in evidence along the northern edge of the 
platform. The hollow trail is not, as the Glamorgan 
Inventory claims, a modern feature. Excavation of the 
level area revealed little. The front of the platform is 
marked by a stone bank and the major field wall which 
runs across this part of Cefn Drum ends on the south 
eastern corner of the cut formed by the levelling of the 
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platform. The platform is quite featureless; an orange 
brown loam soil was excavated down to the bedrock but 
no layers or other evidence for use were identified. As 
the feature stands alongside the hollow trail it probably 
functioned as an area for the loading and unloading of 
vehicles travelling to and from the site. It is possible that 
this area was used for the storage of hay and/or manure. 
The trench was extended to examine the nature of the 
hollow trail. PH6: An extensive area adjacent to PH6 
was opened but the features identified in the geophysical 
survey were not found. A length of rubble wall which 
contained a posthole, a pit and a large stake hole were all 
found, but these cannot be those detected by the 
geophysical survey - they were both too far north-east 
and of a smaller extent than the survey indicated. The 
nature of these features is not understood although they 

Towns and Trade in the Age of Charlemagne 

Richard Hodges. London: Duckworth 2000. ISBN 0-
7156-2965-4, 144pp., 9 figs., price £9.99 

Richard Hodges is well-known for his work on the 
development of towns in the first millennium AD. Dark 
Age Economics, first published in 1982, not only 
remains in print but has been characterised as one of the 
few archaeological books of which historians have 
heard. The title of his new work might imply more of the 
same but Hodges corrects this impression at the outset: 
'This book does not aim to supplant Dark Age 
Economics. Its aim, instead, is to examine ... the 
continuing debate on the origins of early medieval 
towns', concentrating on issues such as evidence from 
the Mediterranean, the role and development of trade, 
and the abandonment of emporia for 'ranked regional 
markets' (pp. 8-9). 

Immediate strengths of the new book are its 
methodological approach and its cogent use of new 
information. The former is characterised in his first 
chapter with an attempt to reconcile archaeological and 
historical approaches to evidence. As an archaeologist, 
he is naturally anxious to emphasise that 'the material 
sources ... offer substantial information for historians 
raised on textual histories'. Cheekily, he adds that, with 
so much publication over the last twenty years, 'there is 
much for the historian to study in the comfort of the 
library' (p. 27). However, his major contribution here, 
an assessment of 'binary opposites' in terms of 
investigative use of evidence, is used to provide the 
framework for the book as a whole, combining concepts 
such as the 'physical' and the 'symbolic' or the 'long-
term' and the 'event' to re-read Henri Pirenne's thesis of 
the origins of towns in western Europe. 

The use of new information is both dominating and 
widespread. A glance at the bibliography will reveal few 
works earlier than 1980 with most being from the 1990s. 
At this simple level alone, Hodges provides a splendid 
primer in the historiography of the subject and period 
over the last two decades. The breadth of his reading, 

are thought to be recent. The wall appears to be aligned 
from the front of PH6 to the back of another platform, 
PH7, but does not run the full distance between them. 
The remaining corner of the structure on PH6 was also 
found. It is comprised of large blocks of stone, similar to 
the rest of this wall. This is in distinct contrast to the front 
wall of the building which is made up of many small 
stones. 

More recent work has focused on the valleys which lie 
either side of Cefn Drum. It now seems possible that an 
early medieval vaccary lay here. 

Drs. Jonathan Kissock and R.A.S. Johnston, Centre for 
the Study of Culture, Archaeology, Religions and 
Biogeography, University of Wales College, Newport, 
Caerleon Campus, PO Box 179, Newport, NP18 3YG. 

however, captures the essence of his approach. Gone is a 
concentration on the North Sea province; rather the 
growth of towns is put into a truly European context with 
consideration of late Classical and early medieval 
urbanism in the Mediterranean and beyond. Crucial to 
the argument is the influence of the Arabs. 

Archaeological evidence of links with the east has been 
available for some time but here Hodges takes well-
known historical references (such as the gift of an 
elephant to Charlemagne by Harun al'Rashid in about 
AD800) to provide a context for the dissemination of 
Arabic ideas, particularly that of 'a vision of economic 
growth sustained by managed towns' (p. 52). The central 
importance of the Carolingians -and of Charlemagne 
himself- in assisting this dissemination is given free rein 
but is supported with the use of archaeological evidence 
such as, for England, Metcalf s coin analysis (pp. 107-
112), the results of which, Hodges asserts, reveal 'a 
society adopting a monetarised standard, albeit at 
differential rates depending on proximity to Carolingian 
influence. This standard ... was the underlying motor of 
the transformation of English society ...' (p. 111). 

It may be difficult to see obvious direct links between the 
development of market centres in 9th-century and later 
England with the Syrian planned town of 'Anjar but 
Hodges is keen to identify the origins of the idea of the 
link of between towns and economic growth as well as to 
follow its physical development. Archaeology comes to 
the fore when considering such development, the 
increased evidence of the last twenty years allowing a 
more detailed critique of urban growth and decline to be 
postulated than was hitherto possible. Examination of 
the relative cases of Dorestad and Tiel (pp. 102-106) 
provides a model for the decline of the great 8th-century 
emporia, based upon a transnational monetary system, to 
more localised urban centres with reliance upon 
developing regional economies (the Carolingian idea). 
The model also enables a reassessment of the impact of 
the Vikings, as in the case of London: 'the decline ... of 
Lundenwic [Middle Saxon London]... cannot any longer 
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be seriously ascribed to the Vikings. This is vulgar 
history' (pp. 115-6). 

It is clear that Hodges' own experiences over the last 
twenty years have influenced this book. He spent eight 
years as the Director of the British School of Rome and 
he recognises that increasing European integration in the 
academic world is leading to a greater awareness of 
shared problems, 'the assumption of this book [being] 
that the origin of urbanism is a European issue' (p. 12). 
However, as it is his contention that Charlemagne's 
monetary system was adopted 'from Naples to 
Northumberland' (p. 118), this pan-European approach 
clearly offers much in terms of both concepts and 
evidence. 

This is a stimulating book, full of insights with much 
valuable and thought-provoking cross-referencing. It is 
an ideal introduction to the complexities of early 
medieval urban origins and deserves a wide readership. 

Brian Ayers 

Early Deira: Archaeological Studies of the East 
Riding in the fourth to ninth centuries AD 

Edited by Helen Geake and Jonathan Kenny, Oxbow 
Books 2000, ISBN 1 900188 90 2 140pp. £28 

This volume presents papers from a conference in York 
in 1995 and has been augmented by a number of 
additional papers not presented at the conference. The 
volume is dedicated to the late Jim Lang. 

A Preface is provided by Martin Carver and Philip Rahtz 
then provides an overview of those strands of research in 
the period which are addressed in the volume. Sam Lucy 
reconsiders the evidence for early medieval burials and 
particularly looks at the supposition that crouched 
burials in 'Anglo-Saxon' cemeteries represent the British 
population. She draws attention to the medieval concept 
of ethnicity which was fluid and based on relationships 
of power and politics rather than race and doubts whether 
straightforward distinctions can be made. 

The incredible site at West Heslerton is discussed by 
Dominic Powlesland in the context of settlement 
mobility. The latter is the prevailing model of early 
medieval settlement but Powlesland suggests that West 
Heslerton was a wholly static settlement throughout its 
life. Julian Richards examines the contrasting picture 
from Cottam where his work has demonstrated a 
settlement moving across the landscape with at least 
three positions of which the last was probably that of the 
present deserted medieval village. 

Nick Higham presents an essay on 'King Edward of 
Deira: rhetoric and the reality of power in early England' 
and this is followed by a discussion by Kevin Leahy of 
metal detecting finds at South Newbald and the 
'Productive Site' phenomena. This draws attention to 
the fine work that Leahy has been doing with metal 

detectorists for many years and looks at one site which 
has produced large quantities of coinage and of metal 
objects but of relatively low status. Leahy argues for the 
site being a market location related to a possible Minster 
site and draws parallels with Whitby where similar 
material has been found beyond the putative 'vallum5. 
This article is followed by a very useful overview of 
Northumbrian coinage by J Booth. 

Jenny Stopford presents 'The Case for Archaeological 
Research at Whitby' providing a summary of previous 
investigations of the site and raises concerns about the 
dislocation of the archaeological resource caused by a 
substantive amount of small scale investigation which is 
not backed up by large scale excavation to provide a 
context. Jim Lang examines 'Monuments of Yorkshire in 
the Age of Alcuin' and identifies a group of 8th century 
sculptural pieces which show particular Mediterranean 
features. He links these to a desire to express close links 
with Rome at the time that York became an 
Archbishopric. He also suggests that one of the features 
of this group, 'apostolic pillars' may identify centres of 
baptism. 

'Where are Yorkshire's 'Terps'?' by Robert Van den 
Noort uses the evidence from the Humber wetland 
surveys to look at early medieval wetland exploitation. 
He draws attention to the apparent absence of settlement 
in the Humber wetlands to the extensive settlement of 
such areas in the Low Countries. He suggests that the 
pastoral exploitation of the salt marshes in the Low 
Countries does not happen around the Humber where the 
area is viewed as a 'wilderness'; the rich grazing of river 
meadows being preferred to that of the wetlands. In the 
final paper Dobney, Hall and Kenward survey the 
Bioarchaeology Anglo-Saxon Yorkshire and come to the 
conclusion that the limitations of the evidence draw 
attention to the need to develop a wider range of 
techniques and analyses in order to extract the maximum 
information from the material which in the past has not 
been rewarding for traditional bioarchaeological 
techniques. 

This volume is a useful statement of the position of studies 
of the period in Yorkshire at this point in time. It will be 
a useful reference point for those wishing to obtain better 
knowledge of the Yorkshire material and to measure the 
extent of progress in the future. 

R Daniels 

Notice of Publication Received 

The papers from the third Ruralia conference-, held in 
Ireland in 1999 have now been published andcopies can 
be obtained from Dr Jan Klapste, Academie ved CR, 
Archaeologicky Ustav, Letenska 4, Mala Strana, Prague 
at a price of 20 Euro. Copies from Ruralia I and II can be 
obtained at a price of 12.50 Euro. A review will appear in 
the next annual report. 

The Editor 
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Select Bibliography of Works 
on Medieval Rural Settlement 2000 

Compiled by Mark Page with additions from the editor 

This list includes books and articles on British rural 
settlement and landscape between the fifth century and 
the fifteenth, published between May 2000 and May 
2001, together with anything which seems to have been 
omitted from previous bibliographies. Any omissions 
may be sent to Dr M Page, Centre for English Local 
History, University of Leicester, Marc Fitch House, 5 
Salisbury Road, Leicester LEI 7QR, or to 
markpage@excite.co.uk, for inclusion in next year's list. 
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Sources of Information 

Having decided to carry out research on your local village 
or area how do you go about locating relevant historical 
and archaeological information ? 

There are a number of accessible sources of information 
available both on a local and national level which can be 
used to further your research. 

Your local reference library should be the first stop. This 
should contain a good collection of books about the local 
area and a reasonably full set of maps starting from the 
1st Edition Ordnance Survey maps of the mid-19th 
century. The Reference Library often holds archaeo
logical and historical journals and publications, anti
quarian books and aerial photographs. The Victoria 
County History series is particularly useful in gaining an 
insight into the documentation available for any 
settlement and covers most of the country. 

There should also be a local or county based 
archaeological or historical society in your area and they 
may well publish a journal or monograph series 
containing information of interest. The Reference Library 
should be able to provide details. 

All County Councils, National Parks and unitary 
authorities hold or have access to a Sites and Monuments 
Record (S.M.R.); this is a database of known 
archaeological sites within an area. The information is 
gathered from excavations and surveys, aerial 
photographs, chance finds and historical sources such as7 

documents and maps. Information can usually be sent on 
request or an appointment can be made to view by 
contacting the relevant Local Government Archaeologist. 
Some S.M.R.'s charge for this service, To find out where 
your local S.M.R. is located, ask at the Reference Library, 
telephone your local authority, contact the editor or check 
in Current Archaeology which prints a list of all 
archaeological sections or units once a year. 

Archaeology and Planning departments also hold aerial 
photographs. These range from the 1940's R.A.F. series 
and Meridian series taken for census purposes to more 
recent coverage of individual sites. Aerial photographs 

Wilton, R., "Treloen, a Cornish Domesday manor: its boundaries 
investigated', Devon & Cornwall Notes & Queries 38.8 (2000), 
240-5. 

Winchester, A. J. L., 'Dividing lines in a moorland landscape: 
territorial boundaries in upland England', Landscapes 2 (2000), 
16-32. 

Websites 
SETTLEMENT AND WASTE IN THE PALATINATE 
OF DURHAM 
http://www.dur.ac .ul<yr.h.britnell/research_projects.htm 

SOCIETY FOR LANDSCAPE STUDIES 
http://www.britarch.ac.uk/sls 

WHITTLEWOOD 
http://www.bham.ac.uk/whittlewood 

on Medieval Settlement 

are particularly useful for revealing features such as 
cropmarks or soil marks which are not visible on the 
ground and the earlier series show the landscape prior to 
the large scale development which has occurred since the 
last war. 

Your local archive service may also hold a variety of 
historical documents of medieval and later date including 
early maps and the church records of births, deaths and 
marriages from the area while the local museum service 
may also hold objects and documents of interest. 

There are transcriptions and translations of a wide range 
of medieval documents including wills and national 
taxation returns available in a variety of publications and 
a good reference library or the local university library 
may hold some of these and be able to tell you where 
others can be found. 

At a national level English Heritage holds the National 
Monuments Record (N.M.R.). This consists of three main 
parts: 

the National Archaeological Record (N.A.R.) 
the National Building Record (N.B.R.) 
the National Library of Aerial Photographs (N.L.A.P.) 

They can supply information on request from their 
catalogues and databases and provide photographic 
copies of material held in archives although there may be 
a charge for this. Photographs, drawings and field notes 
are held and a reference library of over 32,000 books is 
available. 

The records of the Medieval Settlement Research Group 
are held in Swindon by English Heritage and if you wish 
to use these as well as any other English Heritage records 
then you should contact them at the address below. 

NMR Customer Services 
National Monuments Record Centre 
Kemble Drive 
Swindon 
SN2 2GZ (Telephone 01793 414707) 
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Medieval Rural Settlements - A Policy on their 
Research, Survey, Conservation and Excavation 

MEDIEVAL SETTLEMENT RESEARCH GROUP 

Introduction 
1. This document prepared by the MSRG sets out a 

research and management framework for medieval 
rural settlement.1 It includes a brief assessment of the 
current state of academic knowledge and practical 
issues covering research, survey, conservation, and 
excavation and seeks to identify an agenda of future 
work which would fill gaps in our knowledge. The 
final section presents a strategy setting out priorities.2 

In doing so MSRG have had regard to recent policy 
statements on behalf of the Group3 as well as to UK 
and national frameworks.4 

We intend that this statement will be made widely 
available and will be used in counties and regions to 
develop a consistent and integrated approach to 
medieval settlement studies. We hope that they will 
be used in making decisions on the management and 
preservation of sites and will be helpful to those 
making research applications. The statement will be 
periodically revised in the light of new information 
and thinking on the subject. We recognise that the 
present document is based mainly on experience on 
English settlement sites, though we hope that some 
of the more general ideas can be applied throughout 
Britain. We are aware that new initiatives are being 
made in settlement studies in Scotland and Wales, 
and hope that a future document can take these fully 
into account.5 

2. Medieval rural settlements include all habitations 
from the 5th to the 16th century, from the temporary 
shielings occupied by those herding animals, to the 
residences of great lords. The great majority consist 
of farms, hamlets and villages, together with 
associated features such as roads, enclosures, field 
systems, boundary banks and ditches, ponds, parks 
and woods, mills, manor houses, moats and churches. 
A high proportion of settlements occupied by c. 1200 
are still inhabited, but a proportion have been 
abandoned and their sites are visible as earthworks. 
A growing proportion of late medieval settlements, 
and almost all of those dating from the period before 
c. 1000 have no visible earthworks above the ground, 
but their sites can be discovered from crop marks and 
soil marks most clearly recognised from the air, and 
surface indications such as scatters of pottery and 
other occupation debris. 

3. Medieval rural settlements have been the subject of 
systematic research in this country since the late 
1940s, and have been located and investigated in 
every part of Europe. They must be regarded as sites 
of the greatest importance. Most medieval people 
lived in the countryside, and here we can investigate 
the material culture of the whole range of society, 
including those who have left the scantiest written 
evidence. Survey work and excavation can reveal 

much about the housing, possessions, and 
environment of the peasants, together with evidence 
for production, consumption and technology, both in 
agriculture and in food preparation and in rural crafts 
and trade. The distribution and layout of the 
settlements gives insights into social structure and 
social organisation, and into medieval ideas about 
order and planning, and the division between public 
and private space. 

The constant and often sudden changes affecting rural 
settlements - shifts of site, coalescence of small 
settlements into large villages, the replanning, 
expansion, and shrinkage which affected many 
villages and hamlets, changes in house form, the 
addition of elements such as market places, greens 
and churches, and sometimes their total desertion -
demonstrate the dynamic forces at work during the 
period, not just the general expansion and contraction 
of population and agriculture, but many 
developments in lordship, politics, community 
organisation, commerce and household life. 

Research and Survey 
1. Research into medieval settlements can cover whole 

counties or regions, or be concentrated on a single 
site, but normally a study should take into account the 
territory attached to farms, hamlets, or villages, and 
the estate to which the settlements belonged, which 
could be large and contain many settlements. The 
inhabitants depended on a particular territory and its 
resources for their living, and their use and experience 
of the land should be a dimension of any study, as 
should their relationship with higher authority. But 
research should also embrace a wider region, as 
transhumance, trade, and contacts with centres of 
government and religion took people out of their 
immediate neighbourhood, and villages and farms 
will be better understood if they can be compared 
with the types of settlement that developed around 
them. Settlement forms, building techniques and 
farming methods all help to define the special 
character and culture of a region, so the study of the 
wider context of settlements extends understanding 
of regional frameworks. Recent projects which have 
shown the value of this broad multidisciplinary 
'landscape' approach to the study of rural settlements 
include those at Wharram Percy (N. Yorks.), Raunds 
(Northants.) and Shapwick (Somerset). These have 
all used a nucleated village and its large territory as 
the main focus of research. 

2. Although it is convenient to use a period like the 
middle ages to define a field of enquiry, and this 
allows research to achieve a depth of understanding, 
no period should be studied in isolation. We must be 
aware that the landscape of the medieval period had 
usually been settled and cultivated for millennia, and 
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that prehistoric and Roman patterns of land holding 
and exploitation influenced their medieval 
successors. There should be a similar awareness of 
the subsequent development of sites and their 
surroundings in the post medieval period. Studies of 
periods of transition are also important. 

3. Research should embrace every type of rural 
settlement. The great variety of settlement forms 
deserves to be reflected in research, from the farm 
and hamlet to the large village and incipient market 
town. (The conventional dividing line between a 
village and a hamlet is based on a minimum village 
size of 6 households). In the same way farms, hamlets 
and villages which are wholly or partly inhabited 
should not be neglected in favour of abandoned sites. 
Subsequent occupation will not have always 
destroyed the earlier below-ground evidence, and the 
plan of streets and boundaries will preserve the form 
of much earlier settlements. Local vernacular 
architecture should also be studied: buildings from 
the medieval period should be recorded and analysed 
in their landscape context, as their form and layout is 
an important part of the medieval landscape; early 
post-medieval buildings can provide valuable 
indications of a continuing local building tradition6. 
Churches, guild halls and houses provide invaluable 
evidence of wealth, social structure and mentality at 
the community, family and household level. 

4. Lists of deserted medieval villages and moated sites 
have been prepared by the Groups which preceded 
the MSRG, and much good work has been done in 
listing settlement sites in general in the Sites and 
Monuments Records (SMRs) maintained by local 
authorities. However, some types of site (particularly 
farmsteads and hamlets) are less well recorded than 
others, and a clear distinction is not always made 
between different types of site, so a long-term aim 
must be to enhance the data in the SMRs. 

5. Survey programmes provide an important means of 
discovering new sites, and for increasing our 
understanding of known sites. Survey techniques 
include aerial photography, the planning of 
earthworks, geophysical investigation, fieldwalking, 
soil sampling and documentary research. Each of 
these methods is valuable in itself, but they produce 
the best results if carried out in combination, and if 
they are applied to the surrounding territory as well as 
to the settlement sites themselves. Survey is essential 
for the preparation of site management plans. It is 
also a necessary part of any excavation programme. 
And in the event that a threatened landscape cannot 
be saved by statutory protection a full survey should 
be made for the benefit of future research. 

6. Interdisciplinary research is likely to yield the most 
satisfying results. The material evidence should be 
investigated through field survey, excavation and 
analysis of environmental samples. Documentary 
evidence should be studied alongside the material 
culture. Significant advances in knowledge are likely, 
on the basis of past experience, to proceed from 
dialogues between archaeologists, historians, 

geographers, place-name scholars, students of 
vernacular architecture and those who work on bone 
and plant remains. New thinking will be informed by 
theoretical perspectives in archaeology, such as recent 
work on space, and on the role of exchange and social 
organisation in buildings and settlements. 

Conservation 
1. The purpose of conservation is partly to maintain the 

storehouse of information about the past that is 
contained within undisturbed settlement sites for the 
benefit of future generations who will wield much 
more sophisticated methods of research than are 
available to us. 

2. After a long period in which many sites have been 
damaged or destroyed by agriculture, road building 
and housing development, there has been a welcome 
move towards the preservation of medieval 
settlements, in part due to changes in agricultural 
policy and reduced pressure for development. Also a 
representative sample of the most important sites has 
been selected under English Heritage's Monuments 
Protection Programme for consideration for 
scheduling. These have been chosen on the basis that 
the countryside is varied in its terrain and land use, 
and that settlement sites take on sufficient importance 
to merit preservation if they are characteristic of a 
defined region. The MPP programme has devised a 
scoring system which selects important sites by virtue 
of the condition of their remains, their potential and 
diversity, associated features, documentation and 
amenity value. This is to be applauded, and we will 
press for the speedy implementation of the MPP with 
the scheduling of the selected sites. 

3. The selection of sites under MPP should not be 
regarded as a single act, but as the beginning of a 
series of reviews. After MPP new sites will be found 
and new information about known sites will enhance 
their importance. Advances in interpretation will lead 
to revisions of the assessment criteria. We expect to 
see scheduling as a continuous process, in which there 
will be a constant dialogue between those 
implementing it and specialist groups such as MSRG. 
To take one pressing example, this Group has long 
argued that preserving a site should not mean drawing 
a line round the edge of a village, and allowing the 
destruction of the field system on which the villagers 
depended for their living, and which we need to 
appreciate their way of life. English Heritage is now 
considering the problem of ridge and furrow and this 
should result in a programme for the preservation of 
areas that still survive. Medieval settlements are not 
'monuments' confined within a fenced enclosure of a 
few acres, but were the focal points of large living 
landscapes, and we must grasp methods by which at 
least representative examples of whole townships and 
parishes can be saved for posterity. 

4. Another extension of MPP must involve scheduling 
more dispersed settlements. One type of isolated 
settlement, moated sites, have been systematically 
researched and a number scheduled, but not enough 
other farms and hamlets have been identified and 
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planned for them to be assessed for preservation. If 
we confine our attention to abandoned sites, there 
must be 30,000 deserted farms and hamlets compared 
with the 3,000 or so deserted villages. If our 
conservation policy is to reflect the balance of 
numbers, many more must firstly be identified, and 
then recommended for preservation, together with 
such associated features as roads, field boundaries, 
and ponds. 

5. Perhaps the most difficult problem for those seeking 
to preserve medieval settlements concerns policy 
towards existing settlements. We all know that the 
great majority of the settlements of c. 1300 are partly 
or wholly inhabited at the present time. Many of the 
boundaries and house sites of 20th century villages 
had their origins in the early middle ages. There is 
still a quantity of features and artefacts buried beneath 
modern houses and gardens, and even more in the 
occasional deserted house sites still visible as gaps in 
an inhabited settlement. Every effort should be made 
to retain the framework of boundaries, routeways, 
frontages and related features which reflect the 
medieval structure of a settlement. 

6. Apart from scheduling much good work in 
conservation has been done by organisations other 
than the statutory heritage agencies, including local 
authorities, National Parks, the National Trust and 
the Countryside Commission. Progress has also been 
made by bodies such as the Forestry Authority. These 
initiatives deserve encouragement. 

7. One important use of sites is for educational purposes, 
though at present these visits tend to be confined to 
specialist groups who can best appreciate the sites if 
they, are guided by an expert. It is a long term aim of 
the Group to make these sites more readily understood 
and appreciated by a wider public. 

Excavation 
1. The programme of excavation of c. 1952-1970 vastly 

extended our understanding of every aspect of the 
period. Before settlements were excavated we were 
almost entirely ignorant of such basic issues as the 
size and shape of peasant houses, and the chronology 
of village development. The few, major excavations 
in the last few years cannot be said to show that 
returns from this type of work is diminishing - such 
sites as West Cotton, Burton Dassett, and Wood Hall 
have all produced new types of evidence, such as 
major deposits of environmental material, and indeed 
new types of settlement, like the failed market village 
of Dassett Southend. There are still major categories 
of settlement sites, such as villages or hamlets of the 
10th and 11th centuries, deserted dispersed 
settlements of the later middle ages; or sites in under 
researched counties such as Lancashire or Kent, 
which have not been excavated in adequate numbers. 

2. At present only a small number of large scale field 
evaluations or excavations are taking place on 
medieval settlement sites. To some extent this is to be 
welcomed as it marks a move away from the 
destruction of sites by new developments and a 
greater emphasis on preservation. Large numbers of 

limited evaluations and small excavations are taking 
place under PPG 16.7 The results from this work can 
make a significant contribution to archaeological 
research. They can characterise boundary types and 
dates, the types of structural materials and techniques 
used and the distribution of activities within tofts. In 
the case of the latter, opportunities should be taken to 
examine their yards and gardens about which too little 
is known. Small scale work can also provide an 
opportunity for obtaining environmental material. 

3. Quite apart from these gaps in our knowledge, there 
is a case for research excavation, because it both adds 
to our knowledge, serves as a training ground for 
another generation of settlement archaeologists, and 
provides a focus for further advances in 
interpretation. But the research excavations must be 
conceived as part of a wider research programme of 
field work and documentary research, and treated as 
problem solving sorties, often focused as much on 
boundaries, or the peripheral areas of settlements, as 
on the houses. 

Strategy 
1. The information on settlements in Sites and 

Monuments Records must be improved. The work 
that has gone into the SMRs is of the greatest value, 
but there is much unevenness between counties. All 
of them recognise a category of "deserted medieval 
villages", but many make no clear distinction between 
different types of site, and have not attempted a 
systematic listing of deserted farmsteads and hamlets, 
nor of shrunken villages. Each county should 
assemble details of all such sites, defined by agreed 
criteria. This programme of enhancement would 
require extensive survey work in many counties. But 
the problem of the still inhabited villages, hamlets 
and farms must also be addressed: those settlements 
with evidence (often documentary) for medieval 
occupation must be included in SMRs. They represent 
a high proportion of medieval settlements, and must 
be regarded as archaeological sites, as worthy of 
recording, survey, management, preservation or 
excavation as any deserted or shrunken site. 

2. The still-inhabited settlements are subject to constant 
and repeated threats as there is often pressure for 
infilling, the addition of modern estates, and 
absorption into suburbs. We need to devise urgently, 
as well as the programme for identification and listing 
of sites (see above), a method forjudging how much 
archaeological evidence these places contain, and a 
strategy for influencing planning decisions 
concerning new development. Input to District-wide 
Local Plans, which often deal with specific 
settlements, may be one means; another may be the 
use of Conservation Areas for protection. Full 
advantage should also be taken of PPG 16 work, 
including the systematic dissemination of information 
resulting from it, and ensuring that Sites and 
Monuments Records receive reports. 

3. While recognising the need to extend the range of 
settlement sites in need of conservation and research, 
preserving the deserted and shrunken sites, which 
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contain archaeological material least likely to have 
been disturbed by subsequent occupation, remains a 
priority. English Heritage must press ahead with the 
scheduling of the sites identified under the existing 
Monuments Protection Programme, and be persuaded 
to maintain the MPP as a continuing process, 
embracing a wider range of settlement types, and 
including landscapes as well as settlements. 
Conservation measures must continue in other ways: 
we should look for opportunities through 
developments in planning and agricultural policy 
such as the set-aside scheme and Countryside 
Stewardship to make sure that medieval settlement 
sites can benefit. Conservation by agreement with 
landowners and farmers through management plans 
based on field survey must also be pursued: for 
example, farm plans prepared by Farming and 
Wildlife Advisory Group officers should always 
contain archaeological and historical information and 
advice. The aims of the MSRG can often be combined 
with those of other groups with interests in 
conservation or amenity value, 

4. Public awareness of medieval sites and their meaning 
must be extended, by improving the facilities at sites 
now open to the public, notably at Wharram Percy, 
by putting more sites on display, and by encouraging 
the use of imaginative methods of exposition, such as 
the reconstruction of houses and settlements. We are 
confident that the enthusiasm felt by visitors to 
deserted villages when the sites are explained and 
their past existence evoked by a skilful guide can be 
provided by future display techniques such as audio
visual systems and virtual reality experiences. 

5. The academic research agenda combines the need to 
address recent preoccupations, and to take into 
account new questions. We need to extend our 
understanding of regional difference, and to assess 
the influence of the natural environment, and define 
the extent to which people moulded the landscape 
and settlement pattern to their own needs.8 The role 
of government, or lordship, or market relations in 
forming regional cultures must be considered. For the 
study of settlement a central question remains 
explaining the nucleation of settlement in the period 
between the ninth and the twelfth century, and the 
associated contrast in landscapes which has left its 
mark on all subsequent developments in the 
countryside. After that formative period, the 
subsequent changes in settlements, including their 
shrinkage and desertion, are debated but imperfectly 

understood. The household is a subject until recently 
neglected by archaeologists and there is an 
opportunity to examine the experiences of builders 
and users of medieval houses by the study of building 
and settlement plans, and artefacts and their 
distribution. This field of research has the potential to 
throw light on such fundamental issues as 
consumption and the family, including gender 
relationships. 

6. These questions can be addressed partly by applying 
new approaches and theories to evidence already 
published, and by constructing new syntheses. There 
is also a need for new research, and in particular for 
the type of interdisciplinary, problem oriented, 
enquiry into a manageable but extensive sample of 
the countryside - a large parish or manor for example 
- which has yielded such fruitful results in the past. 
But now the example should be chosen from a region 
of dispersed settlement, or one with both nucleated 
and scattered settlements, as previous work has 
tended to be based on nucleated villages and their 
territories. The techniques used in such research, and 
any site chosen for excavation, must include 
extensive survey, geophysical investigation, analysis 
of environmental remains, documentary study, work 
on standing buildings and the use of every possible 
source of relevant information. 
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Membership Changes 2000 
The list of Members set out below are changes recorded in 2000. Members are asked to send any corrections, new addresses etc. to the Hon. 
Treasurer. Dr R.E.Glasscock (Department of Geography, Downing Place, Cambridge CB2 3EN) who maintains the membership records. 

New members 2000 
P. J. BARRY, 
39 Nutcombe Crescent, Rochford, Essex, SS4 1RT 
V. BROWN, 
'Ingleside', Fields Park Crescent, Newport, NP20 5BN 
N. J. CASLEY, 
94 Glendower Road, Peverell, Plymouth, Devon PL3 4LD 

D. M. CHAPRONIERE, 
7 The Maltings, Walsham-le-Willows, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk 
IP31 3BD 
P.COMBES, 
37 Cluny Street, Lewes, E. Sussex BN7 1LN 

S. HAYNES, 
Bradbury's Farm, Four Ashes, Enville, 
Stourbridge, Staffs. DY7 5JG 
R. HOGGETT, 
43 St John's Road, Turnchapel, Plymouth PL9 9SR 

R. JONES, 
Dept of Medieval and Modern History, 
University of Birmingham, Edgbaston, B15 2TT 
S. KEMP, 
25 Elfleda Road, Cambridge CBS 8LZ 
M. LINDLEY, 
17 Poplar avenue, Spondon, Derby DE21 7FJ 
J MASTERS, 
Brunei House, 41 Stanbridge Road, Tilsworth, 
Leighton Buzzard, Beds. LU7 9PT 
S. ROBERTSON, 
34 Rue Jean L'Aveugle, L-l 148 Luxembourg 

T. SANDLES, 
16 Moorland Avenue, Denbury, Newton Abbot, Devon TQ12 6EU 
A. SCRUBY, 
27 Leamington Road, Broadway, Worcs. WR12 7EQ 
P. SPOERRY, 
44 Home Close, Histon, Cambridge CB4 9LF 

J. STANBRIDGE, 
5 St Edwards Drive, Stow-on-the-Wold, Cheltenham, Glos. GL54 
1AW 

C. R. STARR, 
9 Wagtail Place, Kelvedon, Colchester C05 9LW 

R. Q. TAPPER, 
Horselunges Manor, Hellingley, E. Sussex BN27 4EU 

R. TELFER, 
18 Carisbrooke Court, Longthorpe, Peterborough PE3 6SJ 
M. J. THORNTON, 
Oaken Ridge, Carvells Lane, Naseby, Northants. NN6 6DH 

S. TURNER, 
61 Brownlow Street, York Y031 8LW 
C. S. WAKEHAM, 
27 Egerton Park Road, St James, Exeter EX4 6DD 

W. WATERHOUSE, 
86 Cromwell Avenue, Highgate, London N6 5HQ 
G. A. WOOD, 
20 Ash Grove, Otley, W. Yorks. LS21 3EL 

Deceased 
J. M. Kaner (York) 
P. A. Barker (Worcester) 

G. Beckett (King's Lynn) 
R. Humphreys (Usk) 
R. Longden (Haverfordwest) 
J. Pickering (Hinkley) 

A. C. McLaren (Cwmbran, Gwent) 
K. A. Mew (Reading) 
P. Pattison (Cambridge) 
U. Recker (Bonn) 

D. C. Law (was in Great Yeldham, Essex), 

P. B. Hewitt (Cleobury Mortimer) 
J. Pettitt (Earley, Reading) 

Resignations 
W. Rodwell (Chilcompton) 
J. Shelley (Charlwood) 
D. Wilson (Stinchcombe) 
M. Yurdan (Abingdon) 

Lapsed (and therefore reluctantly struck off) 
V. Shearman (Loughborough) 
G. Stell (Edinburgh) 
G. M. Thornton (Stoke Hammond) 
M. Williams (Rhyl) 

Information wanted 
D. J. Griffiths (was in Grimsby) 
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ANNUAL REPORT OF THE TRUSTEES 

MEDIEVAL SETTLEMENT RESEARCH GROUP 

Registered Charity No 801634 

Objectives 
The objective of the group is the advancement of public education through the promotion of interdisciplinary 
involvement in the collection, analysis and dissemination of data relating to the history, geography and archaeology of 
medieval rural settlements. 

Review of activity during the year 
The group's activities (policy making, conferences and publication) have continued as before. The range of interests 
and issues is reflected in the content of the accompanying Report (No 15) covering the year 2000-2001. 

Result for the year 
The surplus of receipts over payments amounted to £2,610.02 (1999 £771.46) and is carried forward. 

Trustees 
The Trustees who served during the year are: 

Dr H, S. A. Fox (President) 
Mr S. Coleman (Secretary) 
Dr R. I. Glasscock (Treasurer) 
Mr R. Daniels (Editor) 

Address 
c/o Dr R. E. Glasscock 
Department of Geography 
University of Cambridge 
Downing Place 
Cambridge CB2 3EN 

/I 

v 3 Ut^^c^sro^ 

R. E. Glasscock ^^000 

Treasurer 
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INDEPENDENT EXAMINER'S REPORT TO 
THE TRUSTEES OF MEDIEVAL SETTLEMENT RESEARCH GROUP 

I report on the accounts for the year ended 31 January 2001 which are set out on the following page. 

Respective responsibilities of trustees and examiner 
As the charity's trustees you are responsible for the preparation of the accounts; you consider that the audit requirement 
of section 43(2) of the Charities Act 1993 (the Act) does not apply. It is my responsibility to state, on the basis of 
procedures specified in the General Directions given by the Charity Commissioners under section 43 (7)(b) of the Act, 
whether particular matters have come to my attention. 

Basis of independent examiner's report 
My examination was carried out in accordance with the General Directions given by the Charity Commissioners. An 
examination includes a review of the accounting records kept by the charity and a comparison of the accounts presented 
with those records. It also includes consideration of any unusual items or disclosures in the accounts, and seeking 
explanations from you as trustees concerning any such matters. The procedures undertaken do not provide all the 
evidence that would be required in an audit, and consequently I do not express an audit opinion on the view given by 
the accounts. 

Independent examiner's statement 
In connection with my examination, no matter has come to my attention: 

(1) which gives me reasonable cause to believe that in any material respect the requirements 

• to keep accounting records in accordance with section 41 of the Act; and 

• to prepare accounts which accord with the accounting records and to comply with the accounting requirements 
of the Act 

have not been met; or 

(2) to which, in my opinion, attention should be drawn in order to enable a proper understanding of the accounts to 
be reached. 

S. Gerrish 
Chartered Accountant 
5 Potton Drive 
Wickford, Essex SSI2 9GD. 



MEDIEVAL SETTLEMENT RESEARCH GROUP 

Registered Charity No 801634 

GENERAL FUNDS - RECEIPTS AND PAYMENTS ACCOUNT 

Financial Year ended 31 January 2001 

RECEIPTS 

Voluntary Sources 
Subscriptions 
Donations 

Trading Activities 
Publication Sales 
Conference Receipts 
Conferences Refund 
Charges to Advertisers 

Income from assets 
Current acount interest 
Deposit account interest 

2000-1 
£ 

4380.26 

1999-0 
£ 

4,142.50 
2.00 

138.30 378.00 
2,015.80 — 

— 491.19 
50.00 50.00 

11.19 8.56 
1,549.49 1,980.14 

PAYMENTS 

Direct charitable expenditure 
Grants 

2000-1 
£ 

Other expenditure 
Annual report printing costs 3,120.00 
CBA affiliation fees 75.00 

Conference expenses 1,692.51 
Prepaid conference expenses — 
Secretarial and committee expenses 132.82 
Postage and stationery 514.69 
New membership lists and leaflets — 
AGM room expenses — 
Seminar expenses — 

1999-0 
£ 

— 1,500.00 

8,145.04 7,052.39 

3,120.00 
64.00 

414.45 
96.80 

543.58 
402.10 

— 55.00 
— 85.00 

5,535.02 6,280.93 

Balance of receipts over 
Balance brought forward 

Balance 

Statement of Assets and Liabilities 

2610.02 771.46 Bank current account 1821.89 641.36 

32,239.35 31,467.89 National Savings deposit account 33,027.48 31,597.99 

34,849.37 32,239.35 Net Assets 34,849.37 32,239.35 

Accounting policies 

Historical Cost convention 
The Receipts and Payments account and Statement of Assets and Liabilities are prepared under the historical cost 
convention. 

Stocks of Publications 
Stocks of publications are not valued or included in the Statement of Assets and Liabilities. 








