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Nothing is more pleasing, wholesome and engaging than the pursuit of 

archaeology. Its varieties are infinite. It takes us out to the woods and 

fields, to the breezy moorland where lie so many puzzling remains of 

men [sic] of old, to early churches and quaint houses. And there is 

always something new to read about, some document to be 

deciphered, some fresh problem to be solved. (Addy 1914: 30, my 

addition in parentheses).  
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Summary 
 
This PhD thesis is an interpretative study of the rural landscapes and communities of 

Nottinghamshire and South and West Yorkshire during the Iron Age and Romano-

British periods. It challenges dominant narratives of the Iron Age and Romano-

British periods by focusing on the regional evidence for inhabitation that remained 

relatively unknown until the late 1970s. Much of this evidence consists of cropmarks 

of field systems and enclosures. Whilst aerial photography and developer-funded 

survey and excavation work have significantly expanded the data available, it has not 

been interpreted from a social perspective, and these landscapes and their inhabitants 

are still rarely discussed outside of the region. This thesis argues that the region and 

its archaeology offer the potential to write very different accounts of people and 

places in northern England during the study period. 

 

This PhD thus assesses the current known extent of these enclosures and field systems 

within the region, and suggests reasons for their physical layout and purpose. This 

thesis is also an explicit attempt to use theories developed in landscape archaeology, 

social geography, anthropology and critical social theory to write fine-grained 

histories for the people who once inhabited this region. In addition to the empirical 

research therefore, theories concerning the nature of everyday life, small-scale 

communities, field systems and boundaries, agricultural practices and daily routines, 

human-animal relations, depositional practice and consumption studies will be used 

to articulate with research at both a local and a wider scale. I will also discuss issues 

concerning Roman imperialism and ‘Romanisation’ within the region.  

 

This PhD has developed archaeologies of inhabitation for the study period that treat 

the region on its own terms, rather than continuing to contrast it in negative terms to 

the better known Iron Age and Romano-British landscapes and artefact assemblages 

of southern England. This PhD responds to calls by recent archaeological research 

agendas for greater emphasis on landscape, settlement and regional studies, and for 

the development of agrarian sociologies.   
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