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PLACE-NAMES AND PAST LANDSCAPES

In recent years there has been an ever increasing use of place-names
both by historians wishing to build up a general picture of the hisloric
landscape and by archaeclogists attempting to identify new sites and to assess
the importance of known sites. Rcconstruction of the historic landscape can
be treated on two different planes. First there {8 the question of reconsiruct-
ing the overall pattern of the landscape, as it existed al varjous times in the
past, to reveal the structure of territorial units, administrative centres,
industries, lines of communication and the seitlement pattern of either
dispersed or nucleated settlements. Thus for the Roman period one may
allempt to establish the locations of the towns, forts, villas, native settlements
and commercial centres and the lines of the roads linking these various
components of the Roman landscape, whereas for the Middle Ages one may
try to build wp a picture of the eccleslastical pattern of parishes, the secular
pattern of manors, which in northern England were quite distinct from the
parishes, and also especially in northern England the subdivision of parishes
into chapelries and of large manors into townships with their further
administrative subdivision into hamlels. 1n this sphere the main sources of
information are documentary sources and place-names for Roman and later
periods and distribution maps of sites and finds for the prehistoric period.
Second there ja the question of reconstructing the exact layout in a specific
area, spuch as the close definition of the boundaries and the locations of the
varfous components of an individual medieval vill with its fields, woodland,
marshland, settlements and associated fealures. A greater variety of
techniques Is involved in this aspect of landscape studies, including not only
the use of documentary sources and place-names but also that of field-names,
aerial photography, soil analysis and fieldwork!

1. |am extremely grateful to my colleagues Mr. D.J.H. Michelmors and Mr. 5. A. Moorbouse
for their assiscance (o the preparation of this paper and for sllowing me the use of tlustrative
exzamplas {rom thetr own material, some of which will appear in Faull and Moorbousse 1979,

1 am also grateful to Mr. C, Hart of the North Derbyshire Archasological Unit {or his advice

on carrelations of sites with place-came slements In Derbyshire,
The {ollowing abbreviations are used in this paper:

Fanll and Moorbouss 1979 West Yorkskive: on archaeological survey to A.D. 1500 gdited
by M, L. Faull and 5.A. Moorbouse (Wakeflald, 1979, [orthcoming)}

Gelling 1978 M. Gelling, Sigwposis {o the Pasi{Loodoa, 1978).

Michelmore 1378 D.J.H, Michelmore, 'Teourial gazettaer’, in Faull and Moorhouse
1979,

Moorhouse 1978 3.A. Moorhouss, *The rural landscaps of mediaval West Yorkshire
iz Faull and Moorhousa 1979,

Page 1903 The Vicloria History of the County of Devdy, edited by W. Page
{London, 1903). '

Piggott 1934 S. Piggott, The Neolithic Cultures of tha British Isles (Cambridge
1954).

PN DR K. Cameron, The Place-\ames of Devbyshkire,
Eoglish Place-Nams Soclety XX VI-)XXXIX {Cambridge, 1959).

PN We A.H, Smith, The Place-Names of Weshmorlond, ibid.,
XLO-XLM (Cambridge, 19467},

PNTE A.H, Smith, The Place-Names of the Easl Riding of Yorkshire
and York, ibid, XIV (Cambridge, 1837)

PN TW A.H, Smith, The Place.Namas of the West Riding of Yorbshirve,
bid. , XOXX-XXX VI (Cambridgs, 1961-3).

J Yortashkire Avchoeological Jowrnal.

After lirmt citation references to other works sre by author's or editor's mama and date of
publicaiica.
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For the landscape historian, place-names and field-names are clues
to be employed mainly in the initial atages of the work rather than being
studied as an end in themselves. The names are but one of a number of
means of identifying sites and constitute only a guide to what may be present.
At all times the historian must follow up and cross-check the poasible
Implicatione of the place-namea using other methods, especially field
Inspection. OUne major problem is that many of the names which belong to
small areas of land and so are of particular value for pinpointing possible
sites, are by their very nature minor names or field-unames which tended
not to be recorded until an extremely late date, often not until the nineteenth
century. This means that it is then impoasible to be certain at what date
the name was formed, although this is rather less {important where the
reference ia to a recognisable archaeological feature and the name is merely
being used as a means of locating the feature on the ground. More
problematic however, is the fact that such late recording of names means
that earlier forms are not available to assist in the interpretation of names
which may have been subjected to sound changes and to folk etyimology over
the centuries, thus either distorting them out of recopguition or else
transforming them into what appears to be another form, which could be
extremely misleading. Nor indeed is it possible to be certain that a
slgnificant, but late-recorded, place-name {8 not an antiquarian attribution.
These problems must always be borne in mind by the landscape historian
when using place~names and conclusions must never be based on late-recorded
names alone without confirmatory evidence.

There are a number of place-name elements which may be of value to
the landscape archaeologist? some of which are relevant to studles of more
than one period. In this paper I propose to discuss merely a selection
of the more signilicant elements, all of which require much further research,
and to Illustrate the problems of using place-names to reconstruct general
settlement patterns by examining just one period in one particular area -
late Anglo-Suxon and early Norman Yorkshire.

Elements of Value to the Archaeologist
1. Names Referring lo Burial Siles

The meanings of certain place-name elements, themselves primarily
topographical in nature, were extended to apply also to burial sites. One
major group of such elements comprises some of those referring to hills,
but whose meanings in some areas of England were extended to encompass
the mounds erected over burials and even occasionally to cover other types
of prehistoric monument. The majority of the names belong to the simple
circular mounds which resemble small hills. These round barrows
frequently belong to the Bronze Age although in eome areas, such as the
East Riding of Yorkshire, the Anglo-Saxons who utilised the Bronze Age
barrows for secondary burials eventually began to coustruct their own barrows.

1. Bome of thess etements are discunssd briefly In C. W. Phillips, *The English Place-Name '
Bociety, Amtigwily 48 {I1974), pp. 7-15. Place-mame elements of apecial vignificance for !
archasolopiaty are examined in delall in Gelling 1978, pp. 130-61.
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The long barrows of the Neolithie perivd bore rather less resemblance o
hills although they also were somelimes given primarily wpographical names.
In southern England the main element used was OE beorg,? which was so
frequently associated with prehistoric burial mounds thal the Wessex dialect
form 'barrow' became the technical term used for these features. In northern
England OE fdaw and ON lhaugr were the commonest clements employed, 4
although the proportion associated with twmuli seems to be regionally
determined. In Derbyshire #ai scemsto have been used almost exclusively.®
It occurs as an element in the names of [ifteen out of the thirty-six sites of
pagan Anglo-Saxon burials in the county,® the great majority of which are
secondary interments in the Bronze Age barrows. Therce are no examples in
Derbyshire of laugr associated with Anglo-Saxon burials and only one case
with prehistoric tumuli,? whereas in Yorkshire to the north no Anglo-Saxon
burial sites have names containing the element aw but there are four
examples of pagan Anglo-Saxon material being found in tumuli bearing names
in haugr. A similar division is apparent in the application of these two
clements to other types of archaeclogical site. In Derbyshire for example,
Maw appears to have becn used to refer to the impressive Bronze Age
religious henge, consisting of an earthwork bank and recumbent stones
arranged in a circle at Arbour Low.? About 1,000 [l. to the west of the
henge is a large Bronze Age barrow now known as Gib Hill, to which the
term /daw could have applied, but the fact that the name Arbour low, first
recorded in 1533 as Harbevlowe, is made up of the elements eord-bury

and hlaw 19 rearthwork-hlar  suggests that the last element does in fact refer
to the henge and not the wmulus. The extension of Wdaw and fugy to sites
other than simple tumuli may in some cases be a rather more recent
development resulting perhaps froimm the observation that these clements
seemed to be associated with archacological sites. For example, the Howe
iiills at Goodmanham in the East Riding of Yorkshire, whose name appears to
cuntain the element hangr.'' consist of a series of obviously artificial hanks
and ditches. These are today believed locally to bhe the site ol King Edwin's
palace where Paulinus converted the Northumbrians to Christianity,'? a view
which may reflect nineteenth-century antiquarian beliefs,? but they are in
fact disused late medieval or post-medieval chalk-pits dug to provide building
materials.

It is not certain where the dividing line should be drawn between the use

1, See {urther Gelling 1978, pp. 131,

4. S0 also ibid., pp.134-8.

5. PN Db, pp. xxv,705,

&. A. Meansy, A Gasvtteer of Eavly Anglo-Sazon Burial Sitas (Loodon, 1964), pp. 72-80.

T. PN Db, p. T0S.

8. Maanay 1984, pp. 281-3.

9. J. Ward, ‘Early masn', 1o Page 1805, pp. 159-90, esp. pp. 181-&.

10. FN Db, p. J95.

1l. PN YE does Dot liat minor oamss or Aeld-oames so the Hows Hills do not appear there and
it 1s Impossible w sscertaic ths sarlisst date at which the came |3 recorded.

12. Bede, Hiswria Ecclesiashica, trmmaluied in Bede's Ecclesiastical History of the English Paopla,
wditad by B, Colgrave and R.A.B. Mynors (Oxford, 1963;, 0, 14.

13. See, for example, The Post Office Direclory of the North and East Ridimgs of Yorkshire,
edited by E.R. Kally {Londen, 1873), p. 40l.
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of hlew and haugr for archacological sites as so much of the West Riding

of Yorkshire, which lies between Derbyshire and the known examples in
Yorkshire, has been subjected to heavy industrial development, so that many
of the barrows have been destroyed and it is therelore impossible to assoclate
names containing these elements with known sites. Further research is
required on the extent to which the various elements as used in specific
regions can be taken as pointing 1o the existence of a site and in some areas
such as the West Riding it may never be possible to do so.

Another problem in the West Riding and certaln other areas of northern
England is that prehistoric burials were often made under cairns of stone
rather than tumull, so the element which may be of particular significance is
not hldw or hawgy but *buryg@e sa. This is derived from OE byrgan 'to bury';
other derivatives of this verb, byryoew and hyrgels, appear to have been
restricted to referring to burial places,™ but in northern England *burg@sn
was also applied to cairns or heaps of stones and in Westmorland even to other
types of archaeological site such as Roman camps and secttlement sites. ™
Boundaries in more upland areas often lacked natural boundary markers so that
it was necessary to create artificial markers, usually in the form of standing
stones or stone cajrns, which arec sometimes described in medieval documents
using this term. For example, an early thirtecnth-century grant of land in
Kirkheaton in the West Riding of Yorkshire defines its boundaries in part as
running as far as the Duygeucs lapidein 'stone cairn'.™ Examples of *burg®sn
in place-names must therefore be checked to see whether they are related to
a boundary or occur on the edges of [ields where they could simply represent
heaps 2f stones cleared from the suriace of the field to enable it to be
ploughed. Other examples of * burg®e sn may. however, point to burials and
even examples associated with a boundary should be investigated as burials of
various periods olten occur on boundaries. It is not certain whether the
association of barrows and burial calrns with boundaries [ound in some parts
of England is the result of an already existing site being utilised acs a
convenient boundary marker, or whether the burial had been placed on the
boundary deliberately. Dr. Bonney has shown that in southern England pagan
Anglo-Saxon burials seem to have been placed on pre-existing boundaries after
which they in turn became boundary markers.!” Some traces of this practice
continued into the Middle Ages and the names given to such burials sometimes
survived for a considerable time if they became incorporated into the course
as recognised boundary markers. For example the burial place of three
thieves, who appear to have been interred sometime between 1295 and 1354
at the meeting point of the boundaries of Horsforth, Rawdon and Yeadon town-
ships in the West Riding of Yorkshire, is referrcd to in documents and
marked on estate maps as Thieves grave as late as the seventeenth century.'®

14. Gelling 1976, pp.140-1.

15. PN We, I, p. o0

16. See further Moorhouse 1979,

17. D.J. Bonney, 'Pagan Saxon buriais and boundaries in Wessex'®, Willskire Archaeological
Magazine, LX1 (1966), pp. 25-30; 'Early boundaries in Wessex', inArchaeology and the

Landscape, sdited by P.J. Fowler (London, 1972}, pp.168-86,
18. Moorhouse 1979,
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Place-names containing 'grave' must, however.be treated with cauton,
for names containing the element gra/ need not necessarily refer to a grave as
such, but more often are related to its other meaningy of 'digging, pit,
trench'. ¥ (Grmf is especially common in names referring to various types
of quarry, but where the name also contains a reference to a person there 1s
a greater likelihood that it belongs to a burial site. Sometimes the name 1is
that of the person actually buried there,as with Thieves grave, but the
majority attribute the grave to people from the past or mythical figures and
these are usually prehistoric sites. For example, one of the major Iron Age
cemeteries of amall square barrows in the East Riding of Yorkshire near
Driffield, of which some 200 tumulf were still visible last century, is known
as Danes Graves,? while a Neolithic chambered tomb on the 1sle of Man is
called King Orry's Grave.!! Other examples recognise the nature of the site
but are non-committal about who 1s buried there; for example, a pair of
Neolithic long barrows in Lincolnshire are known as Deadmen's Graves, #?
while the Soldjers' Grave near Frocester in the Cotswolds consisted of a
efrcular cairn, 56 ft. in diameter and probably originally 8 ft. high, covering
a collective grave containing up to forty-four burials.® There were indications

that the grave had been plundered prior to being investigated and it may have
been at that time that the name was given.

The name most frequently applied to the elongated Neolithic long barrows
was 'giant's grave!, as it was thought that they were so large that only a
giant could be buried there. To take but two examples, a Neolithic passage grave
on Arran # and an Early Bronze Age chambered tomb in lLougash, Northern
Ireland, ?® are both known as Giant's Grave. In Westmorland the term was
also used to describe pillow mounds,?® which resemble small long barrows
but which are in [act artificially constructed rabbit warrens of the Middle Ages

Another element which has only tended to be associated with burial sites
in more recent times Is 'urn'. Names containing 'urn' in their modern form
are usually derived from OE hyrne ‘angle, corner' and so are of no
significance for archaeologists, but ‘urn' does sometimes also occur in the

names of fields where Bronze Age or Anglo-Saxon cremation urns have been
found. Thus the field coutaining the Anglo-Saxon cremation cemetery at
Baston (Lincolnshire) was called Tinker's Urn *' and similar names may help

18. A.H. Smith Englisk Place - Name Elements, English Place-Name Soclety, XV-XV1 {Cambridge
1956) 1,p.207.

20. L. M. Ztead, The La Teine Cultures of Eastern Yorkshire (York, 1065), pplos-1a

21. Piggott 1954, p.161.
22. Ibid, p.104.

23. Ibid, pp.121.147.

24.  rbid, p.160.

25. Ibid, p.168.

28. PN We, 0, pp. 15,25,35,195.

21. P. Mayes and M.J. Dean, Ax Anglo - Saxon Cemetery al Basion, Lincolnshire, Occasional
Papers o Lincolnshire History and Archasology, I (Gainshorough, 1978), p.S.
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locate sites in the future. For example, there are in the Yorkshire

Museum eix Anglo-Saxon crematjon pots labelled as having come from

Robin Hood's Bay, which were probably found in the nineteenth century,?
Enquiries in the Robin Hood's Bay area have falled to produce any
information about possible sites, but in the Tithe Award for Fylingdales parish,
in which Robin Hood's Bay is located, there are two fields lying next to each
other called Urn Close and Small Urn Close.?? These are centred at

NZ 939016, some 2 miles south-west of Robin Hood's Bay. They are not,
unfortunately, at present available for fieldwalking, but they do seem to be
possible candidates for the source of the Yorkshire Museum material and
should therefore repay investigation in the future. The distance from Robin
Hood's Bay need not preclude this, as sites in the nineteenth century were
often referred to by the name of the nearest well known place,’ which in
this case would have been Robin Hood's Bay.

2, Names Referrving lo a Supernatural Presence

The names which have the highest probability of being associated with
an archaeological site arc those which refer to the presence of a supernatural
element, the commonest being OE deofol ‘devil'; ME hob 'hobgoblin'; OE
puca and pucel '‘goblin'; OE sceocca and scucca ‘demon, evil spirit’; ON
skratlti 'goblin'; and ON P«rs and OE /yrs ‘giant’. Wherever people
encountered strange objects or phenomena which they could not explain in the
light of their own experience, they ascribed them to the work of goblins,
elves, giants, demons or pagan gods. Perhaps the best known such
assoclation is of the pagan god Woden, very often using his by-name Grim,
with defensive earthworks.3! For example, Grimthorpe Manor in Millington
parish in the East Riding of Yorkshire, which is first recorded as Grimiorp
in 1086,3? was probably named from the Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age
hill-fort only 600 yds. to the north-east.®® Grim was especially associated
with the linear earthwork dykes found in many parts of England and on
occasion the presence of such a name may enable the archaeologist to locate
the earthwork. For example, in 1961 it was said of the name Grim's Ditch/
Dyke that it survived as a linear earthwork in Berkshire, Hertfordshire and
Middlesex, but that other examples occurred only in medieval records.3
References to Grim(e)s Dike or Ditch and to fields named from it such as
Grim(e) roid 'Grim's clearing' occur in medieval documents for a number of

26. These were acquired by the Yorkshire Museum when the Plckering Mussum was disbanded:
the records of the Michelson Collection, of which they formed part, were not always
accurate and so the exact date and location of discovery is uncertsin.

29. Borthwick Institute of Historical Research (York). TA/668/VL, lelds oumbers 1146, 1155.

30. M.L. Faull, 'The locution and relationship of the Sancton Anglo-Saxon cemeteries’, Amfiguaries
Journal , LVI (1976), pp.227~33, esp. p. 231, In.3,

d1. M. Gelling, 'Place-names and Anglo-Saxon paganism’, University of Birmingham Historical
Journal , VIO {1861}, pp.7-25, esp.pp.10-14; Gelling 1978, pp. 148-50.

32. PNYE, p.178.

33. 1I1.M. Stead, 'An Iron Age hill-fort at Grimthorpe, Yorkshire'. Proceedings of the Pre-
kistoric Society , XXXV {1968), pp. 148-90.

34. Gelling 1561, pp.13-14.
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townships to the east of Leeds.} These names follow the line of an
earthwork which for much of its course had become so denuded that it had
been identified as a Roman road,3® although it is in [act an eastward-facing
defensive dyke which appears to protect Leeds. A stream flowing some 3
miles to the north of this is known a8 Grimes Dyke, the name presumably
having been transferred from the dyke. The existence of this name well
north of where the earthwork was expected to end led to further stretches
being identified running parallel to the stream with the bank still standing
to a height of 5 ft. and the ditch up to 10 ft. wide. Thus fieldwork based
partly on the place-names has led to the line of the dyke being located
running north from the river Aire for some 7 miles.

Many of these linear earthworks, including Grim's Ditch, are thought
to be Dark Age in date, so that one would assume that thc pagan Anglo-
Saxons should have becen aware that they were not really of supernatural
origin.?? It therefore seems likely that thesc names were given at a later
date when the true circumstances of the construction of the dykes had heen
forgotten and when Grim had come to be identified with the Devil. This
would accord with the inaccuracy of the names given to other earthworks
whose construction was ascribed to particular people. For example, the
earthwork running for some 11 miles above and to the west of Shelficld is
known as the Roman Rig, while the great lincar earthwork running for about
7 miles near Catterick in the North Riding of Yorkshire is called Scots Dyke,
possibly because it was believed to have hcen directed against Scottish cattle
raiders.3® Many of these names are unfortunately not recorded until a very
late date and it is possible that some may be antiquarian attributions. For
example, the Roman Rig does not have this name until 1828, but there are
references to it as Camp Ditch in the seventeenth century.?? Similarly the
Danes Dyke, which cuts off the promontary of Flambirough Head in the East
Riding of Yorkshire is simply Flayn ()burgdvke ‘'Flamborough Dyke' in all
recordings from the fourteenth to the eighteenth centuries 4 and was
presumably renamed after that,

Nor was Woden the only pagan [igure to be associated with earthworks
or prehistoric sites, The early Germanic hero Wade, father of Weland the
Smith and ruler of the HElsings, who figures both in the Anglo-Saxon poem
Widsith and in Icelandic sagas, appears to have been an important folk hero

35. These references are zll grouped together under Barwick in Elmet in PN YW, IV, p.107,

s, the only exception being Grime Royd Close, which Is listed under Methley (idid.,O,p.130)
Checking of the original documents, however, shows that the references are to @ number
of different poirts in some five different townships.

36. 1.D. Margary, Roman Roads in Brilain (Loodon, 1957}, O, pp. 139-40; Ordnance Survey
Map of Roman Britgin, Ird ed, (Chessington, 1956).

37. See further Gelling 1961, pp. 10-14.

38, For the lines of these dykes see the Ordnance Survey Map of Dark Age Britain , 2nd ed.
(Chessington, 1968},

39. PN YW,I, pp.189,217.

40. PN YE, p. 108.
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in north Yorkshire. Together with his wife Bel and his son he was supposes
to have built Wade's Causewny, the Roman read over the north Yorkshire
moors whose paved surface is still visible in places. They were also
congidered responsible for the construction of Mulgrave Castle and Pickering
Castle and the erection of many mwonoliths.** A pair of monoliths, 4 ft. and
5 ft. high respectively and 100 ft, apart, were said to mark Wade's grave
at Goldsborough on the north Yorkshire coast, as were a pair 12 ft. apart
near East Barnby. % Only one stone of the latter pair survives today (at
NZ 830130) and this is still known as Wade's Stone. Excavations at the foot
of this stone are supposed to have produced an inhumation burial with an
iron spearhead,® but as the {inds scem to have disappeared it is impossible
to discover whether this was an Iron Age or Anglo-Saxon burial. It may
also have been Wade who was assoclated with Wat’s Dyke on the Welsh
border.

Another frequent association ol supernatural elements is with
Mesolithic sites, which usually produce some quantities of microliths, i.e.
small flint artefacts such as arrowheads or scrapers. These were believed
to be elves' weapons and the sites where they werce found were therefore
thought to belonyg to elves or goblins. Thus the only example of the element
prucu in the West Riding of Yorkshire, Pugneys near Wakeficld, is one of
the most important lowland Mesolithic sites in the western part of Yorkshirel’
The area, which I8 first referred to as Pekenhale in 13104 lies on Lhe gravel
terrace in a bend in the river Calder and Mesolithic microliths abound on the
surface. Similarly Scratta Wondg, Nottinghamshire, whose name is first
recorded in 1539 and secms to contain the element skra//AT is a settiement
site where prehistoric flints have been found,*®

Cattle or sheep which fell ill were often described as being 'elfshot™?
apd the {inding of microliths in the field where they had been pastured was
taken as conflirming the diagnosis that they had been woundad by the magical
weapons of malicious demons, These gublins or elves were often linked with
the Devil and in some parts of northern England so strong was beliefl in his
power to harm the farmer both hy afflicting his beasts with elfshot or by
causing weeds to grow amongst his crops, that one field was set aside [or
the Devil to have as his own. The custom of the uncultivated field survived
in Aberdeenshirc until the eighteenth century, where it was generally knownm

il. G. Young, A History of Whitby and Sireomeshalh Abbey  (Whitby, 1617), pp. 666, 724-6.

42. Ibid., p. 668, Ia.

41. W. Camden, Brilawmis Sive Florenhssimovum Regmnorwm Anglioe, 6th mf. {Loodon, 1807}, p.335.

. F. Elgee, Early Man i North-East Yovkskire (Gloucester, 1930), p. 108,

43, This site will be discussed ib detail in J.J. Keighley, 'Mesolithic West Yorkshire', in Faull
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as the Goodman's Acre.” The Devil was often referred to by a pseudonym

or by-name, such as Robin Goodfellow or Goodman, in order to avoid
offending him. In some cases the area left barren would simply have been the
worst piece of land on the farm, but if microliths had been found in a
particular field then that may have been taken as evidence that that was the
field which the Devil regarded as his own. Fields with names containing
supernatural elements or described &8s belonging 0 Goodman or Goodfellow
may therefore contain prehistoric sites.

Other prehistoric sites were alsc on occasion ascribed to supernatural
forces. For example, Hobs House in the parish of Ashford in the Water in
Derbyshire, is not apparently recorded until the ninetcenth century,®! and it
may have been the finding of prehistoric artefacts and burials, probably of the
Bronze Age, in the nineteenth century®? which caused the name to be given.
Scrater Plantation in Scarcliffe in Derbyshire, which may be related to the
Scrattcheghe ‘goblin enclosure' recorded in 1327%, has evidence for
occupation ranging from the Mesolithic through the Neolithic and Bronze Ages
to the Roman period 5%, Thirst House in Chelmorton, Derbyshire, which is
first recorded as Tursthous ’giant's house' in 1417%, {s a cave which has
produced both prehistoric and Roman material-3 The objects found are not
normal occupation debris but indicate that, as with the Yorkshire examples’?,

the cave was a religious site and the items such as brooches aml coins were
ritual deposits.

The last major association of supernatural place-name elements is
with burial sites, both cemeteries and tumuli. For example, the flat mixed
cremation and inhumation Anglo-Saxon cemetery at Saltburn in the North Riding
of Yorkshire, is located on a rise known as Hob Hill. The excavated obijects
from the cemetery included brooches, buckles, knives, spears and axes® am
it was probably earlier finds of such material which had led to the site being
ascribed to goblins. One of the square Bronze Age barrows surrounded by a
prominent bank on Baslow Moor in Derbyshire is known as Hob Hurst's
House®, jindjcating that a goblin was believed to live there, as must also have
been the case with the Neolithic chambered tomb in the Cotswolds known as the
Devil's Den as the earth covering had been denuded to reveal the inner stone
structure®, Finally the barrow near Aldborough in the West Riding of
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Yorkshire where a number of decorated urns were found in 1785% was
known as Devil Cross, although the name has now become Duel Crass®?,

Bronze Age burials in tumuli in southern England and seventh-century
Anglo~-Saxon secondary burials in barrows in northern England frequently
contain rich grave-goods of gold, silver, amber and garnets. Because of
this late Anglo-Saxon and Viking tradition ascribed treasure hoards to burial
mounds and the later interference which is found on occasion during
excavations of tumuli may very often be ascribable to this period. The best
example i8 the inscription left in the great chambered tomb of Maea Howe in
the Orkneys by the Vikings who broke through the corbelled vault in the
1150s. The inscription stated that a long time ago a great treasure had
been hidden here and that before the Vikings broke into the howe this
treasure had been carried off single-handed by Hekon in the course of three
nights®, Such treasures were sometimes thought to be protected by a
guardian dragon, so that hills whose names contain the elements draca or
wyrm may be archaeological sites, particularly burials which have produced
rich material in the past8!,

3. MNames Referrving fo Fortificalions

Place-name elements indicating the existence of fortifications are of
value both in locating and interpreting archaeological sites, the most
important being OE c@ster /ceastey and OE burh, Ceaster, being derived from
Latin casfrr ‘camp!, was often associated with Roman sites mnd was applied
hoth to fortifications and to plaees which had been important Roman centres,
even if not defended. Burh was applied to defended sitea regardless of their
date, although in northern England it was often used of fortified Roman
sites®®. In many cases the fortification to which the name referred is still
obvious: thus in the West Riding of Yorkshire the two major Iron Age hill-
forts of Almondbury and Ingleborough have names in burh as has Brough on
Humber, the East Riding Roman site of Petuaria, which was a fortified
naval base., Yet even where the nature of the site i8 known the element
chosen may throw light on how it was regarded in earlier times. For
example Doncaster, the Roman fort site of Damum, in the southern part of
Yorkshire, was a major fortified site in the late Anglo-Saxon period®® and is
listed in the ninth-century Historia Brillonum as one of the twenty-eight
civilates which were in loto Brittannia®, The Hisloria uges the Celtic form
of the name, Cair Daun, the English form first being recorded in 1002 as

E. Hargrove, Hislory of Kmavesborougk, Sth ed. (York, 1798), pp. 280-1.

PN YW, V.p..54.
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®{ Doneceastre.® Doncaster was well removed from the primary Anglo-
Saxon settlement areas being in a region probably not taken over until the
seventh century, although the upper levels of the fourth-century fort have
produced some Anzlo-Saxon pottery and a zoomourphic belt buckle of a type
often associated with federate troops,®® so there may have been Germanic
mercenaries serving here in the late Roman period. The fact that the
clement which was chosen by the English was ceaster rather than buvh, even
though the town was a true burht in late Anglo-Saxon times, suggests that the
emphasis may have been less on Its fortified aspect than on its Roman back-
ground, of which the English may have been more aware if there had been
Germanic mercenaries serving there,

Another example is the evidence provided by place-names of how the
Anglo-Saxons regarded the Roman signal stations, which had been constructed
on headlands along the northern Yorkshire coast in the late fourth century.
These all appear to have been sacked and abandoned early in the fifth century,
although occupation may have continued in the area nearby.”™ The stations
were not intended to deal with attackers but to relay news of impending danger
to the base at Malon as well as to facilitate communications with the f{leet at
sea. The examples which have been excavated had a central wooden tower,
standing some 90 ft. high, from which the messages were relayed, and they
were provided with minor fortifications only, consisting of walls with corner
bastions amd a surrounding ditch. Sufficient traces of these delences
apparently survived into the Anglo-Saxon period for them to be interpreted as
forts and named accordingly as Flamborough, Flancbury, 1086;" Goldsborough,
Golborg, 1086;72 and Scarborough, Escardebury, 1155-63,™ all contain the buvh
element. In relation to these names Bede's description of Whithy is
Interesting., It seems very likely that there was also a signal station on the
headland at Whitby which, like a number of the others, has probably crumbled
into the sea but before its existence was recorded. Bede states that the
famous synod of 664 was held /v wonasierio quod dicilur Strenacshalc, quod
interpretatur Sinus Fari ‘in the monastery which is called Strenaeshalc, which
is by interpretation the bay of the lighthouse'.™ The second element of this
name is OE hu!li 'nook, corner of land', which could be translated into Latin
as sinus. The first element could be an Old English personal name Sireon
or the noun gestreon 'gain, profit, wealth' from which the personal name was
formed."™ Smith sugpests that Bede knew that sfreon was used to translate
Medieval Latin fara 'strain, descent', genitive fure or fame, and mistook

.
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this for fari, genitive singular of far»us ‘lighthouse'. 1t is possible that

Bede was simply explaining the name using folk etymology, but it is also
pnssible that he was led to this interpretation by remains at Whithy similar to
those at Flamborough, Goldsborough and Scarborough which led to their being
given burl names, and which might have suggested the presence of a farus.
Frrus, although coming originally from the Greek pharos and usually
interpreted as ‘lighthouse', could also mcan a fort or watchtower, as witness
Bede's own use of it elsewhere.! Bele seems to have had good sources of
information about the monastery at Whitbhy and so he may well have been
informed of the presence of walls suggesting a forl or even a tower.

In some cases the element in a name can help to clarify the exact
status of a known site or give a more exact location. For example, the
nzture of the Roman site at Newiton Kyme in the West Riding of Yorkshire,
was evidenced by the name, [irst recorded as Lony Hrough in 1684, 78 borne
by the [ield in which the site lay, long belore the existence of a fort was
confirmed by aerial photography. Similarly it has long been felt that the
spacing of Roman forts to control the Brigantes required a fort in the region
ol Ade¢l, 4 miles north of Lecds, where a major Roman site was recognised
and destroyed in the eighteenth century.?® No cvidence for a fort has,
however, emerged during the limited excavations which have been carried out.
The only place-name evidence was the Domesday Book place-name Burgdniut,
which as Burden was the name 2f a medieval hamlet, apparently located in
the southern part of the vill of Weardley adjacent to the vill of Adel but too
far away to apply to a site within Adel. It has, however, now becn shown
that Burden lay in fact in the northern part of Adel township,® and so the
Roman sile was located either within or on the edge of the area to which the
birh name applied. This greatly increases the likelihood that there was a
fortified Roman site at Adel, all traces of which have now disappeared and
indicates that further work in the area may be worthwhile.

The most intercsting of the hurli names are those recorded by 1086 but
where there is no known prehistoric or Roman site, so that the reference
should be either to a fortified Anglo-Saxon manor house or to some ather
fortification constructed before the Norman Conquest. All such cases should
be treated as polential sites by archaeologists. A few may hide previously
unrecognised Iron Age or Roman foris, as with the site of the apparently
obscure burh name of Burghwallis,?' where aerial photography has now
revealed a Roman fort,?? but the number of examples seems oo large [or this
to be the explanation with all cases and it is likely that some at least may be
Anglo-Saxon burhs or else fortified manor houses. Virtually no such sites
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are known in northern England and these names may provide a clue to

locating sites of this period. One problem is that names recorded at an early
date are those of either vills or major settlements, making identification of

the exact location of the fortification difficult. Very few of the examples in
Yorkshire have earthworks of sufficient size to be recorded by the Qrdnance
Survey or the Victoria Counly Hislory, but it is noteworthy how frequently

there is a minor local name indicating the probable location of the defence.

For example, virtually all the places in the Don valley whose names contain a
pre-1086 burh element, have a 'castle hill' or similar name on their outskirts;
Castle Hill (1840), Mexborough;® Castle Hill Wood (1847), Sprotborough;®

Castle Hill (1841), Worsborough#* and Stainborough Castle (an earthwork referred
to as 'the castle ruine called Staynbrough Lowe' in 1613), Stainborough.ss

A similar =ituation obtains with several other places in Yorkshire which have
burh names recorded in 1086.Casatle Dikes (firat recorded as Castle Hill in the
late seventeenth century), Burton Leonard#? Castle Hill (Shanking Caslle in 1709),
Horbury<#* and Great Dike {(modern), Goldsborough.?® Most of these names,
belonging as they do to features of minor importance, are not recorded untfl

the nineteenth century when the first major mapping surveys were carried out,
but field-names can sometimea be extremely long-lived It might be argued that
aome of these are prominent hilla which look as if they would be suitahle sites
for castles and that this suggested the name, but where the reference to a
fortification is in a field-name, it is less likely to have been suggested by the
topography .

As a control, it might be noted that where the nature of the
fortification is known at a place with a burh name, its location often bears a
similar name to those listed above and it also is often only first recorded at
a relatively late date. For example, the Iron Age hill-fort at Almondbury is
located on Cast)z Hill (first recorded in 1582),® and the site of the post-
Conquest castle of Drax is called Draxburgh (1405).3 Where the defences at
the spot are known to be medieval, as with Castle Hill, Conisbrough, % and
the Castle, Knaresborough® but the burh place-name is recorded by 1086, the
medieval castle probably replaced a pre-Conquest fortification.® Careful
attention should therefore be paid in the future to places with names in burh
recorded by 1086 and a programme of research is required on a group of
such names and particularly on any fields or hills whose names indicate that

they may have been the sites of fortifications,®
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Another element frequently found associated with earthwork
fortifications is OE m@yden ‘maiden', the best known example being the great
lIron Age hill-fort of Maiden Castle in Dorset, and even Homan forts were
sometimes so described, as is shown by Maiden Castle {c. 1540) Westmor-
land¥ It seems rather unlikely that these places were really thought to be
frequented by maidens because they were secluded or that they were built by
maidens. It is concejvable that they seemed strong enough to be defended by
girls alone but the most likely explanation is that their earthworks were
regarded as being so impregnable that they had never been breached, like a
maiden's virtue. This still leaves a difficulty however, of explaining the
attribution to maidens of other prehistoric features, such as the standing
siones indicated by the names Maiden Stones™ and Maidenkirk,® in which the
ON kirkja element refers not to a genuine church but to stone formations
which were felt to have some sort of religious significance. Possibly the
element first became associated with earthworks and was only later extended
to other archaeological sites,

4, Names Referring lo Lines of Comnunication

A variety of place-name elements can be used to help reconstruct past
communjcations systema which are of importance to the archaeologist both
because they linked major centres and other componenta of the settlement
pattern and because qettlements often tended to develop along roada., Thus,for
example. it may be possible to locate the site of a medieval mill by identifying
the route leading from the settlement towards the watercourse, while there -wvere
frequently settlements at major river crossing points in both the Roman period
and the Middle Agea which developed to serve the needs of travellera. Old
French caucie and QE SIiTE! were terms which could refer both to the route
itselfl or to pointa along it while OE brycg 'bridge', ON ferja ‘ferry', and OE
ford 'ford'. reler to the means by which routes were carried across natural
obstacles quch as rivers  Str&t was uaed to refer to any paved road, but as
the building of paved roads was very uncommon in the Middle Agea, moat early
str&{ names refer to Roman roads.? 'Street' in field-names recorded in more
recent times can relate to any road which appears to have a made surface
although even these late names can give a clue to the location of a Roman road.
For example there are twenty-three such names along the course of the Great
North Road (Margary 28b) in the West Riding of Yorkshire, most of them
being field-names not recorded until the nineteenth century.!® Also along this
stretch of road are three fields whose names include the description 'Roman
road', Many of these 'street' fields abut the line of the road, although not
invariably and such a name could apparently be used for a field near but not
on the road.

P8, PN We, LI, pp. T1-2, whare the interpretation of the elemest ia also discuased.
87. PN YW, I, p. 84,

38. PN YW, V, p. T4.

#9.  Ses Gelling 1878, p. 153,

100. Faull 1978,

37



Caicie was used to describe any causeway or raised track and may
sometimes be used to assist in the reconstruction of medieval routeways whose
general line is known but whose exact course {s uncertain over particular
stretches. The distribution of late cauci¢c names is much less closely related
to the course of Roman roads than is that of s/r®f names, although caucie
field-names do occasionally abut Roman road lines,!®' which might of course
sometimes have continued in use as medieval routes. The term was certainly
applied as early as 1291 to the Roman road over Blackstone Edge (Margary
720a) in the south-western corner of the West Riding and it continued to he
known as 'Causeway’ as late as the nineteenth century.!®? Caucic was also
sometimes applied to linear earthworks, although only apparently where their
remains had been eroded so that they resembled a raised trackway: the
stretch of Grim's Ditch which resembles a Roman road (see above,p.7 ) is
described as 'Ridge/Causeway' on an early eighteenth-century map!®

As with many other place-name elements caucie may have been used to
describe different things in dilferent parts of the country. In Cheshire, for
example, the term was applied to cobbled arcas adjacent or close to farms!™
a usage which does not seem to occur in the West Riding ol Yorkshire.
Isolated caucic names in Cheshire may therefore serve as indicalors not to
routeways but to deserted settlements.

The elements brvcg. fervia and ford are on the whole more valuable for
plotting communication routes of the Middle Ages as it can be shown that
minor place-names containing these elements usually refer to medieval
routes. % Settlements, as opposed to fields or other minor [eatures, which
take their names [rom a crossing point, tend to lie on major roals and so
are lese useful as the lines ol important roads are often known already [rom
other evidence. These names can, however, occasionally contribute informa-
tion of interest, especinlly those names recorded by 1086 which must refer
to routes already in existence in the Anglo-Saxon period about which the
documentary sources provide relatively little information. For example, the
line of ford place-names along the Great North Road in the West Riding of
Yorkshire can be combined with other evidence to show that this Roman road
continued in use in the late Anglo-Saxon period,!®™ something which might not
otherwise have been suspected as part at least of the road seems to have been
replaced by one to the east in the early Middle Ages.!®’ Similarly, the fact
that the name of Pontefract {first recorded in the late eleventh century) refers
to a bridge, '™ already broken, suggests that there was an important route
_ running through Tanshelf and Pontefract prior to this date, as might indeed be
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expected in view of the importance of the late Anglo-Saxon villa regia at
Tanshell on the outskirts of Pontefract. This road probably continued to cross
the river Aire at Ferry Fryston whose fevia nwmne is first recorded in 10861%°
Another name of interest is that of Brigham in the East Riding of Yorkshire.
Throughout the Anglo-Saxon era almost the entire length of the river Hull was
a swampy valley, too wet to be crossed on foot but tco marsghy for the
operation of boats. This meant that the southern half of Holderness was
isolated from the area to fts west as all movement had to be through the
northern part of the valley. The southernmost point at which it could be
crossed was some 16 miles north of the Humber estuary and the importance
of this gateway into Holderness is reflected in the place-name Brigham, first
recorded as Bringcha' in 1086.!° The importance of Brigham decreased in
the Middle Ages as it became possible to cruss the valley [urther south but
the name survived to record the original crossing point.

5. Nanics Referving to Seltlemenls
In the more upland areas ot England the earthworks of deserted
medieval settlements tend to have such low profiles that they are difficult 10
recognise on the ground and they do not cast sulficiently definite shadows to
be identifiable on aerial photographs. Moreover the size of the area which
would need to be searched on fool is so large that this is not a feasible
proposition., It has now been shown that careful searching of all medieval
documentation for a particular area and extraction of all details given of
people bearing surnames derived from the settlement in which they lived,
enables these settlements to be located within individual medieval vills and
often to a particular area within a vill,*'! thus greatly narrowing down the
potential area to be searched on the ground, provided that the exact boundaries
of the modieval vill have first been establishel correctly.'? The number of
desertions in the upland arcas has not been [ully appreciated in the past: in
the manors of Wakelield and Bradiord alone over 2,000 sites have now been
identified from the documents which were ininor settlements in or before A,D
1400 and which are now either deserted or represented by only a single
farm.'9 [n the upland regions it would be misleading to refer to these as
‘deserted medieval villages' as the pattern seems always to have been one not
of villages but of dispersed settlements of small clusters of houses or even
gsingle farms, so that the solitary farm surviving today on a site known to
have been occupied in the Middle Ages need not necessarily represent a
109, PN YW, 0, pp.85-8, identifies the Domesdiy Book Frris with Ferrybridge amd Frisioa(#)
with Water and Ferry Fryston; however, Feri¢ (s in lact Fervy Fryston amd Frision(e)
s Water Fryston (see Michelmore 1379, under ‘Ferry Fryston').
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This beck joins the river Hull 2 mile to the sowh of Brigham, which 18 in (act not on the
heck bt on a hill half & mile 1o the wes and midway between the beck and the nortbera
reaches of the river Hull.
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Yorksbire to be almos identical to those of medieval villa (Micheimore 1979; Moorhouss 1976:.
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shrinkage of settlement but merely the maintenance of the siatus quo as it
has existed for hundreds of years.

Farm names are therefore invaluable for identifying the sites of places
known to have been occupied in the Middle Ages. For example, there are
today, about 5 miles west of Bradford, two farms known as Aldersley and
Pikeley which are about half a mile apart. Aldersley is first referred to in
1292, although it cannot be shown that it was occupied at that date. In 1353,
however, Thomas del Pikedlegh accused John de Aldeleghs of driving away his
cattle, showing that there were certainly people living at both these places then.
Today earthworks of medieval house platiorms are visible in the field adjacent
to the farm at Aldersley, but none can be seen at Pikeley, suggesting that the
medieval site there is covered by the present farm.!

In many cases even the single farm has disappeared without record but
the medieval name sometimes survives as a f[ield-name either on its own or
with the addition of ‘croft!, ‘'close' or a similar element. For example, the
settlement of Claveriay is referred to from the twelfth century on as an area
within the vill of Upper Whitley in the West Riding of Yorkshire, and having
ita own territorial boundaries and at least one dwelling. No such place exists
today but the Tithe Award marks a field called Clover Leys in the general
area where the documents locate the settlement.!® Similarly, two minor
medieval settlements, Moorhouse and Woodhouse, are recorded within the vill
of Woolley in the West Riding. The site of Moorhouse is today represented by
two farms but Woodhouse is 'lost'. Ou the nineteenth-century Tithe Award,
however, there is a group of three fields which are all cslled '"Woodhouse
Closef, and a map of 1749, which shows an actual settlement of Woodhouse at
this spot, confirms that this is indeed the site in question.!! It is therefore
possible in this case to chart the progression of the name, first as that of a
settlement from the Middle Ages up to the eighteenth century, then as a field-
name in the nineteenthcentury and finally its disappearance in the twentieth
century. It should be noted indeed that although a name may appear now to be
lost, this may not necessarily be the case in the upland areas of England
where the field boundaries have not been removed in recent times and where
local enquiry frequently shows that the name is still used locally although not
appearing on any map.

On occasjon names can survive {n this manner for hundreds of years
after the disappearance of the settlement to which they belonged. For example,
Domesday Book records a vill known as Niuuekal(l)e,''! which, according to
the order in which it appears in the summary to the Yorkshire section of
Domesday Book, should be located somewhere in the vicinity of Harewood.!®

114. i¥id. for full discussion of these two sites.
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This is in fact confirmed by the last known reference to in in 1328 when (it
was described as Newal by Harwold,'" and at some date the vill was absorbed
into Harewood vill, The name is today totally lost but it seems to have
survived until the late seventeenth century as it is recorded on an estate map
of 1698 a8 Newhall Field, just to the north of the modern village of
Harewood.'®® The original settlement of Harewood was located close to Hare-
wood Hall and next to the church, but there was a shift in settlement with the
establishment of the borough on the site of the present village in the early
thirteenth century, ' and it may have been at that date that Neun! ceased to
exist as an independent vill. The site of the settlement indicated by the field-
name {8 today open pasture land with no traces of the platforms of the hall or
halls implied by the place-name, although it would seem that pre- Conquest
gites do not always leave the same sort of earthworks as medieval sites,
possibly because stone footings may not have been used for the bulldings.

The name of a deserted settlement very often remained attached not to
just one field but to a cluster of fields; it seems possible that similar groups
of fields called merely 'croft' without a descriptive first element may also
point to the location of lost sites, as croft on its own was the normal term for
the small field attached to a house, Other fields which should repay investig-
ation are those whose mames contain a habitative element, such asPorp, as
these may also point to settlement sites., 1t has not yet proved poasible to
identify any such examples but future work may do so.

Another method of locating deserted settlements or abandoned buildings
within existing settlements, 18 from the survival not of thelr own name but of
names referring to features normally associated with the settlement, such names
often surviving long after the feature concerned had vanished. For example,
although the 18t ed, 6 in. Ordnance Survey map, sheet 194, marks the site of
the 'old hall' at Goodmanham in the East Riding of Yorkshire immediately to
the north-east of the church, the Ordnance Survey records note that there was
in fact no proof that there had been a hall there and that the designation was
based on local belief. No hall appears on Jeffrey'a map of 1771-2, but the
terriers which go back to 1637 refer to the hall garth and the hall flatte baulke
which they locate in this area.’?? It therefore seems likely that there was in
fact a medieval hall here, which must have disappeared by 1637 at the laiest.
According to the records of the Victoria County History the court of the manor
was formerly held 'in a certain yard or garth but now at the Inn','? the garth
probably being the site of the hall where the court would originally have met.
Cn the site there is a very large flat platform of trapezoid shape with short
sides of 139 ft. and 93 ft. and a2 length along the centre of 248 ft; it is
reached from the church by a raised trackway and it is terraced into the
hillslope below the church, the platform standing about 15 ft. high above the

119. PN YW, IV, p. 180.

120, Lseds City Archives, Har/maps/3).

121. JI.E. Exwood, ‘The economy of Harewood in the late thirteeath cetury® {in preparation;.

122. Borthwick Instizute of Historical Research (York);, TER/1/Goodmanham.

123. Letter from Robert 5. Leighton dated 14 Augum, 1909, held in the office of the Victoris
County History mt Baverley, North Humbarside.
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land by the stream to its north. The size of the platform indicates that it
was occupled by a large bullding such as a hall would have been.

On occasion other features of the medieval landscape unassoclated with
settlement sites can also be identified from place-names. For example, in the
late twelfth century a grant was made to the monks of the church of St.
Nicholas at Drax of land to make a barn, lying in length and breadth between .
the land of Lady Clarissa de Riddlesden, butting on the land called
Silkeridinges and the land of Richard son of Howyse de Morton and butting on
the road called AMilneguile. Sllkriding is recorded on the 1st ed. 6 in. OS
map, sheet 186, the area sc named being bounded by a road which leads to the
stream and seems likely to be the Milnegale. Fleldwork here has enabled the
site of the medieval mill to be identified by the stream and the probable site
of the twelfth-century barn also survives as a platform terraced into the hill-
side in the corner of the fleld which buts on to Silkriding. 2 Where names of
features occur in field-names, such as 'laithe field' from ON llafia 'barn’, or
‘mill field’, but no such feature 18 known in the area since the Industrial
Revolution, then fieldwork may reveal an earlier site.

6. Names Referring to Posl-Medieval Prucesses

In areas such as the West Rlding of Yorkshire, which have been heavily
industrialised, the great majority of the field~-names will be found to refer to
various aspects of the Industrial Revolution, such as mining or quarrying.
These names are of Interest both for the post-medieval historian and the
planner considering archaeological implications before granting planning
approval. Land where any archaeological remains have been totally destroyed
by mining or quarrying has often been 8o completely restored for agricultural
purposes that this can no longer be seen and records both of mining and of
restoration are often woefully inadequate. Very often evidence for past disturb-
ance of the ground survivesa only in field-names or minor place-names
contalning elements such as delf ‘quarry , pit'; pyit 'pit’; quarrelle 'quarry'; or
sinder ‘cinder, slag'. Pyil is often compounded with kyll, referring to
quarrying spoll heaps, and its nature is also sometimes specified, as in 'coal
pit'.

In addition to mining certain other elements can be used by the industrial
historian to reconstruct areas where particularindustries were practised and
the picture thus built up will sometimes be more accurate and comprehensive
than would be possible using documentary records. For example, tenfour,
referring to the frames on which cloth was tented, occurs as an element in

*.many West Riding field-names. Very occaslonally these fields still contain the
massive stone posts on which the frames were supported, but more often the
frames were made entirely of wood and so have vanished, the fleld-name

124. Moorhouse 1979,
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constituting the only evidence for their former presence. It Is of course
impossible to assign an exact date to when a fleld so named was used [or
tenting cloth and the tenter flelds in a particular township were doubtless not
all used simultaneously. However, it {8 noticeable that the Tithe Award lists
of fleld-names for certain townships in the West Riding contain extremely large
numbers of tenter names, whereas none whatsoever occur in cthers; the
relative proportions of these names could therefore be used to give an indicat-
ion of where the tenting of cloth was especlally practised and those areas
where it was not a feature of the economy.

The Use of Place-Names in Reconstincling Generval Scttlement Palterns:

Late Anglo-Saxon and Early Noyman Yorkshive

For Yorkshire the {irst major body of recorded place-names is that
contained in Domesday Book of 1086, unllke southern England for which there
are charters glving place-names which can often be precisely located.
Unfortunately there has been a tendency for scholars accustomed to working
with the southern material to treat the northern names as being of a similar
nature, leading to certain problems and misconceptions arising in the use of
this material for reconstructing settlement patterns. A basic misconception
which is commonly held is that the early recorded place-names in northern
England refer to settlements and that they can therefore be used to reconstruct
the settlement pattern in the eleventh century. What Domesday Book 18 in fact
dealing with are the areas or territories of vills: the names recarded there
are vill names and the entrles refer to the entire vill not to a particular
settlement within it. To take but one example, Domesday Book lists a prlest,
three mills and a fishery at Tanshelf (with which Pontefract is grouped).?
The priest probably served at the parish centre, which is certainly located ut
Pontefract, but it seems extremely unlikely that the three mills all stood
together in the settlement of Tanshelf rather than belng distrlbuted at varfous
diiferent points In the vill. Moreover Tanshel is a completely land-locked vill
with no water suitable for a fishery. But in 1090, only four years after this,
It is recorded that the honour of Pontefract had a demesne fishery at
Knottingley!* on the river Aire 4 miles east of Tanshelf, and It seems
virtually certain that it 1s thls fishery which 1s attributed to the vill of
Tanshelf In Domesday Book., The entry for Tanshell in Domesday Book cannot
therefore be read as describlng a settlement called Tanshelf at which were
grouped a church, three mills and a flshery, but rather as describing a vill
which owned all these appurienances.

In northern England the basic administratlve unit was the townshlp which
in some cases was further subdivided into hamlets.'?’ These townships, which
correspond to the medieval vill (see footnote 112 above), are the equivalent of
the southern parish In administrative but not ecclesiastical terms: the northern
parish was an entlrely separate entity often covering very large areas and
made up of a number of townships, as with the parlsh of Halifax, one of the

largest, which contained twenty-two townships. Unlike the southern manor
125. Skalfe 1894, p. 106,
126. W. Farrer, Eaviy Yorkshire Charvievs; I/l (Edinburgh, 1918}, number 1492.
127. Ses Michelmore 1979 for a [ull diecumsion.
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which usually comprised a single parish of roughly the same size as a
northern township, medieval manors in northern England were often formed
from a number of townships. For example, the important manor of Wakefield,
which was in origin an Anglo-Saxon royal manor, contalned forty-eight and a
half townships, grouped into graveships, and the rather smaller manor of
Bradford was made up of twelve and a half townships. The township contained
within it all the elements necessary to function as an administrative unit,'®
and at all times it remalned inviolate and its boundaries unchanged with
changes in ownership of the manor. Most large manors, for example the
manor of Wakefleld or the honour of Pontefract, also remained constant in
their composition throughouwt the Middle Ages, but the composition of some
manors occasionally changed as a result of inheritance by helresses and thelr
subsequent marriage. DBefore the Norman Conguest,however, manors other
than royal or eccleslastical estates were not static entities and townships were
grouped and regrouped as estates were divided between sons according to the
rules of partible inheritance which seems to have been the normal system in
parts at least of Anglo-Saxon Yorkshire. 2?

It can bedemonstrated that in western Yorkshire the division of the
countryside Into townshlps had occured by the tenth century at the latest and
probably much earlier.’®® Most of these townships appear to take their names
from one gettlement within them. It cannot, however, be presumed that the
settlement of the same name as the vill was the only one In existence within a
particular township as Domesday Book only lists the vills by name not the
settlements which lay within the vills, A distribution map of names recorded
in 1086 is therefore a distribution map of townships plotted according to the
settlements of the same name and no more. It 18 not a map of settlements In
existence in 1086 and cannot be used as such.

This is also the case with most of the very few pre-Domesday Book
sources which are available for Yorkshire, notably the A.D.973 memorandum
of Archbishop Oswald to the king listing the vills, referred to as funas, which
he had lost from his Otley estate,'’! and the lst of ¢. 1030 of the vills which
made up the three great estates of Otley, Ripon and Sherburn in Elmet, of the
archbishop of York. *? The same situation obtains with most of the early
Norman documentary material as the majority of the extant twelfth-century
charters are concerned with conveying land and so are usually phrased in
terms such ag 'x acres/carucates in the vill and territory of y'. The area
being conveyed probably had its own name but it is subsumed in that of the
vill and so is hidden from us. The emphasis in all these documents 18 very
much on the township unit and it 18 only in the thirteenth and fourteenth
centuries that individual places within the vills can begin to be pinpointed.

128, Only s fsw slamecis, such &8 the mill, tsnded to be manorial ratber than township functions.
129, Mlichelmore 197§.

130. Work on dating the Lownship system is currsnily io progress.

131. A.J. Rnbertson Anglo-Saxom Chaviers (Cambridgs, 1839), oumber LIV.

133. W. Farrexr. Eeviy Yovkikire Charisve; I (Edicburgh, 1814), cumber 7.



It is Indeed questionable whether 1t is in any way possible to plot any
‘early’ (l.e. eleventh-century) settlements using dote rather than shading In
entire vills. Even the recording of the vi}l name Iin an early mource auch aa
Domesday Bookdoes not necessarily prove that the known later settlement of
the same name was already in existence then. Many of the settlements probably
were, but there 18 no firm evidence that the settlement name always preceded
the vill name and it may be the case that sometimes the main settlement
within a vill took its name from the vill rather than vice versa. The only
certain example of this is Greetland, a township In existence throughout the
Middle Ages but where the settlement of that name only developed in the
nineteenth century. Some vill names, notably those containing the elements
land and feld and possibly also wudu, certainly appear to describe the vill as
whole rather than an aspect of a particular place within {t. Moreover, {rom
the time when records do become available in the thirteenth and f{ourteenth
centurles there are a number of townships which either never had a known
centre or where the township name is attached merely to a single farm of no
greater size or importance than any of the others in the townshlp. This is
particularly noticeable in the more upland parts of the West Riding where the
settlemerd pattern appears always to have been one of dispersed settlement
not of nucleated settlements. This is certainly the case when the records
become sufficiently detalled to idertify individual settlements and seems very
likely to have been the situation at an earlier date also; Domeaday Book's
entries belng by vill and not by settlement of course describe a vill with a
nucleated centre In exactly the same way as a vill made up of dispersed farms,
each with a different name. Thus there are no records of any medleval
settlement bearilng the lond names of Greetland, North Crosland or Stalnland,
nor the feld name, Stansfield, while another feld name, Langfield belongs to
two farms only. Similarly Chevin appears aas a separate vill in the arch-
bishop’s memorandum of 973 but by 1086 it had become part of the vill of
Otley and no settlement called Chevin is known - throughowt the Middle Ages
the name was always applied merely to the great ridge above Otley which
would have formed the major (eature of the vill of Chevin. There are a
number of other examples of townships with no known centres; for example,
Fixby, Lotherton, North Blerley and Parlington, which are all recorded as
vills by 1086. There are alac several cases of villa whose names belong to
non-nucleated ‘asettlements' which are strung out over a considerable distance,
auch as Liversedge and Notton, and of townships where although there is a
nucleated centre it does not have the same name as the township. Thus, for
example, the main settlement in Wadsworth towmahlp is known as Old Town,
the major settlement in two vills with names in wwdu. Lockwood and Longwood,
are both also called Old Town, and the main settlement in Liversedge townshlp
is not the non-nucleated agglomeration of that name but a centre called
Hightown.

This raises certain problemsa, especially the questioms of to what extent
were vill names formed before the settlement names and when were the names
themselves formed. If a vill name subsequently became attached to a settle-
ment within it, the name might well describe the nature of the vill as a whole
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or some prominent feature in it (for example the ridge in the Chevin) and be
quite inappropriate for the settlement with which it came to be asgociated. It
is perhaps more likely that this is the case with topographical vill names
although it may also be so even where the names appear to contain habitative
elements a8 kam and iwn were both uwsed in Old English to refer to an estate
or vill, Only a complete study of the tenurial pattern of late Anglo-Saxon and
early Norman Yorkshire and an apalysis of the elements which make up all the
vill names can hope to do anything towards resolving this problem, ™ but if 1t
was in fact a common phenomenon for the vill names to precede the settlement
names, then the interpretation of early settlement patterns by close study of
the specific settlement sites to which the names now belong rather than of the
general areas of land making up the vills, may have to be rethought.

This paper is in no manner an exhaustive description of the methods by
which landscape archaeologists and historians can employ place-names to
reconstruct earlier patterns nor of the many problems involved. It Is merely
intended to point the way forward and to suggest some of the avenues of
research which might be followed in the future. Some of the suggestions
which have been made may well prove incorrect with further work, while
others may have to be mcdified, but sutiicient work has now been done in
various parts of the country to show that used with caution and in conjunction
with other sources of Information, especially the medleval documentary
evidence, and backed up with detailed fieldwork, place-names and fleld-names
can make a significant contribution to attempts to build up a picture of man's
impact on the landscape through the centuries.

MARGARET 1. FAULL
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