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Introduction
Trad i t iona l  cas tc l lo logy ,  w i th  i t s  en tphas is  on
archi tectural  and mi l i tary analysis,  has of ten led to thc
study of castlcs in isolation fronr their landscape contexts.
In particular, many synthetic studies of mcdieval castles
have consistcnt ly fa i led to acknowledge the status of
fo r t i f ied  s i tcs  as  work ing  n tanor ia l  cen t rcs  wh ich
cont r ibu tcd  to  the  devc lopn- ren t  o f  con tcmporary
landscapes. Rcccnt studies of thc usagc and rnanipulation
of social  spacc within cast le planning, whi le welcomc,
have likewisc failcd to provide a broader context for the
in tc rpre ta t ion  o f  cas t lcs .  Converse ly ,  landscape
archaeo log is ts  anc l  sc t t lement  h is to r ians  have o f tcn
tended to ovcr look the rolcs c l f  cast les as fbrms of
settlement. This is dcrnonstrated amply by the mergcr in
1986 o f  the  Mcd icva l  V i l lage  Rcsearch  Group and
Moatcd Sites Research Group to fbrm thc MSRG, while
cast lcs,  as high-status forms of  set t lemcnt,  have la in
beyond thc rcrnit of the rnerged body and remain thc focus
of thc Cast le Studies Group.

This papcr cmphasises that cast les can and must be
v iewed as  in tcgra l  componcnts  w i th in  med icva l
settlenrent pattcrns; e ither as elemcnts within the fabric of
vil lages and harnlets or as dispersed fbrms of settlernent
in their own right. Case study matcrial drawn fiom thc
author 's rcscarch in Yorkshirc and the East Midlands
(Creighton 1991 .1998; 1999) is uscd to draw at tent ion to
some irnportant interrelationships between castles and
rural settlemcnt patterns, and to cxplore some potcntial
avenues fbr fLrturc rcscarch.

F igure  l3  i l l us t ra tcs  one impor tan t  aspec t  o f  thc
interrelationship between early castle sites (i.e. those with
l ikc ly occupat ion in thc pcr iod c.  i066-1216) and rural
settlement fbrms. What is irnmcdiately obvious is that
castlcs, in terms of their settings, appear to mirror wider
regional trcnds in medieval rural settlement development,
reflected in thc markcd clustering of isolated castles, and
those associated with hamlets and both regular and
irregular vil lages. For instanoe, castles of the Holderness
peninsula are prcdominantly associated with irregular
vil lages; the Vale of York is charactcrisecl by castles in
c lose  assoc ia t ion  w i th  regu la r  v i l lages ,  and the
Lincolnshire fen-cdge cast les arc pr imari ly isolated si tcs.
Whi le i t  remains csscnt ia l  not  to over look the diversi ty of
settlcrncnt forms within a givcn area, this obscrvation
does cmphasise the status of  cast les as core elements
within the dist inct ivc medieval  rnanor ia l  economies of
different rcgions and sub-rcgions.

Castles as Settlement
We may def ine two essent ia l  ways in which cast les
functioned as dispersed fbrms of medieval settlement.
First, a proportion of tbrtifled sites were constructed to
ac t  as  spec ia l i sed  cent res  fo r  the  admin is t ra t ion  o f

medieval  hunt ing resources. Second, other cast les can bc
understood as isolatcd high-status set t lcrncnts wi th in
landscapes tha t  were  a lso  charac ter iscd ,  who l ly  o r
partially, by other forms of disperscd scttlcment. Castles
which fall into the second category were thus manorial
centres and perhaps working fanns as wcll as fortif lcd
si tes.

The r ingwork or motte and bai lcy provided trcdicval
lords with a flexible physical tcrnplatc rcadily adapted to
a  var ie ty  o f  soc ia l  and phys ica l  geograph ica l
circumstances and landscapcs, the control of royal fbrests
was one special ised 16le which ear ly cast lcs sor let i rnes
fulfl l lcd. We must recognise, howcvcr, the essential social
and legal differences betwecn castlc sites associated with
the managcmcnt of royal fbrcsts as opposcd to privatc
seigneur ia l  chases and parks.  Cast lcs associated with
forests acted as ccntrcs for the adrninistration of an area
under the jurisdiction of forest law through the stratcgic
sett lement of  an appointed of f ic ia l .  Thcsc s i tes also

Figure I3: Ke"y, relntion,ships hetween earlv c'a,stle,s and
rural settlement in Yorkshire oncl the East Midlands.
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Figttrc l4: Custle,s, c'hLrrc'hes and moated sites in sotrth Linc'olnshire (ucluptecl from Heulet,
1977, Figure l5).

provided occasional accommodation for hunting parties
and are invariably fbund in isolated positions, while those
associatcd wi th pr ivatc dccr parks wcrc more of ten
closely associatcd wi th v i l lages or hamlets.

Typical  of  these isolated ' forest '  cast les are Sauvey
Cast le,  Leics.  (SK 787053) and Beaumont Chase, Rut land
(SK 849004); both the seats of appointed royal foresters
associated respectively with the forests of Leafield and
Rut land (Creighton 199J, 3233. 1999, 22-23).  Three
isolated castles on the fringes of Sherwood Forest can be
interpreted in a s imi lar  l ight :  Annesley (SK 509518) and
Kingshaugh, Notts.  (SK 765736),  and South Normanton,
Derbys. (SK 459568) (Crook 1990, 94-95; Speight 1994).

The status of other early castles as isolated forms of
settlcmcnt in non-nuclcatcd landscapes is exemplif ied by
a ser ies of  s i tes in south-cast Lincolnshire.  In part icular,
we rnay note the landscape context of four early castles
in  South  Ho l land and Boston  (F igure  l4 ) :  F lee t
(TF 385231 ) ;  Swineshead (TF 243410) .  Wrang le
( T F  4 1 3 5 3 1 ) ;  a n d  W y b e r t o n  ( T F  3 3 5 4 1 0 ) .  W i t h  t h e
exception of Wyberton, all these sites arc low wetland
mottcs which rcpresent,  in morphological  terms, an
intermediate form between the motte and bailey and
moated manor. Significantly, the manncr in which allfour
sites are isolated fiom loosely agglomerated settlements
or arc isolatcd forms of scttlcmcnt in their own right,
rnirrors cxactly thc landscapc context of moated manorial
sites in the surrounding district. The early castlcs of South
Hol land wcrc thus intcgral  components of  a regional
economy dominated by split manors and a relatively frce
social  structure (Hcalcy 1971,28);  hcre cast les c lear ly
follow an extant settlement pattcrn and cconomy where
church ,  se t t lement  and manor  wcrc  no t  necessar i l y
conjoined. This pattcrn contrasts sharply with the greater
integration of sitcs of lordship (both castles and moats) in

Kesteven to the west. For instance. the castle sites at
A s l a c k b y  ( T F  0 8 5 3 0 5 ) ,  C o r b y  G l e  n  ( S K  0 0 0 2 5 1 ) ,
Heydour (TF 007397), Hough-on-the Hil l (SK 924464).
Stainby (SK 909226) and Wclbournc (SK 968542) are
all fully intcgrated within vil lage plans, and indicate the
posi t ion of  cast les wi th in a fundamental ly di f ferent
manorial and social structure.

Other regional studies confirm that in certain landscapes
the distribution of castlc sitcs can bc vicwed as part and
parce l  o f  a  charac ter is t i ca l l y  d ispersed med ieva l
sct t lemcnt pattern,  as in Devon (Higharn 1982,106).  Yet
i t  is  equal ly possible that  d ispersed sett lernent could
originate through schemes of seigncurially-lcd planning.
That castles could form fortif ied elements within thcsc
schemes has  been demonst ra ted  in  the  Va le  o f
Montgomery (King and Spurgeon 1965), and it is possiblc
that the cast le at  Ki l ton,  Cleveland (NZ 703175) may wel l
have been p lanned in  con junc t ion  w i th  a  ser ies  o f
farmsteads in its irnmediate hintcrland (Danicls 1990,
46-47). The fact that these pattems lack the conventional
hallmark of settlement planning - regularity -should not
detract from the fact that they were deliberate creations
by powerful  secular lords.  I t  is  certain that  paral le l
schemes remain to be identif ied elsewherc and may well
bc characteristic of border regions in the highland zone.

Castles and Deserted Settlement
The study of  intcrrc lat ionships bctwccn cast lcs and
deser ted  se t t lemcnts  can makc  two impor tan t
contributions to our understanding of the 16les of castles
in  the  deve lopmcnt  o f  ru ra l  landscapcs .  F i rs t ,
morpho log ica l  p lan  ana lys is  may arnp l i f y  our
understanding ofthe physical puttern of'castle-settlement
re la t ionsh ips ,  in  the  absence o f  the  pos t -med ieva l
alterations to vil lage plans that blur the picture elsewhere.
Second, it remains to be identif ied whether desertcd
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Figure I 5: Wooclheacl,

settlcments associatcd with castles were atypical in any
way and, in particular, whcther the abandonment of the
castle was a causal, contributory or independent factor in
the proc'e,s.s of scttlement decline.

The med ieva l  fo r t i f ied  s i te  o f  Woodhead.  Rut land
(SK 997116)  occup ics  a  p rominent  r idgc- top  pos i t ion ,
c. L7km north-east of the York-Stamford Roman road
(Figure 3).  Despi te i ts present isolat ion as a landscape
feature, the castle appears to havc spawned a dependent
hamlet or settlement, although its population is subsumed
within that  of  Great Casterton in rnedieval  taxatton
returns, thus rendcring cstimation of its size problematic.
The manor of  Woodhead is absent f rom Domcsday;
however, in 1286-87 a toft and croft at Woodhead are
specified in thc endowment of a chapel here (lrons l9 I 7,
50-51 ;  VCH Rut land l l  1935,  235) ,  and in  1684 the
antiquarian Wright mentions " ....Woodhead, fonnerly a
vi l lage and chapelry,  now only one house, and that in
ruins" (  1684, 36).  The prccisc locat ion and plan of  th is
sct t lement remains obscure,  yct  a 1798 estate plan of
Br idge Castcrton by J.  Baxter depicts four squar ish
enclosurcs in l ine to thc south of the castle earthworks
which arc associatcd wi th the f ie ld-name WoodhearJ
Ckt.se,s ( Figure 15). These features may well indicate a
ser ies of  amalgamatcd peasant crof ts,  subsequent ly
over la in  by  r idge and fu r row cu l t i va t ion ,  wh i ls t  a
superficial dcpression leading east from the castle may
indicate a forrner hollow way. Although the desertion of
the sett lement can be dated no car l ier  than Wright 's
la te -sevcntecnth-ccn tury  re f -e rcnce,  the  cas t le  was
cer ta in ly  ru inous  by  1543,  whcn i t  i s  pos i t i ve ly
documentcd for thc f i rst  t imc (VCH Rut land l  l  1935.
232).

The castle earthworks prcsently abut a zone of woodlancl
to the north, and givcn that thc placc-narn e Wod(e)hevecl
('headland or eminence with a wood') is recorded as early
as 1263 (Cox 1994, l3 l ) ,  th is topographical  re lat ionship
is clearly of somc antiquity. The prcsent f ield monument
comprises a sub-rectangular ringwork with vestiges of an
appending enclosurc to the east, and surface collection in
the immediate area has yieldcd a substantial volume of
ti le and a fragment of Collyweston slate, in addition to
medieval  pot tery (Rut land County Museum Acquis i t ion

Rtttland (adapted /rom lVorthants. CRO lvlup lrlo. 4 t34/2).

Nos  1915.22  and 1917.55) .  The cn t i rc  complex  was
formerly encompassed by a spr ing-fed moat,  ancl
evidence of f ishponds to the north and south may indicate
a secondary phase of manorial expansion.

The exarnple of Woodhead serves to indicatc that srnall
foci  of  set t lement associated with apparent ly isolatcd
castles remain to be identif ied. A complcx range of other
relationships exist between castles and dcsertcd/shified/
shrunken sett lements.  For instancc. the c losc associat ion
of early castles with parish churches and small zones of
set t lement earthworks at  Gi lmorton (SP 570879) and
S h a w e l l ,  L e i c s .  ( S P  5 4 1 7 9 6 )  m a y  i n d i c a t c  e a r l y
settlement foci which have becn dcserted in f-avour of
o t h e r  v i l l a g e  s i t e s  ( C r e i g h t o n  l 9 g l ,  2 5 - 2 7 ,  3 0 - 3  l ) .
Elsewhere, the scrutiny of relationships betwcen castles
and deserted vil lage earthworks has much to tcll us; for
instance at  Bur ley,  Rut land (SK S94120) and Kingerby,
L incs .  (TF 056928) ,  Norman cas t le  bu i ld ing  c lear ly
in f r inged upon and d isp laced por t ion  o f  ex is t ing
settlements (Creighton 1999, 26-28: Everson et ul. 1991.
147 -49).

Castles and Vil lage Planning
Where a castle is associated with a settlcment containing
clearly planncd elements, it is tempting to singlc out the
castle seigneury as the l ikely agent of settlentent change.
The foundation of a castlc could be a crit ical momcnt in a
settlement's development, when powerful secular lords
were apt to indulge themsclves in scttlement planning,
driven by social, economic and even acsthetic rnotivcs.
These questions must, howcver, be related to the wider
debate within medieval settlement studics concerning the
coercive powers of lords in scttlement planning relative
to the collective power of peasant communities (Dycr
l9 t l5 ;  Harvey  1989;  Lewis  e t  u l .  1991.  204-10) .  In
add i t ion ,  a rchaeo log ica l  rcsearch  is  dcmonst ra t ing
increasingly that  many rural  cast le s i tcs pcrpetuated
extant seats of secular authority (Higham and Barker
1992,38-61),  making i t  d i f f iculr  to correlate episodes of
se t t lement  p lann ing  w i th  Norman as  opposed to
pre-Conquest lordship.

It becomes possible to draw a finner l ink betwcen castlc
bui ld ing and sett lement planning wherc documcntary
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Figure l6: Barwick-in-Elntet, W. Yorks. (adopted /|ont
OS F'irst Edition).

evidence makes it clear that the construction of a fortif ied
site resulted in a demonstrable increase in a settlement's
status and economic fortunes. This appears to be truc of
Barwick- in-Elmet,  Yorks.  (SE 194275).  The vi l lage plan
exhibi ts three dist inct  p lan-uni ts (Figure l6) :  an i r regular
nucleus of tenements clustering around All Saints' church
(wh ich  conta ins  f ragments  o f  Ang lo-Saxon work :
Co l l ingwood l9 l4 -18 ,  135-39) ;  a  un iva l la te  i ron  age
hil lfort rcmodelled as a motte and bailey, and a regular
row of tenements charactcriscd by long tott plots, which
appends to thc south of the hil l fort. This regular unit of
vil lage topography is seemingly a planned expansion over
open field agriculturc, as indicated by the curvil incar
profi le of the plots. Thc junction between the three plan
units is indicated by a rrrarkcd widening of Main Street
wherc stands the vestiges of a market cross. What is
significant is that documentary analysis reveals Barwick
to have (re)emcrgcd as a centre of regional administration
in the mid twelfth century; bcforc, the township was a
berwick of Kippax and of l i tt le apparent significance.

The motte and bailey at Barwick was not a castle of the
immediate post-Conquest period. Instead, it was raised
during the uncertain polit ical geography of the Anarchy,
at a time of intense polit ical threat to the de Lacy position
(Wightman 1966, 244).  The hi l l fbr t  was doubt less
re-occupied due to i ts geographical  posi t ion at  the
junction of the east-west route through the Pennines and
the Aire Gap, and the north-south axis of communication
on the western fringe of the Ouse-Trent basin. Hamlets in
the immediate hinterland of Barwick at Hil lum. Barnbow
and Seacroft was incorporated within the township by the

de Lacy  lo rds  f rom c .  l l44  in  o rdcr  to  c rea te  a
complementary demesne estate around the hub of
Barwick, which by the thirteenth century had replaced
Kippax as the gravitational centre of thc north part of the
Honour of  Pontefract  (Faul t  and Moorhousc 1981,257,
735). These circumstances rnake it l ikcly that thc planned
cxtension may well corrclate with Barwick's rapid rise to
prominence within the Hclnour of Pontcfiact. Sirri iar
sequences  -  o f  se t t lements  r i s ing  to  adrn in is t ra t i vc
prominence, cor l r lensurate wi th cast le bui ld ing and
settlemcnt planning - have been rccognised elsewherc;
for instancc at Kirkby Malzeard, N. Yorks. and Laxton,
Notts.  (Camcron 1980, 220-25; Chal l is  1995; Roberts
1990. 120-2t\.

Conclusions
This paper has served to draw attcntior.r, through a serics
of contrast ing case-studies,  to certain aspects of  thc
interrelat ionship between rnedicval  cast les and rural
set t lement.  From one perspect ivc i t  is  i rnpclr tant  that
futurc archaeological reports rclating to thc excavation or
survey of castle sitcs give full recognition to thc context
of  a for t i f ied s i te wi th in i ts sct t lement landscape, in
addition the more standard analysis of its physical setting
and ownership history. Yet cqually, however, nredieval
settlcment studies must recognisc that castles are as ntuch
a part of the settlernent pattern as rnoatcd nlanors or
isolated homesteads.

These remarks are particularly pcrtincnt with regard to
the period between 1066 and 1250, when mally earth and
timber forl if ications we re raised under the ordcrs of minor
lords. tenants and sub-tenants to function as rnanorial
cen t res  as  much as  mi l i ta ry  s t rongpo in ts .  Thc
in te r re la t ionsh ips  be tween thcsc  ru ra l  rno t tes  and
ringworks and their associatcd rnanorial econor.nies arc
yet to be cxarnined adequately,  a l though intcrcst ing
patterns of regional variation can be anticipated. Thc full
range o f  re la t ionsh ips ,  bo th  chrono log ica l  and
morphological ,  bctween cast le and sett lement is c lcar ly
complex,  yet  key themcs can be ident i f led:  in many cascs
cast les and churches form a magnate core wi th in a
sett lement (Morr is 1989, 248-255);  c lsewhere cast le
s i t ing  rneant  the  d is rup t ion  and d isp lacernent  o f
an tcccdent  se t t lement ;  in  o thcr  landscapcs  cas t les
funct ioned as fbrms crf  d ispersed sett lernent.  Thc
underlying conclusion is that castles can and rnust bc
unders tood as  par t  and parce l  o1-  w ider  se t t lemcnt
landscapes; to deny this is undoubtcdly to the detriment
of rural settlement studies and castcllolosv.
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Lincolnshire:

l. Fleet parish (TF393260-410266 ve ry approximate)
2. Broughton parish (SE940086 approximate)
3. Honington parish (SK923440)
4. Edlington parish (TF214101)
5. Langton by Partney parish (TF401122)
6. Gayton le Wold parish (TF2581169 very approximatc)

Nottinghamshire:

l .  Bi lborough par ish (SK533428 approximatc)
2 .  West  Bur ton /South  Wheat ley  par ishes

(SK764845-SK779856 approxirnate)
3.  Oxton par ish (SK635532)
4. Cropwel l  But ler  par ish (SK683390)
5. Gotham par ish (SK533288)
6. Perlethorpe cum Budby parish (SK599683)
7 .  Aslockton par ish (SK75341 3)
8. Radcliffe on Trent (SK665400)
9. West Leake par ish (SK520269)
10. Staythorpe par ish (SK758543)
I l. East Markham parish (5K726734)

St. Hugh's College, Oxford.

Editor's Note: The author is the rec:ipient of'a gront./i.om
the Medievul Settlement Researc:h Grouo.
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