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Summary

The aim of this thesis, ‘The Castle in the Social and Geographical Landscape of
Cumbria, 1066-1250 A.D.’, was to examine the medieval castle within the confines
of the county of Cumbria, as defined in 1974. The areas of inquiry include the
ecclesiastical, political, urban, rural, regional and geographical landscapes in which
the castle interacts. An interdisciplinary methodology was adopted, using historical,
archaeological, topographical and toponymic research. By using as broad a
framework as possible, the most comprehensive picture of the medieval castle will
emerge. The interaction of the castle with the various landscapes creates reactions
and interrelationships within the defined area. By utilising diverse methods, a more
holistic understanding of the castle can be formulated.

This thesis concluded that the geographical and topographical landscape of
medieval Cumbria caused the medieval castles to be located on the fringes of the
Lake District. The siting of the castles was highly dependent on defensive positions,
to guard against attack from the north (Scotland). The castle and the church were
two high status features of medieval life, which interacted on a regular basis,
through patronage and piety. The church did not dictate military policy nor did the
castle occupants dictate church policy. The clergy, however, were certainly willing
to involve themselves in policy when it was to their advantage. Politically, the
baronial lords of medieval Cumbria were much like their contemporaries to the
south. The compact nature of their baronies distinguished their relationship with the
castle. Settlement, both rural and urban played a large role in the function and form
of the medieval castle.

In conclusion, it was a diverse environment, in a troubled area.
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Chapter 1
Introduction

The aim of this thesis is to look at the introduction and development of the castle in
a specific county of England, namely Cumbria.' The castle will be examined
through the social and geographical landscape of this county. The timeframe chosen
for this investigation ranges from the Norman Invasion in 1066 A.D. to circa 1250
A.D. A landscape history approach will be utilized in the inquiry to construct as
comprehensive a picture of the castle in medieval Cumbria as possible.

The social landscape consists of those institutions of everyday life that affected the
people of the area in question, specifically the ecclesiastical, political and
administrative bodies for the castles, their occupants and their subjects. By looking
at the interaction of these elements with the castle a clearer depiction of what a
castle was intended to represent and what it actually was will emerge.

The ecclesiastical landscape will involve looking at churches, monasteries and
abbeys in the baronies of Cumbria. The ecclesiastical partition of the county will
also be examined, particularly within the secular divisions that emerged during this
period. The church played a major role in everyday life during the Middle Ages and
thus in the lives of those associated with the castles.

The political and administrative life of the castle will focus on the role of the castle
as the centre of a specific community, the legal and governmental issues that linked
the castle to the world outside its walls and the inhabitants of the castle as

participants in that world.

" The term Cumbria will refer to the county created by the 1974 reorganization of counties, namely
the pre-1974 counties of Cumberland and Westmorland, a rural district in the West Riding of
Yorkshire known as Sedbergh Rural District and part of the county of Lancashire known as
Lancashire north of Sands.



The geographical landscape encompasses the county of Cumbria, the castle sites
themselves, their development, evolution and distribution and that of the settlements
and institutions connected to the castles. Topography and geology will be
considered as fundamental elements within the context of castle planning, as well as
indicators of the intent of castle founders, for example, whether a more defensive
position was eschewed in favour of an economically sound location.

The period circa 1066-1250 A.D. was chosen because it represents the initial
introduction, consolidation and establishment of the castle in Britain.> The eleventh
and twelfth centuries saw castles in their infancy whilst the thirteenth century began
to see them in continuous use as an acknowledged, established tool of war and
government. The majority of Henry III in 1227 A.D. marked a distinct turn in crown
policy towards castles, specifically an attempt to control crown expenditure towards
them. The effect was the return of many castles to baronial families and a general
neglect of those that remained. A termination date of circa 1250 A.D. has been
chosen, therefore, to reflect the impact of this royal policy. It also marks a
watershed in Cumbrian castle history, with the concerted introduction of tower

houses and pele towers in the period that follows.

Aims of the Thesis

Cumbria, in the far north of England represents a particular sphere of Norman
activity, as distinct as the Welsh Border or the ‘invasion ground’ of the south, two
areas where Norman influence is often measured. Cumbria, however, has largely
been ignored, particularly by medieval scholarship. The Roman North is well

researched, especially because of the presence of Hadrian’s Wall and the

2 M. Aston & T. Rowley, Landscape Archaeology: An Introduction to Fieldwork Techniques on
Post-Roman Landscapes (Newton Abbot, 1974); R.A. Higham & P.Barker, Timber Castles (London,
1992)



innumerable milecastles and forts that grew up in its shadow. Likewise, much is
known of the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, when reivers (bandits and cattle
raiders along the border), pele towers and border disputes were a seemingly constant
occurrence. Museum exhibitions, books, articles and even the monuments
themselves illustrate a turbulent period in Cumbrian history. William Rufus’
conquering of the North in the 1090s A.D. provides Cumbria with an oft cited
footnote in history, but little in-depth research into the history of this region
between then and the border troubles has been undertaken.’ This dearth of
secondary attention to Cumbria provides an interesting field of investigation.
Cumbria has a distinctive topography, the Lake District, occupying the centre of the
county, the Pennines providing a natural border in the east with Northumberland,
Durham and Yorkshire and the sea connecting the western strip with Ireland, the
Isle of Man and the Vikings who passed this way. Life developed around the fringes
of the lakes and fells. This particular landscape meant that continuity of settlement
was a major factor in Cumbrian life, from prehistoric to modern times, providing an
intriguing opportunity to view the influence of history on a single location.

The approach utilized in this work in order to consider the castle is that of landscape
history. This field of study has developed steadily over the last fifty years,
particularly in the last twenty. By adopting this interdisciplinary methodology a
variety of disciplines are used to create as comprehensive an understanding of the
castle as possible. The castle no longer stands alone as an isolated monument but is
an element within a larger framework of landscapes, all coexisting, influencing and
interacting with each other. The landscape history approach involving history,

archaeology, historical geography, architecture, geology, environmental science and

’ Some notable exceptions are S.J.P. Howarth, King, government, and community in Cumberland
and Westmorland c. 1200-c.1400 (Liverpool PhD, 1988); 1. Hall, The Lords and Lordships of the
English West March : Cumberland and Westmorland from c.1250 to c¢. 1350 (Durham PhD, 1986)



local history, to name but a few, allows the castle and its role in its associated
landscapes, to be viewed from a multitude of angles, each providing a new and
complimentary way of seeing the castle.

In undertaking this thesis, the aim is to illuminate the castle in medieval Cumbria
using modern research methodologies. The perspective is castle-centric. This is not,
however, intended to imply the pre-eminence of the castle within the landscape but
rather to view it within a societal context, as an element in that landscape, as
connected to other features as they are to it. By looking at this ‘childhood” period in
castle use and examining it within the social and geographical landscape, it is hoped
that the reason why, even here in the remote north, the castle became such an
integral and accepted part of the English landscape will become clear. This period
also sees the evolution of the political and administrative systems of England under
the Normans, a fundamental change in society with long lasting effects. By looking
at Cumbria at this time I seek to place the castles, society and county of Cumbria in
a wider context by looking at the impact of national developments on a local level.
It is hoped that this work will add to the growing corpus of work on medieval

Cumbria, in particular in the field of landscape history.

Methodology

The origins of modern landscape history lie with William Hoskins and in particular
with his work The Making of the English Landscape. lts arrival in 1955 is
considered a seminal moment in the development of landscape history.* Hoskins,
and then Maurice Beresford, promoted a broader approach to interpreting the past

throughout the 1950s and 60s. They used aerial photography, looked at townscapes

* O.H. Creighton, Castles and Landscapes (London, 2002), p.5.



and found new ways of looking at the countryside.’ Before them, the tradition of the
topographers of the sixteenth to nineteenth centuries, men like John Leland,
William Camden and John Aubrey, had been continued by the Victoria County
History and the Royal Commission on Ancient and Historical Monuments (begun in
1907 and 1908 respectively).® They sought to adhere to and develop the methods of
enquiry adopted by these men, the cataloguing of monuments and features, on a
county by county basis. There can be no doubting the importance of this approach,
and it is one that continues to this day, however, Hoskins and Beresford went
further, looking at these monuments as elements in a greater landscape. It is with
them that a sustained attempt at going beyond the curtain wall of the castle or the
edge of the cemetery was made.

The aim of landscape history in general is quite straightforward, the recreation of
past landscapes. Although in the present landscape, features can appear solitary they
are generally connected to something or someone else. A prime example is the
occurrence of seemingly isolated churches in the middle of the countryside. A lone
church, for instance, is often indicative of a deserted village or earlier settlement
pattern. The creation of the Medieval Village Research Group (in 1952) and the
Moated Sites Research Group (in 1971) which amalgamated in 1986 to become the
Medieval Settlement Research Group, allowed research into such phenomenon to
develop and gave landscape history a focus, and some would say a voice!” The

sustained investigation into Wharram Percy, a deserted medieval village in North

> W.G. Hoskins, The Making of the English Landscape (London, 1960); M.W. Beresford and J.K.S.
St. Joseph, Medieval England: An Aerial Survey (Cambridge, 1958); W. G. Hoskins, Local History
in England (London, 1959); W.G. Hoskins, Fieldwork in Local History (London, 1969); M.
Beresford, History on the Ground: six studies in maps and landscapes (London, 1957); M.W.
Beresford, New Towns of the Middle Ages: town plantation in England, Wales and Gascony
(London, 1967)

® See also Chapter 2, p. 39.

7 See also Chapter 2, p. 46.



Yorkshire is a key example of what can be achieved when a broader approach is
used. A settlement history dating back to pre-historic times and proof of the
changing patterns of village settlement were only two of the important discoveries
made by Beresford and John Hurst during nearly forty years of investigation.®

The Shapwick Project in Somerset was another successful attempt to understand the
origin and evolution of the English village. Mick Aston utilised a landscape
approach. Using archaeology, history, architecture, botanical investigation and a
number of other techniques, during a ten-year research project which involved over
2000 people, the Shapwick Project discovered a planned tenth-century village,
established for economic gain under the auspices of the church.’

As these two projects prove, adopting a landscape approach or ‘total archaeology’
as Taylor referred to it, where a range of disciplines are integrated, creates a
comprehensive history, one that takes account of both the natural and the artificial
aspects of an environment.'” The adoption of an interdisciplinary approach must,
however, be qualified. Certainly, an unrestrictive methodology can only benefit any
landscape approach, but not all techniques are appropriate and each must be judged
individually, to gauge their reliability and suitability in terms of the overall aims of
any undertaking. Boundaries must also be set, whether geographic, chronological or

methodological, or a project may never end.

8 M. Beresford & J. Hurst, Wharram Percy: a deserted medieval village (London, 1990); J. Hurst
(gen ed.) et al., Wharram: a study of settlement in the Yorkshire Wold, Vols. 1-11 (London, 1979-
2007)

° M. Aston, The Shapwick Project: a topographical and historical study: 1988 Report (Bristol,
1989); M. Aston, The Shapwick Project: a topographical and historical study: 1989 Report (Bristol,
1990); M. Aston & C. Gerrard (eds), The Shapwick Project, Somerset: a Rural Landscape
Explained, Society for Medieval Archaeology Monograph Series 25 (London, 2007)

19 C. Taylor, ‘Total Archaeology’ in A. Rogers & T. Rowley, eds., Landscapes and Documents
(London, 1974), pp. 15-26.



Landscape History Methodology

The interdisciplinary approach of landscape history is somewhat undefined. This is
primarily because this is such a young field of research. Currently the approach can
be used to investigate any era of the landscape, from pre-historic to modern. Any
aspect of that landscape can also be observed. Titles in print over the last twenty
years include The Landscape of Towns, Monasteries in the Landscape, Castles and
Landscapes, The Cornish Landscape, Landscapes of Lordship and Landscape, the
Richest Historical Record."" The sheer variety of features that can be viewed
through the lens of landscape history can explain the diversity of the approach that
has been taken by researchers. In short, the methodology of landscape history is
keenly subjective.

The underlying thesis of this research technique is that one form of investigation
alone does not provide a comprehensive enough picture of the past to recreate it.
Using multiple methods and combining their findings presents a more
comprehensive and balanced representation of the past. The primary tools of any
investigation following this methodology must be history and archaeology. These
create a firm framework that can supplemented and enhanced by the findings of, but
not limited to, architecture, aerial photography, toponymy, numismatics,
environmental investigation (pollen analysis, dendrochronology, carbon dating etc)

and topographical analysis (using maps and surveys) as is warranted.

""'M. Aston & J. Bond, The Landscape of Towns (London, 1976); M. Aston, Monasteries in the
Landscape (Stroud, 2000); O.H. Creighton, Castles and Landscapes (London, 2002); W.G.V.
Balchin, The Cornish Landscape (London, 1983); R. Liddiard, Landscapes of Lordship: Norman
Castles and the Countryside in Medieval Norfolk, 1066-1200 Bar British Series No. 309 (Oxford,
2000); D. Hooke (ed), Landscape, the Richest Historical Record Society for Landscape Studies
Supplementary Series No. 1 (Amesbury, 2000)



Thesis Methodology

The methodology of this thesis is primarily a desk-based enquiry into the area
which is known as the modern county of Cumbria, in the form of extant
contemporary documentary sources and the findings of archaeological investigation
and survey. Clearly defined geographical and chronological boundaries are in place
to control this investigation. As can be seen in Chapter Two, the analysis of
Cumbria’s historic past embraces a vast range of documentary, literary and
secondary sources, ranging from contemporary medieval to the extremely recent.
Carlisle and Kendal have had the most intensive inquiry into their medieval past
through archaeological excavation, however, other excavations have been
undertaken, as well as a comprehensive programme of fieldwork and desk-based
assessment. These methodological tools, of desk-based assessment and supporting
fieldwork have been adopted for this thesis. Complimenting these two core fields of
investigation are topographical analysis (through maps and surveys), place-name
evidence, geology and architecture.

The content of each chapter can be identified as follows:

Chapter One serves as an introduction to the themes and methodology of this
thesis, as well as taking a look at the origins of the castle in Cumbria. The social and
geographical landscapes are defined and the areas for investigation within these
spheres are clearly stated.

Chapter Two is a detailed look at the sources used during the research process and
a brief analysis of the validity of their inclusion in this thesis is given. In particular
the breadth of the historical resources available from the documentary and

secondary to the literary will be noted. Cartographic material, architectural



assessments, geological research and toponymic evidence are also cited as key
sources.

Chapter Three deals with Cumbria itself. The area under discussion is closely

defined. Geological and topographical analysis is used to further characterise what
Cumbria is and how it was viewed during the Middle Ages. Historical events
pertinent to the issues raised in this chapter, namely border definition, regional
landscape and cultural identity, are also examined.

Chapter Four identifies the castle sites and explores the issues of distribution and

dating. A brief look at castle studies and landscape history is also undertaken.
Seigneurial land division is also discussed in light of the castle landscape. The
physical landscape of the castles themselves are addressed, specifically the castle
form and siting.

Chapter Five tackles the issue of the political landscape. The military and

administrative aspects of the castle are dealt with both at a local and a national level,
as are the roles of those who built and kept them. Castles, like settlements, are not
merely their buildings but the people who occupy them and the events in which they
are involved in.

Chapter Six investigates the ecclesiastical landscape of medieval Cumbria and the
links between the church and the castle. Both the church and monastic aspects of the
religious life are examined. Le Maho’s theory of the link between castle and church
histories as evidenced by the distance between the two, tested by Pounds in England
in 1991, is assessed. Dickinson’s idea that the Normans used the stability of the
church, its parochial system and beliefs to consolidate their hold on the region is

also briefly considered.
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Chapter Seven considers the issue of castle boroughs and urban castles. Cumbrian

urban settlement bears little in common with the national model, but its nucleated
settlements do display proto-urban characteristics. Castles and settlements are
inherently linked, as topographical and morphological analysis shows.

Chapter Eight looks at those castles, the majority, not associated with urban

settlement, but rather located in the countryside. Questions of rural settlement and
the associated features of castle estates, such as deer parks and forests are
considered.

Chapter Nine is the concluding chapter of this thesis. It recaps the issues discussed
and assesses the castle within the social and geographical landscape of medieval
Cumbria. Areas for suggested future research are indicated, as are projects which
are currently underway.

Appended to this work is a Gazetteer of the medieval castles of Cumbria,
specifically those dealt with in this thesis. Photographic depictions are included, as
well as a site plan, where possible.

As can be noted from the stated chapter outlines above, a thematic order has been
followed, however, whilst this is the optimal form to facilitate this thesis topic, a
chronological order has also been pursued. As a defined period of investigation is
posited in the title, it is essential that it be considered within the thematic
framework. Any analysis of the castle will include innumerable dates of importance,
whether these are to do with the construction, development or context of that
feature, this work is no exception.

Two theories, neither conceived by the author, are considered in this work. These

theories, of Le Maho (1976) and Dickinson (1946), remain intriguing topics to the
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landscape historian and researcher of Cumbrian history respectively.'? As such, this
thesis provides an ideal opportunity to test these theories, so often repeated in recent
secondary works, in the specific context of the castle landscape of medieval

Cumbria. Both are explained and considered in Chapter Six."

Origins of the Castle in Cumbria

In any discussion on castles, it is necessary to look at the origins of the sites in
question and also at the broader issue, the origins of the castle in Cumbria, even
England as a whole. The intention is not to resolve this question, if indeed it could
ever be conclusively resolved, however, the nature of the topic under examination
necessitates a familiarity with this important issue. One aim in looking at this is to
establish the reason why the castle is being investigated in this thesis from ¢.1066
A.D.

Firstly, in order to look at the origins of the castle the term ‘castle’ must be defined.
The Royal Archaeological Institute’s Research Committee came up with the
following definition of a castle: ‘a fortified residence which might combine
administrative and judicial functions but in which military considerations were
paramount’, and where the castle was ‘a symbol and potent embodiment of feudal
society”.!* This clearly places feudal connotations on the castle, as the fortified
residence of a lord, but it also suggests that the castle was at the centre of the feudal
relationship and that it was a symbol of the lord’s connection to his vassal. To

consolidate their hold on England the Normans established castles across the

"2 J. Le Maho, ‘L’apparition des seigneuries chatelaines dans le Grand Caux a I’epoque deucale’,
Archeologie Medievale, 6 (1976), pp.5-217; J. C. Dickinson, ‘The Origins of the Cathedral of
Carlisle’, Transactions of the Cumberland and Westmorland Antiquarian and Archaeological
Society, (N.S) Vol. xIv (Kendal, 1946), pp. 134-43.

"% See Chapter 6, p. 187-90.

" A.D. Saunders, ‘Introduction to the Five Castles Excavations’, Archaeological Journal, Vol. 134
(New Barnet, 1977), p.2.
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landscape. The castle served not only a military function, but also administrative
and judicial functions. According to Higham and Barker by equating the origins of
the castle in England with feudalism, pre-Conquest fortifications cannot be
identified as castles."”

The question of pre-conquest private defence in Cumbria is, however, one that will
be addressed. Simply put no firm evidence of pre-conquest private defence has been
found for Cumbria. Higham has noted, in regards to the early medieval Northwest,
that ‘the end of the artificial, Roman, economy has deprived the archaeologist of
diagnostic, artefactual evidence on all but a small minority of sites, and has left us
dangerously dependent on documentary sources’.'® This certainly seems to be true
of Cumbria. A factor, one which the North West Region Archaeological Research
Framework has been keen to rectify, is that few investigations have taken place of
earth and timber castles. Their report noted that ‘without larger-scale and more
widespread modern excavation of earth and timber castles it will be impossible to
confirm dates of abandonment and possibly origins, or to answer speculation about
purpose and nature’."”

The tentative evidence which may indicate pre-conquest aristocratic residences is
focused around the ecclesiastical sites of early medieval Cumbria. Creighton has
noted that the ‘proliferation of churches in the pre-Conquest centuries’ is as a result
of ‘the construction of private churches by early medieval power holders™."® The
HER has identified seven churches with pre-Conquest origins or evidence of a

previous church on the site of Saxon date. These are the church of St. Cuthbert in

Kirkby Ireleth, the church of St. Lawrence in Morland, the priory of St. Mary and

" R.A. Higham & P. Barker, Timber Castles (London, 1992) p. 38-39.

' N.J. Higham, The northern counties to AD 1000 (London, 1986) p. 242-3.

7'C. Newman & R. Newman, ‘The Medieval Period Research Agenda’, North West Region
Archaeological Research Framework, February 2005.

FOH. Creighton, Castles and Landscapes (London, 2002), p. 117.
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St. Bega at St. Bees, the church of St. Andrew at Crosby Garrett, the church of St.
Cuthbert at Langwathby, St. Michael’s Church in Bothel and Threapland and St.
Kentigern’s Church and St. Mungo’s Well in Beaumont. A further twenty one
churches were identified by the HER which had pre-Conquest crosses and cross
fragments associated with the site. Of the seven antecedent churches with pre-
Conquest origins five have possible defensive earthworks or pre-Conquest
aristocratic connections. The parish of Kirkby Ireleth was in Earl Tostig’s Hougun
estate as recorded in Domesday Book. The only defended monument in the parish
is Kirkby Hall of circa 1450 A.D. No earlier physical remains have been found." In
St. Bees, Perriam and Robinson noted Cop Spur, a natural mound possibly used as a
motte. No firm dating has been assigned to the feature and its designation of motte
is questionable.”” At Crosby Garrett a chain unclassified rectilinear earthwork
enclosures has been identified. Only an initial survey of the site has been undertaken
and no firm date or purpose has yet been assigned to the site.?! Finally, in the parish
of Bothel and Threapland, a possible moated site has been identified by Perriam and
Robinson. Unfortunately, it too has no documentary or archaeological evidence to
date it or support a pre-Conquest connection with the church.**

The lack of evidence for pre-Conquest aristocratic residences of private
fortifications means that the origins of the castle in Cumbria can be reasonably
dated to the initial period of the introduction and consolidation of Norman rule to
the kingdom of England from 1066 A.D. In fact castles cannot be dated in Cumbiria,

with certainty, to before 1092 A.D. This date saw William Rufus’ ‘annexation of

¥ ys. Cowper, ‘The Homes of the Kirkbys of Kirkby Ireleth’, 7TCWAAS, OIld Series, vol. xiii
(Kendal, 1894), pp. 269-86.

" D.R. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval fortified buildings of Cumbria: an illustrated gazetteer
and research guide, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998), p. 99.

2 J. Stone, 19-Mar-1993/RCHME/AP Primary Recording Project, held Cumbria Record Office.

2 D.R. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval fortified buildings of Cumbria: an illustrated gazetteer
and research guide, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998), p. 7.
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Carlisle and its region...[and] imposed a new frontier between those subject to the
king of the English and those subject to the king of the Scots’.** That castles were
not built in 1066 A.D. can be ascribed to the fact that Cumbria, or more specifically
Cumberland (the northern half of the county) and a large portion of northem
Westmorland, fell under the influence of the Scots king at the time of the invasion.
The baronies of Allerdale, Copeland, Kendal, Furness and Westmorland do,
however, have pre-conquest origins.24 The estate centres of these pre-conquest
territories have not been ascertained. It would greatly enhance the understanding of
the land tenure and indeed castle origins in the region, if these pre-Conquest
territories were identified. Liddiard has noted that ‘there was a great deal more
continuity in centres of lordship from the pre-conquest to the post-conquest period
than has heretofore been recognized’.®

The ‘Harrying of the North® in the winter of 1069-70 A.D. affected Yorkshire,
Durham and Northumberland, but not Cumbria. A southern section of Westmorland
is included in the Domesday Book, as part of Yorkshire. This manor is called
‘Hougun” and can be identified as Haume near Dalton in Furness, which in modern
times is more associated with Lancashire.”® A second entry in the Domesday Book
notes lands belonging to the king at Kendal and those of Roger de Poitou at
Beetham.?” These entries indicate there was a Norman presence in Cumbria by 1086
A.D, but it was not until William II established his presence in the north of the

kingdom of England in 1092 A.D. that a sustained and traceable involvement in

» W.M. Aird, ‘Northern England or Southern Scotland? The Anglo-Scottish Border in the Eleventh

and Twelfth Centuries and the Problem of Perspective’, in J.C. Appleby and P. Dalton, Government,

Religion and Society in Northern England 1000-1700 (Stroud, 1997), p. 27.

2 G.W.S. Barrow, ‘The pattern of lordship and feudal settlement in Cumbria’, Medieval History, vol.

I no. 2, July 1975, p. 117.

» R. Liddiard, Castles in Context. Power, Symbolism and Landscape, 1066-1500 (Bollington, 2005),
. 24-5.

5)6 A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987), p. 18.

" A. Williams & G.H. Martin (eds), Domesday Book: A Complete Translation (London, 2002)

p.796; J. Martin, Cumberland and Westmorland Newsletter Spring 1994 (Carlisle, 1994)
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Cumbria as a whole can be noted. The castles (or the first phase of castles) of Liddel
Strength, Bewcastle, Carlisle, Castle Howe (Kendal), Brough and Appleby all date
to circa 1092-1100 A.D. In summary, they represented the Norman need to
consolidate their hold on the region. So, whilst Cumbria was introduced slightly
later than the rest of England to the castle, it took similar form (earthwork and

timber) and was the result of comparable motivation (conquest and consolidation).
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Chapter 2
Sources

In order to establish a comprehensive view of the medieval landscape in Cumbria
between circa 1066 and 1250 A.D. it is important to assess all those factors that
influenced society at that time, whether they are religious, political, economic,
cultural or social and of local, national or international importance. No attempt has
been made to name all the relevant published material here (see bibliography for full
list of consulted works); instead an overview of the key sources, both primary and
secondary, is given.

The era in question is notoriously sparse on documentary sources and Cumbria
proves to be no exception, perhaps even more so because of its turbulent history
during the Middle Ages. As a result, whilst analysis of documentary evidence is the
dominant methodology of this work, it is also necessary to consider the history of
this region from a variety of other sources. Archaeology, as a discipline, has tended
to focus on the Roman remains of Cumbria, but does provide evidence for the
medievalist. It is ably supported and enhanced, by topographical studies, in the form
of cartographic evidence, county and estate surveys and toponymic evidence. As a
whole these sources provide a comprehensive approach to medieval Cumbria. They
serve to compliment each other and to confirm or refute the evidence provided in

the written primary sources.

Primary and Documentary Sources

Primary and documentary sources can be diplomatic (legal and governmental),
ecclesiastical (both church and monastic), manorial and literary. In Cumbria the
situation is no different; however, certain factors must be borne in mind. Cumbria,

as it is-known today, fell under Scottish rather than English control for much of the



i

period in question, and it lies at the very opposite end of the country to London.
This suggests influences different to those detectable elsewhere in the country.
There were also Norwegian and Irish populations in this area in the pre-conquest
era. Place-name evidence and archaeological finds all attest to these earlier
influences and the fact that some of these names remain in use to this day, serves to
highlight the degree of impact these cultures had on the developing Cumbrian
culture.

It should also be noted that documentary sources are not necessarily contemporary,
they may be written several decades or even centuries after the events under
discussion. Whilst this does diminish the validity of the source, the dearth of
contemporary records in Cumbria for the Middle Ages makes consultation of all
sources necessary. The researcher must be wary of the information given due to the
impact of time and memory on any events recorded, but ought not to dismiss any
data regardless of the source without careful consideration. Bias is also an issue that
must considered with any form of evidence. Chronicles and surveys can be
commissioned, often imbuing a sense of gratitude to the author, and elements can be
exaggerated or underplayed to show a particular family or place in a certain light, be
that for the better or the worse. Abbeys, priories and nunneries are generally
founded by a specific individual. The cartularies and records of these establishments
can then reflect a dependence on the gifts and works of the personage in question,
and in particular a perceived notion of their virtuousness. Archaeology can also fall
prey to bias, although its inherent methodology trains its experts to consider the
evidence discovered rather than what is assumed will be found. The contextual

setting of an artefact or feature can also influence interpretation of evidence.



18

By integrating the evidence found in all of the aforementioned disciplines it is
hoped a concise and accurate understanding of the historic landscape can be more

readily established.

Governmental and Legal Sources

Under this heading fall all those reports, accounts, grants and surveys undertaken by
the crown and its offices. For the late eleventh century perhaps the greatest known
source is the Domesday Book, a survey of all the lands in England commissioned
by William the Conqueror. Cumbria did not actually feature in the Domesday Book.
Technically at the time it was being compiled and written, Cumbria was under
Scottish control. It was not until 1157 A.D. that Henry II ‘compelled Malcolm IV to
surrender Cumbria and Northumberland.' In spite of this, a number of small areas
did fall under the Yorkshire section of ‘Greater Domesday’. Areas such as
‘Whicham’, ‘Bootle’ and ‘Kirksanton’ were said to lie under the control of Earl
Tosti’s estate at ‘Hougun’. This name, however, has not survived, making it
difficult to identify the exact location of all the ‘Cumbrian Domesday’ entries. High
Haulme in Dalton near Furness, it has been suggested, is the ‘Hougun’ of
Domesday Book, although Millom has also been touted as a possible location.”
There is division on the nature of the feature at High Haulme, with the Ordnance
Survey having declared it to be a beacon site, although Cathcart King suggests it as

a possible motte. The names that appear in these sections of Domesday Book

"M.O. Anderson, ed., ‘Anglia Sacra’, 4 Scottish chronicle known as the Chronicle of Holyrood, Vol.
I (Edinburgh, 1938), p.161; P. Dalton, ‘The Governmental Integration of the Far North, 1066-1199°,
in J.C. Appleby & P. Dalton, eds., Government, Religion and Society in Northern England 1000-
1700 (Stroud, 1997), p. 17.

2 ). Martin, Cumberland and Westmorland Newsletter, Spring 1994 (Carlisle, 1994); D.J.C. King,
Castellarium Anglicanum, vol. 1 (London, 1983), p. 250; D. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval
Fortified Buildings of Cumbria, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. XXIX (Kendal, 1998), p. 386.
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pertain to medieval Cumbria, and are Earl Tosti, Thorfinnr, Ketel and Roger,
Dubhan, Earnwulf and Thorulf.?

For Cumbria there is the Testa de Nevill or as it is more commonly known the Book
of Fees, a survey of the estates held by the tenants-in-chief of the king, including a
number of entries on Cumberland and Westmorland. This source must be
considered cautiously, in that it contains a large number of errors including glosses
of a much later date, information on a particular county appearing under an
alternative county, misspellings and errors transcribed from earlier source material.
In the case of this text any information gleaned should always be corroborated by an
alternate, independent source. Of interest in this work is the first section from 1212
A.D. in the reign of King John. It is useful because it also gives the origin of land
title back to the reign of Henry I. For example, this source notes that Robert de
Vallibus held his lands on the same terms as his ancestor, Hubert de Vallibus, who
had received them from the king’s grandfather, Henry I.*

Whilst the Book of Fees is of later composition than the events it is describing,
dating towards the end of the reign of Edward I (circa 1302 A.D.), it provides an
indication of earlier ownership. It was used to settle land disputes and inheritance
claims. The original documents on which it was based fell out of common use. The
original source material included returns of fees for a number of counties including
Gloucestershire and Durham, returns of inquest, information from eyre rolls and

various enquiries undertaken privately or for the crown on manor holdings.

3 A. Williams & G.H. Martin, eds., Domesday Book: A Complete Translation (London, 2002), p.
796.

* “Robertus de Vallibus tenet terram suam de domino rege per servicium duorum militum quam Rex
Henricus, pater domini regis, dedit Huberto de Vallibus antecessori suo, per predictum servicium”, in
Liber Feodorum. The Book of Fees, commonly called Testa de Neviil, Part I, A.D. 1198-1242
(London, 1920) 1212 Cumberland entry, p.197-200.
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The Pipe Rolls of the Exchequer appear to have evolved during the first half of the
twelfth century, during the reign of Henry I, an innovative time in the development
of bureaucracy. They are a source of information on the revenue of a particular
county, compiled by the king’s representative, the sheriff. The rolls record rents,
dues and taxes, as well as fines and penalties imposed by itinerant justices. They
also provide the names of officials, landholders, debtors and sometimes criminals.
Towns, villages and castles are named as rent was owed, rights granted (at a cost) or
repairs carried out. Industrial activity can be gleaned from the accounts of mines,
mills, tanneries and other such enterprises. The data provides information about
political and military events that affected a particular county. For instance, the tower
and wall of Carlisle Castle were repaired in 1233-4 A.D. following a siege by
Alexander II of Scotland.’ Alms and the landholdings and acquisitions of
ecclesiastical institutions are also mentioned throughout the Pipe Rolls. The
Templars received a regular subscription of one mark recorded in the Pipe Roll of
1158-1159 A.D. and continuing on in the rolls after 1250 A.D.® There are a number
of years in which sections of entries on the pipe rolls are missing, such as 1237-8
A.D. or 1249-50 A.D. The sections missing in these years include the entries
regarding the alms.” The earliest surviving Pipe Roll is dated to 1130-1131 A.D.

the 31% year of the reign of Henry I and refers to the accounts of the previous year

* F.HM. Parker (ed), The Pipe Rolls of Cumberland and Westmorland 1222-1260, CWAAS Extra
Series vol. XII (Kendal, 1905), 1233 A.D., 17 Henry III, p. 45: ‘Et in reparatione cujusdem brecche
que est in turellacastri Karleoli lj. S. et vij. d. per breve Regis. Et in reparatione muri ejusdem castri
ubi minitores foderunt tempore que A. Rex Scottorum obsederat predictum castrum’ / ‘And in repair
of a certain breach in the tower of Carlisle Castle 51s. 7d. And in repair of the wall of the same
Castle, where the miners dug at the time when Alexander, King of the Scots, besieged the said
Castle’.

® The Great Roll of the Pipe, Original Series Vols. 1, 2,4-9, 11-13, 15, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 25-34, 36-
38 (London, 1884-1925) & New series Vols. 1-14, 16, 17, London, 1925-1936); F.H.M. Parker (ed),
The Pipe Rolls of Cumberland and Westmorland 1222-1260, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. XII
(Kendal, 1905)

7 F.HM. Parker (ed), The Pipe Rolls of Cumberland and Westmorland 1222-1260, CWAAS Extra
Series Vol. XII (Kendal, 1905)
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from Michaelmas to Michaelmas.® Carlisle and Westmorland appear in the Pipe
Roll for 31 Henry I, but it is not until 1177 A.D. and 1176 A.D. respectively that
Cumberland and Westmorland appear as counties in the Pipe Rolls.” Both names
had been used earlier, in the tenth century, but this was the first time they were seen
as specifically defined regions in administrative documents. Both do appear in the
pipe rolls in the intervening period between 1158 and 1176 A.D. but not as
administrative regions.

In the Pipe Roll of 1130-31 A.D. the term ‘de veteri firma de Chaerleolio’ or ‘the
ancient farm of Carlisle’ is used to indicate the lengthy possession of Carlisle by the
English kingdom, from William Rufus® conquest of the North in 1092 A.D.
Reference is also made in this earliest Pipe Roll to a wall that has been erected
around the town of Carlisle.'” ‘De veteri firma Gardini Regis de Caerleolio’ or ‘of
the old farm of the king’s garden of Carlisle’ is also mentioned in this Pipe Roll.
What this refers to is as yet unknown, but it may have been a forest for hunting."’
With regards to Westmorland, the account notes that the sheriff is rendering
accounts for ‘the new farm of Westmorland’.'? Appleby Castle is also recorded, for
customs on goods at the castle.

Other Exchequer Rolls are the Memoranda Rolls of the King’s Remembrancer or

the Lord Treasurer’s Remembrancer which began early in the reign of Henry III and

® The Pipe Roll of 31 Henry I is also ascribed by Prynne to 1117-8 A.D., the 18" year of the reign of
Henry I, by Sir Simonds d’Evres to 1140-41 A.D. the 5™ year of the reign of Stephen and finally to
1154-5 A.D. the 1* year of the reign of Henry II. See pgs. 137-8 in M.T. Clanchy, From Memory to
Written Record (Oxford, 1993) for the suspect case of the “Winchester Writ’ possibly indicating a
Royal Roll Record of circa 1100 A.D.

® The Great Roll of the Pipe for the twenty third year of the reign of King Henry I, A.D. 1176-77,
Pipe Roll Society vol. 26 (London, 1905), p. 120, 123.

' J. Wilson (ed), Pipe Roll 31 Henry I, 'In operibus Civitatis de Caerleolio videlicet in Muro circa
Civatem faciendum’ ‘For the works of the city of Carlisle, namely for making the wall round the
city’, Victoria County History. Cumberland, vol. 1 (London, 1901), p. 338.

'"'J. Wilson (ed), Pipe Roll 31 Henry I, “of the old farm of the King’s garden of Carlisle’, Victoria
County History Cumberland, vol. 1 (London, 1901), p. 338.

"2 J. Hunter (ed.), The Pipe Roll of 31 Henry I, Michaelmas 1130 Facsimile of Hunter edition of 1833
(London, 1929), ‘de Nova firma de Westmarieland’, p. 143.
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recorded day-to-day activities in the English exchequer, including accounts of
sheriffs, escheators and bailiffs. Taxation records in the form of Lay Subsidies and
Poll Taxes also exist. An early assessment of circa 1200 A.D. exists and names
Cumberland ward. A ward was the term used in Cumbria for in other counties a
hundred or wapentake, an administrative division of land."? The assessment is a lay
subsidy dated to the early years of the reign of John, either 1199-1200 A.D. or
1203-4 A.D. The vills of Ousby, Salkeld, Farmanby, Langwathby, Dalston and
Gamblesby in Cumberland are all mentioned and assessed at a rate of three shillings
per carucate (a measure of land comprising 8 bovates). This tax was levied to pay
the 20,000 marks John had agreed to pay Philip II of France under the treaty of Le
Goulet in 1200 A.D."*

The Chancery is a principal source of primary and documentary evidence for this
period. Several types of information were recorded. A commonly consulted source
is the Charter Rolls which recorded Royal Charters issued under the Great Seal as
well as those that were reissued.'® Close Rolls or a record of letters closed are also a
good source of information. They are copies of sealed letters sent to officers of the
crown under the Great Seal. Close Rolls also recorded private deeds.'® Patent Rolls
recorded copies of letters patent, or open letters. They dealt with a wide variety of
topics including grants of land, licences for widows to marry, pardons,
confirmations of charters and proclamations of newly elected officials.”’

Inquisitions post mortem recorded inquiries conducted after the death of a tenant-in-

'’ The National Archives E/179/242/77, Lay Taxation Assessment, c. 1200 A.D.

'S K. Mitchell, Taxation in Medieval England (New Haven, 1951), p. 131.

' Calendar of the Charter Rolls Preserved in the Public Record Office, covering the period 1226-
1516, 6 vols. (London, 1903-1927)

1 Calendar of the Close Rolls Edward 1. Vol. 1Il, A.D.1288-96, preserved in the Public Record
Office (London, 1904)

'" Calendar of the Patent Rolls, Edward I, A.D. 1350-54, preserved in the Public Record Office,
Vol. 9 (London, 1891-1916); Calendar of the Patent Rolls, Henry I1I, 1225-32 A.D., preserved in the
Public Record Office (London, 1903)



23

chief of the crown as to the extent of their holdings.'® Feet of Fines recorded
agreements that resolved disputes and subsequently the conveyance of land."
Liberate Rolls registered writs of payments by the Exchequer.zo Records of the
crown and government such as these can be used to elucidate a clearer picture of the
north and Cumbria. An additional type of record of interest to the researcher is the
private charter. Private charters were not necessarily recorded in chancery rolls such
as the Charter Rolls. They are often found in the cartularies of religious foundations,
as are probate documents. Probate documents, however, do not bear relevance to the
date range under consideration in this thesis. This is by no means an exhaustive list
of governmental and legal sources, but an overview of some of the most common,

the most utilised and the most freely available.

Manorial Sources

The manor was the seat of a land owner or a landed estate. The manor house was
the focus of the administration of the estate. It was the heart of community
administration and the judiciary. Manorial documents are extremely useful as they
are a record of the activities of ordinary people and the day to day relationship
between a lord and his vassals in medieval England.

English Heritage states that with the abolition of copyhold in 1922 the control of all
manorial documents passed to the office of the Master of the Rolls. In 1924
legislation provided this office with the right to make rules regarding manorial

documents. Two years later, in 1926, the Manorial Documents Rules were laid out

'8 Calendar of Inquisitions Post Mortem and other Analogous Documents preserved in the Public
Record Office, vols. 11 & V (London, 1906, 1909)

"% Calendar of Feet of Fines for Cumberland, from their commencement to the accession of Henry
VI, ed. F. H. M. Parker, TCWAAS, vol. 7 (Kendal, 1907), pp. 215-61

0 Calendar of the Liberate Rolls ... Henry III [1226-1272; appendices 1220-1267] 6 vols. (London,
1916-1964)
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and documents such as ‘court rolls (recording activities of the manorial court),
surveys (records of tenants, holdings, obligations and extents or investigations into
land holdings and value similar to Inquisitions post mortem), maps (establishing
boundaries and property holdings), terriers (a written survey of a manorial estate,
including valuation and extent of holdings) documents and books of every
description relating to the boundaries, franchises (privileges or rights granted),
wastes (uncultivated land owned by the lord of the manor often used for common
purposes including grazing) and customs or courts of a manor’ were defined as
official manorial source material.”! The Manorial Documents Register (MDR) is the
official repository of all manorial documents (as defined above). Until 1959 this
was held for the Master of the Rolls in the Public Record Office. That year the
MDR was transferred to the Historical Manuscripts Commission. This Historical
Manuscripts Commission falls under control of The National Archives. The MDR
has been partially digitized (for Wales, the Isle of Wight, Hampshire, Norfolk,
Surrey, Middlesex, the three Ridings of Yorkshire and Cumbria). The entire
register, however, is available for consultation. Not only are the records for
Cumbria available online, but researchers have the benefit of the Cumbrian
Manorial Records Project, headed by Angus Winchester and Eleanor Straughton, in
conjunction with Lancaster University, The National Archives and Cumbria
Archive Service. A website elucidating some of their findings was set up in 2006.

Records from the Percy, Lonsdale and Inglewood family estates in Cumbria have

survived, as have manorial records from the estates at Workington, Greystoke,

2! The National Archives, ‘Manorial Documents Register’, http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/mdr/,
accessed February 2007.

> A.J.L. Winchester & E. Straughton, ‘Cumbrian Manorial Records Project’;
http://www.lancs.ac.uk/fass/projects/manorialrecords/index.htm, accessed February 2007.
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Muncaster and Rydal.> They give the researcher a picture of everyday life in these

manors.

Urban Sources

Documentary information on urban settlement is relatively abundant. This stems in
the main from a need to have the rights and dues of a settlement or populace legally
recorded. The aforementioned governmental documents, in particular pipe, close
and patent rolls, record details of the interaction between town and the royal or
seigneurial authority. Taxations and murage grants are a source which can be used
by those interested in urban history to estimate the population of a town or the size
of a burgage plot. Charters provide facts on grants, dues, taxes and rights conferred
on burgesses. Criminal activity can be monitored from court rolls and even pipe
rolls where payment of amercements was often recorded. Of particular relevance to
this work are the borough charters and grants of market rights assigned to the six
urban settlements of medieval Cumbria.”* Boroughs in Cumbria are dated generally
to the twelfth and thirteenth centuries. The borough charters of Cumbria’s urban
settlements are found in the Calendar of Charter Rolls, the Inquisition post mortem
rolls and the Pipe Rolls of the Exchequer. The earliest extant Pipe Roll, that of
1130-31 A.D, makes mention of the burgesses of Carlisle who accounted for 100
shillings for the rent of the silver mine.”

Further evidence is forthcoming in ecclesiastical and literary sources. Rentals and

grants are frequently stated in the cartularies and registers of the monasteries, for

example the three attempted borough foundations of the abbey of Holm Cultram are

* A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987), p.168.

** See Chapter 7, p. 237.

** J. Hunter (ed.), The Pipe Roll of 31 Henry I, Michaelmas 1130 (Commissioners on the Public
Records of the Kingdom, 1833) (HMSO, London, 1929), p. 142.
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recorded in their Register as well as in the Charter Rolls. The city of Carlisle is
mentioned in a number of sources including the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle and the

Chronicle of Melrose. 2

Ecclesiastical Sources

The ecclesiastical sources for the church in Cumbria dating from the eleventh to the
mid thirteenth centuries give particular consideration to the church in Carlisle.
Carlisle was made a diocese in 1133 A.D. although it was very likely an earlier
ecclesiastical centre of post Roman Britain.”’ Diocesan registers, visitations and
accounts are all of relevance. The Life of St. Godric, a twelfth-century hermit who
came to Carlisle to follow his religious life, is another useful source of
information.*®

In terms of monastic sources there are quite a number to look at. There were
monastic centres across the north from which information on Cumbria can be
drawn. Symeon of Durham provided the Historia Dunelmensis Ecclesiae and the
Historia Regum (a history of the north beginning where Bede left off to the early
twelfth century).” The priory of Hexham has its Charters, Endowments and Annals

and its Liber Niger or rental book.’” Both of these monastic communities were in

* G. N. Garmonsway, (trans & ed.), The Anglo- Saxon Chronicle, version ‘E’. Entry 1092 (London,
1972), p.227; J. Stephenson (trans) Medieval Chronicles of Scotland. The Chronicles of Melrose and
Holyrood (1988) Entries for years 1138, 1149, 1158, 1173, 1216 & 1217 A.D. in the Chronicle of
Melrose, p.8, 10, 11, 18, 44-45, 52 respectively.

7 A.T. Thomas, The Early Christian Archaeology of North Britain (London, 1971), pp.11-19.

?® Reginald of Durham, "Life of St. Godric," in G. G. Coulton, (ed.) Social Life in Britain from the
Conquest to the Reformation (Cambridge, 1918); P. F. Gosling ‘Carlisle-An Archaeological Survey
of the historic Town’, P. A. G. Clack & P. F. Gosling, Archaeology in the North (1976) p.168.

& Symeon of Durham, Historia Dunelmensis Ecclesiae, ed. T. Arnold, vol. I (London, 1965); Symeon
of Durham, Historia Regum, ed. T. Arnold, vol. II (London, 1885).

% The Priory of Hexham, Vol. I: Its chroniclers, endowments, and annals, ed. J. Raine (Surtees
Society, 1864); The Priory of Hexham, Vol II: Its title deeds, black book etc, ed. J. Raine (Surtees
Society, 1865).
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Northumberland, but give the general history of the north as well as specific
information regarding their own lands, possessions, dependents and rivals.

The registries and cartularies of monasteries across the north, in particular, Hexham,
Furness, Holm Cultram, St. Bees and Wetheral are an excellent resource recording
charters, grants and endowments.>' Of course a number of these charters, grants and
endowments are outright forgeries or later claims to prove a court case or right
asserted by the monastery. The ‘Distributio Cumberlandiae et Conquestum Angliae’
in the Register of Wetheral, a similar document in the Register of St. Bees and one
in the Tower Close Rolls, were in fact late thirteenth or early fourteenth-century
legal memoranda rather than early grants by William the Conqueror.3 .

Scottish ecclesiastical sources also provide information on medieval Cumbria. It
must be remembered that until 1092 A.D. and from circa 1135 A.D. to 1157 A.D.
Cumbria was under Scottish control. During the period of David I's overlordship
Carlisle was under the control of the diocese of Glasgow, specifically Bishop
Michael and his successor John. The Chronicle of Melrose makes several mentions
of Cumberland and of Carlisle. It records a visit by the papal legate Alberic, bishop

of Ostia, to Carlisle to visit David 1in 1138 A.D.*?

' The Priory of Hexham, Vol. I: its Chroniclers, Endowments, and Annals, ed. J. Raine (Surtees
Society, 1864); The Priory of Hexham, Vol. II: Its title deeds, black book etc, ed. J. Raine (Surtees
Society, 1865); The Coucher book of Furness Abbey, eds. J.C. Atkinson, & J. Brownbill, Chetham
Society 9, 11, 14, 74, 76 & 78 (1886-1919); The Register and Records of Holm Cultram, eds. F.
Grainger & W.G. Collingwood, CWAAS Records Series Vol. 7 (Kendal, 1929): The Register of the
Priory of St. Bees, ed. J. Wilson (Surtees Society, 1915): The Register of the Priory of Wetheral, ed.
J.E. Prescott, CWAAS Record Series Vol. I (London, 1897).

32 Register of the Priory of Wetheral ed., J.E. Prescott (London, 1887) no. 245 pp. 384-88;
‘Chronicon Cumbrie’, no. 498, The Register of the Priory of St. Bees, ed., J. Wilson, vol. 126
(Surtees Society, 1915) p. 491-496; Rotuli Litterarum Clausarum in Turri Londinensi Asservati vol. |
Ab Anno MCCIV ad Annum MCCXXTV (1833), entry 459/3.

3 The Chronicle of Melrose (from 1136 to 1264) and The Chronicle of Holyrood (to 1163), trans. J.
Stephenson (reprint 1989), p. 8.
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Literary/Narrative Sources

Literary works can be characterized by their narrative style. They present political,
cultural and ecclesiastical history in an accessible format, generally a story or an
account. Often they are presented in chronological order. These chronicles and
works are often histories of England, a particular monarch or ecclesiastical
foundation, a saint or even a chronological history of the known world. Of interest
are those which mention Cumbria or somewhere in Cumbria. Most often these
references are minor, such as a visit to or meeting held at Carlisle or an attack on a
castle.*® In the main these references are brief, frequently providing no other
information other than the allusion to Cumbria. Jordan Fantosme’s Chronicle of the
War between the English and the Scots in 1173 and 1174 is an exception in that it
gives numerous references to the castles of Cumbria, in particular Carlisle, Brough
and Appleby.”” The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, the Chronicle of Florence of
Worcester, Chronica Gestis Scotorum and Henry of Huntingdon’s Historia
Anglorum are among the numerous works that record various aspects and periods of

the history of medieval England, and where specific mentions of Cumbria can be

found.*®

Secondary Sources
Secondary sources are a valuable tool in any investigation. A brief look at the types

of research carried out on medieval Cumbria will elucidate current trends in

** Jordan Fantosme’s, Chronicle of the War between the English and the Scots in 1173 and 1174,
trans. F. Michel, Surtees Society, vol. XI.(1840), pp. 108-11.

3 Jordan Fantosme’s, Chronicle of the War between the English and the Scots in 1173 and 1174,
trans. F. Michel, Surtees Society, vol. X1.(1840), pp. 108-11.

* G. N. Garmonsway (trans & ed.), The Anglo- Saxon Chronicle (London, 1972); Florence of
Worcester, A History of the King's of England (Lampeter, 1988); F.J.H. Skene (trans) & W.F. Skene
(ed), John of Fordun's Chronicle of the Scottish nation (Dyfed, 1993); Henry, Archdeacon of
Huntingdon, Historia anglorum, ed. D.E. Greenway (Oxford, 1996).



research and also the place of this thesis within those fields. In general terms
secondary sources are used by researchers firstly to familiarise themselves with the
topic under investigation, and secondly as a testing ground for previous and ongoing
theories. A secondary source is a work based on primary, original material. Pickard
noted that ‘secondary sources are used in historical research but only to complement
primary sources or to help fill in any gaps left by a dearth of primary evidence’ and
that ‘one of the most productive uses of secondary sources is as an aide to forming
your hypothesis or defining your topic’.3 7 Certainly, it can be stated that in the case
of medieval Cumbria, there is a dearth of information, but a wealth of secondary
material, largely in the form of the works of the Cumberland and Westmorland

Antiquarian and Archaeological Society.

The Castle in Cumbria

Research into the castles of Cumbria has taken three main forms: the gazetteer, the
architectural investigation and the guidebook. It is also largely confined to the
twentieth century. Earlier references to the castles were largely restricted to noting
them as features within a certain parish or township.”® Thomas Denton’s ‘A
Perambulation of Cumberland 1687-8" gives a list of castles in the region.” Magna
Britannia (Volume 4 Cumberland), compiled by the Lysons brothers in 1816, also
gives a list of castles under the heading ‘Antiquities’. In addition, this account gives

a short history of each of the thirteen castles it mentions (Egremont, Carlisle,

37 A.J. Pickard, Research Methods in Information (London, 2007), p. 147.

** See Chapter 2 p. 36-9

3% A.J.L. Winchester & M. Wane (ed), Thomas Denton: A Perambulation of Cumberland, 1687-8,
including descriptions of Westmorland, the Isle of Man and Ireland Surtees Society Vol. 207 (2003)
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Cockermouth, Bewcastle, Naworth, Kirkoswald, Millom, Rose Castle, Scaleby,
Penrith, Highhead, Dacre and Askerton).*

Two comparatively thorough works are both in the gazetteer vein of scholarship,
namely J.F. Curwen’s The Castles and Fortified Towers of Cumberland,
Westmorland and Lancashire North of the Sands, together with a brief Historical
Account of Border Warfare of 1913, and Perriam and Robinson’s self-proclaimed
updated version, The Medieval Fortified Buildings of Cumbria of 1998.*! Both were
published in the ‘Extra Series’ of the Cumberland and Westmorland Antiquarian
and Archaeological Society, itself a font of knowledge on all things Cumbrian.
Curwen gave a detailed account of the castles in the region, classifying them
according to type (for example: The Motte with Bailey, The Motte without Bailey,
The Rectangular Keep, Pele Towers Fourteenth Century and The Fortified
Churches). A brief description of the castle form was given followed by each of the
relevant castles. Every castle was given a detailed historical account, with all major
events given in chronological order and pertinent documentary references, followed
by a physical description and building history. Plans of castle layouts were given
where possible. The approach was comprehensive, to the degree that it is still in use
today.

Perriam and Robinson aimed to update Curwen’s work in 1998. The layout
followed the baronies of medieval Cumbria and took the form of a gazetteer. This
work noted over three times the number of sites that Curwen identified (Curwen had
157, Perriam & Robinson give 495). Each entry had a brief site description, a

reference to Curwen’s original entry where relevant, a list of references

““D. Lysons & S. Lysons, Magna Britannia, Vol. 4: Cumberland (1816)

*I J.F. Curwen, The Castles and Fortified Towers of Cumberland, Westmorland and Lancashire
North of the Sands, together with a brief Historical Account of Border Warfare (CWAAS Extra
Series Vol. 13) (Kendal, 1913); D.R. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval fortified buildings of
Cumbria : an illustrated gazetteer and research guide, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998)



(documentary and secondary) and an account of the site from official records such
as the Historic Environment Record (HER), National Monuments Record (NMR) or
other recent examination. Plans and photographs were also given, providing a
modern and well-rounded gazetteer of sites in Cumbria. The aim of updating
Curwen’s work was surpassed here and the gazetteer is an invaluable tool for any
student of Cumbrian history.

Other works offering gazetteer like lists of castles include Mike Salter’s The Castles
and Tower Houses of Cumbria, Robert Hugill’s Castles and Peles of Cumberland
and Westmorland, Jean Cope’s Castles in Cumbria and M. J. Jackson’s Castles of
Cumbria.* Salter wrote similar books for most of the counties of England and the
rest of the British Isles and Ireland, as well as accounts of the parish churches of the
same. His work draws on the HER entries for the county of Cumbria and provides a
brief description of each site, a plan and/or photograph. Hugill’s work, a guide to
the strongholds of this north-westerly region, notes the development of some 93
sites but fails to give any references. He attempts to merge the development of the
castle within the framework of history, however, the work is vague in places and
provides little of academic value. The final two works fall under the general heading
of guide books. Jackson’s work is a gazetteer of the county sites in alphabetical
order. He gives good references, illustrations and slightly more detail than Cope,
whose work is essentially a brief guide book for tourists.

The final form of work on the castles of Cumbria takes the form of an architectural
survey. It is perhaps unsurprising, therefore, that the book in question belongs to

Nikolaus Pevsner’s Buildings of England series. The Cumberland and Westmorland

“2M. Salter, The Castles and Tower Houses of Cumbria (Malvern, 1998); R. Hugill, Castles and
Peles of Cumberland and Westmorland : a guide to the strongholds of the Western English
borderland together with an account of their development and their place in border history
(Newcastle, 1977); J. Cope, Casties in Cumbria (Milnthorpe, 1991); M. J. Jackson, Castles of
Cumbria (Carlisle, 1990)
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edition was published in 1967 and like the rest of the series is characterized by a
general introduction to the architectural styles of the region. Buildings are assessed
on a town by town basis. Castles are not the only structures mentioned, but are
comprehensively covered under their applicable town. No plans are given, though
there are several excellent black and white photographs. A more specific work also
exists, Carlisle and Cumbria: Roman and Medieval Architecture, Art and
Archaeology by Mike McCarthy and David Weston. This is based on the British
Archaeological Association Conference held at Carlisle in 2001. Whilst the main
focus of this work is the cathedral, Carlisle Castle, Rose Castle and a number of
monastic and church sites in Cumbria are also dealt with.

These seven titles are amongst the most well known works on castles in Cumbria,
with the works by Curwen and that by Perriam and Robinson being the most
purposeful and best informed. More general works on Cumbria exist, in particular
those of the antiquarian age and the inventory style accounts that developed from
them in the early twentieth century (Victoria County History, Inventory of the
Historic Monuments).

Other discussions and examinations of castles in Cumbria do exist. In particular,
Mary Higham’s article ‘The Mottes of North Lancashire, Lonsdale and South
Cumbria’ in Volume 91 of the Transactions of the Cumberland and Westmorland
Antiquarian and Archaeological Society. This was based on her thesis The effects
of the Norman Conquest on north west England with particular reference to the
honors of Hornby and Burton-in-Lonsdale, undertaken at Lancaster University in
1992. Five additional motte sites and one possible burh site, to those named in the
HER for this region, are named in the article, three of which lie in the county of

Cumbria. All three (at Natland, Castle Park, Kendal and Round Hill, Kendal) are
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noted on the NMR as possible motte sites.” Unfortunately, the author seemingly
undermines her own credibility from the start by stating ‘it would appear to be quite
in order to discuss the earthwork castles of the North-West in tofo using the general
term ‘motte’ to describe them’ rather than distinguishing mottes from ringworks.44
Such a generalisation, particularly considering the range of earthworks built during
the Middle Ages and the differing roles, building techniques and histories assigned
to them, is remiss. To fail to distinguish differing types of earthworks is dismissive
of these classifications and the investigatory work undertaken by archaeologists and
historians. Having stated this, the entries of the HER tend to take a broad view of
earthwork castles in this manner as well and as these would have been a primary
source of material for the work of Higham, such a simplification of the topic is
reasonable. It appears this failure to distinguish between differing types of
earthworks is being slowly corrected. A current search of the HER database
identifies seven ringwork sites (four dating to the Middle Ages, three unknown in
date) in Cumbria. Clearly, in England, the differentiation between ringworks and
mottes (or motte and baileys) has yet to be wholly embraced. The NMR definition
(adopted in 1998) of a ringwork - that is was ‘a defensive bank and ditch, circular or
oval in plan, surrounding one or more buildings’ is extremely broad, with the result
that those HER and SMR offices following their terms for site classification tend
not to distinguish specifically between types of earthwork castle.*’

There are not a large number of works on the castles of Cumbria. What there are

tend to follow singular lines of enquiry, with the exception of Pevsner’s

= Pastscape, NMR searchable database, http://www.pastscape.org/default.aspx , accessed June 2003.
Natland identified as Monument No. 875606; Castle Park, Kendal identified as Monument No.
875616; Round Hill, Kendal identified as Monument No. 875615.

aal 5 31 Higham, ‘The Mottes of North Lancashire, Lonsdale and South Cumbria’, TCWAAS New
Series Vol. 91 (Kendal, 1992), p. 79.

* English Heritage Online Thesaurus, http:/thesaurus.english-heritage.org.uk/ ,accessed July 2006
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architectural account, in which the castle was simply an element in a multi-phase
examination of differing building styles. This is not to say that works on specific
sites do not occur. Guidebooks and research works on Brougham and Brough
Castles, Carlisle Castle, and Kendal Castle exist.*® Local history works on specific

sites can be found in most tourist offices and local bookshops.

Medieval History of Cumbria

Secondary works on the medieval history of Cumbria in general are not overly
common. Cumbria is covered, to varying degrees, in Kapelle’s The Norman
conquest of the North: the region and its transformation, 1000-1135 and Nick
Higham’s The northern counties to A.D. 1000.*” Both works deal primarily with the
other northern counties (Northumberland, Yorkshire and Lancashire), but Cumbria
also features. Kapelle’s work, in particular, is still an excellent basis for the political
history of the entire region. Land of the Cumbrians: a study in British provincial
origins, A.D. 400-1120 by Charles Phythian-Adams is a meticulous analysis of the
history of Cumbria.”® The author is Professor Emeritus (former Head of
Department) and University Research Fellow for Centre of Local History in the
University of Leicester, an expert on the provincial history of England. Phythian

Adams considers this work a revisionist approach to the history of Cumbria and

“ C. Platt & M. McCarthy, Carlisle Castle (London, 1992); M.R. McCarthy, H.R.T. Summerson &
R.G. Annis, Carlisle Castle: a survey and documentary history (London, 1990); J. Charlton, Carlisle
Castle (London, 1985); G.P.H. Watson & G. Bradley, Carlisle Castle: Cumbria, London, 1937); H.
Summerson, Brougham and Brough castles, Cumbria (London, 1999); J. Charlton, Brougham Castle
(Edinburgh, 1931 & 1992); H. Summerson, M. Trueman & S. Harrison ; with contributions by K.
Blood ... [et al.], Brougham Castle, Cumbria : a survey and documentary history (Kendal, 1998); C.
Howard-Davis, Kendal Castle (Kendal, 2000)

7' W E. Kapelle, The Norman conquest of the North: the region and its transformation, 1000-1135
(London, 1979); N. Higham, The northern counties to AD 1000 (London, 1986)

* C. Phythian-Adams, Land of the Cumbrians: a study in British provincial origins, A.D. 400-1120
(Aldershot, 1996)
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stresses the British origins of Cumbria.*’ He maintains that Cumbria retained much
of its unique character, in particular the ethnic influences, when it was absorbed into
the rest of the kingdom of England. Using the foundation charter of the priory of
Wetheral and Gospatric’s writ, Phythian Adams argues that there was a high degree
of continuity in the administration of Cumbria before and after 1092 A

A more specific work is Norman rule in Cumbria, 1092-1136 by Richard Sharpe, a
recent volume in the CWAAS tract series.”’ This is a published lecture he delivered
as President of the Surtees Society to the CWAAS in 2005. It is an excellent and
detailed account of the Normans in Cumbria, illustrated extensively by primary
material. A.J.L. Winchester’s Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria is one of
the most comprehensive explorations of medieval Cumbria and a touch stone for
anyone looking at the history of the county.”® England’s Landscape: The North
West by Winchester and Crosby is an account of the geology, archaeology and
history of Cumbria, Lancashire and the West Riding of Yorkshire.”® This work is

particularly rich in illustrative material (both photographic and cartographic).

Cumberland and Westmorland Antiquarian and Archaeological Society

A source of material, mentioned frequently throughout this brief look at sources for
Cumbrian history is the work produced by the Cumberland and Westmorland
Antiquarian and Archaeological Society (CWAAS). The society was founded in

1866 and its aim is ‘to promote, encourage, foster and co-ordinate the study of

* C. Phythian-Adams, Land of the Cumbrians: a study in British provincial origins, A.D. 400-1120
(Aldershot, 1996), p. xii, 21, 170.

*% C. Phythian-Adams, Land of the Cumbrians: a study in British provincial origins, A.D. 400-1120
(Aldershot, 1996), p. 177-80 & Appendices.

*' R. Sharpe, Norman Rule in Cumbria 1092-1136. A lecture delivered to the Cumberland and
Westmorland Antiquarian and Archaeological Society on 9" April 2005 at Carlisle, CWAAS Tract
Series Vol. XXI (Kendal, 2006)

2 A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987)

% A.J.L. Winchester (ed) & A.G. Crosby, England’s Landscape. The North West Vol. 8 in English
Heritage Series, England’s Landscape (London, 2006)
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archaeology, history, genealogy, customs and traditions of what is now the County
of Cumbria’.>® Annual transactions have been published every year since its
foundation, as well as a series of records, historic maps, parish registers, tracts and
research reports. Lectures, research grants and bursaries, field outings and
newsletters are also used to promote and further Cumbrian research. The body of
work produced by the society is remarkable and exhaustive. It is the first stop for
any researcher or interested party when looking at any aspect of Cumbrian history,

and one of the most respected local history societies in Britain.

Antiquarianism

Antiquarianism is the name now given to the branch of study begun in the sixteenth
century. The value of the work produced by antiquarians is much debated amongst
modern historians. Certainly there is an issue over the reliability of much of the
work. It is, however, a valuable resource when looking at landscape history. The
antiquarian approach to history generally involved a perambulation or survey of a
district, often a county, by the relevant author. Such accounts were often
topographical in nature, inspecting the antiquities remaining in the landscape.
Amongst these works are several which touch upon Cumberland and Westmorland.
There appears to have been quite an interest in this particular region during the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. John Leland, William Camden, John Denton,
Sir Daniel Fleming, Thomas Denton, Thomas Machell, William Gilpin, Joseph
Nicolson and Richard Burn, William Hutchinson and the Lysons brothers, Daniel

and Samuel, all wrote descriptions of Cumberland and/or Westmorland.”> The

** Homepage of CWAAS, ‘The Society’, http://www.cwaas.org.uk/ , accessed 2" February 2008

% John Leland, The Itinerary of John Leland in or about the years 1535-1543, L. Toulmin Smith (ed)
(London, 1906-10); William Camden, Britain, or A chorographicall description of the most
Sflourishing kingdomes, England, Scotland, and Ireland, and the ilands adjoyning, out of the depth of



emphasis amongst these works ranges from the topographical to the religious and
includes work specific to the county in question and also those of a national scale.
As noted, these men and their approach to history inspired the Victoria County
History project and the Royal Inventories, which began in the late nineteenth and
early twentieth century and continue today.*®

John Leland is an interesting character, known as the ‘father of English local
history’. A title that today is often given to Hoskins. It is somewhat ironic that
Leland’s aim was never to write a local history. His Itinerary is the result of
research conducted throughout England over a six year period 1540-6 A.D.
Leland’s introduction of the term ‘shire’ is a lasting contribution from his work to
the study of England and its landscape.57

William Camden is perhaps the most famous of the English antiquarians. His work
Britannia was written in Latin and published in 1586.%% It was a county by county
history of Britain and Ireland, inspired by the work of John Leland. He adopted a
chorographical methodology, more specifically an integrated study of the landscape,

geography, antiquity and history of England.

antiquitie beautified vvith mappes of the severall shires of England (London, 1637); John Denton,
‘History of Cumberland’ in An Accompt of the most considerable Estates and Families in the County
of Cumberland R.S. Ferguson ed., CWAAS Tract Series II (Kendal, 1887); Sir Daniel Fleming of
Rydal, Description of the county of Cumberland, Sir Daniel Fleming of Rydal, Description of the
county of Westmoreland (CWAAS Tract Series Vol. 1) Sir G. F. Duckett (ed) (London, 1882); A.J.L.
Winchester & M. Wane (ed), Thomas Denton: A Perambulation of Cumberland, 1687-8, including
descriptions of Westmorland, the Isle of Man and Ireland Surtees Society Vol. 207 (2003); Thomas
Machell, Antiquary on Horseback. The First Publication of The Collections of the Rev. Thomas
Machell Chaplain to King Charles 11 Towards a History of the Barony of Kendal, .M. Ewbank
(transcribed & ed) CWAAS Extra Series 19 ( 1963); William Gilpin, Observations, relative chiefly
to picturesque beauty, made in the year 1772 on several parts of England; particularly the
mountains, and lakes of Cumberland, and Westmoreland, 3" Edition (London, 1792); J. Nicolson &
R. Burn, The History and Antiquities of the Counties of Westmorland and Cumberland, 2vols (1777);
W. Hutchinson, The History of the County of Cumberland 2 vols (Reprint, 1974); D. & S. Lysons,
Magna Britannia, Vol. 4: Cumberland (1816)

*% See Chapter 2 p. 39

*7 John Leland, The Itinerary of John Leland in or about the years 1535-1543, L. Toulmin Smith ed.
(London, 1906-10)

*¥ William Camden, Britain, or A chorographicall description of the most flourishing kingdomes,
England, Scotland, and Ireland, and the ilands adjoyning, out of the depth of antiquitie beautified
vvith mappes of the severall shires of England (London, 1637)
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John and then Thomas Denton dealt more specifically with Cumberland. They were
distantly related, and their work was plundered greatly in later years by other
writers, who often confused the two or attributed the work to only one of them. John
Denton’s manuscripts were extensive and were based on the misleading Chronicon
Cumbrie, whose errors he perpetuated. Thomas Denton produced A Perambulation
of Cumberland 1687-8, a work that was commissioned by and for Sir John
Lowther.”® Whilst this work is essentially a parochial history of the county it is
introduced by lists of parishes, townships, forests, rivers, religious houses and even
castles. This work has lately been reproduced and edited by Angus Winchester in
2003. A similar project is underway with regards to the work of John Denton, in
particular a necessary examination of the information he gives against reliable
sources. His ‘Accompt’ is considered the first attempt at a county history of
Cumberland. Two accounts of even earlier perambulatory surveys in the region, at
Inglewood Forest in 1219 and 1300 A.D. are also known gf

William Hutchinson published a History of Cumberland, in two volumes in 1794,
whilst twenty-two years later in 1816 the Lysons published volume four of their
Magna Britannia series, on Cumberland.®’ Work on Westmorland appears by
Nicolson and Burn in their 1777 two volume history of Cumberland and

Westmorland.®® They drew heavily on the unpublished research of Thomas Machell,

> John Denton, History of Cumberland in An Accompt of the most considerable Estates and
Families in the County of Cumberland, R.S. Ferguson, (CWAAS Tract Series I1), (Kendal, 1887);
A.J.L. Winchester & M. Wane (ed), Thomas Denton: A Perambulation of Cumberland, 1687-8,
including descriptions of Westmorland, the Isle of Man and Ireland Surtees Society Vol. 207
(2003); ‘Chronicon Cumbrie’, no. 498, J. Wilson (ed), The Register of the Priory of St. Bees, Surtees
Society vol. 126 (Durham, 1915) p. 491-496.

“P.A.G. Clack & P.F. Gosling, ‘The Later Medieval Period’, Archaeology in the North (Northern
Archaeological Survey, 1976), in particular p.55; F.H.M. Parker, ‘Inglewood Forest’, TCWAAS New
Series Vol. 5 (1905) pp.34-51.

' W. Hutchinson, The History of the County of Cumberland 2 vols (Reprint, 1974); D. & S. Lysons,
Magna Britannia Vol. 4: Cumberland (1816)

62 J. Nicolson & R. Burn, The History and Antiquities of the Counties of Westmorland and
Cumberland 2 vols (1777)
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whose six volumes of work were deemed imperfect by William Nicolson,
archdeacon of Carlisle, to whom they were entrusted in 1698 on the author’s
death.®® Nicolson bound the research and placed them in the Chapter Library at
Carlisle. As a resource they were pillaged greatly by later writers.

Research into these Cumbrian antiquarians and their source material has lately
drawn attention to the commonality of their primary material and the extent to
which they drew on each other and perpetuated inaccuracies. This cannot, however,
diminish the value of their contribution to history. As long as modern historians do
not propagate the mistakes of earlier work and assess them for what they are worth,

works of antiquarianism can have a meaningful involvement in current scholarship.

Victoria County History & Royal Commission on Historical Monuments,
England

The Victoria County History (VCH) and the Royal Commission on Historical
Monuments, England (RCHME) Inventory series were developed in light of the
antiquarian works which preceded them. The VCH was a project undertaken in
honour of Queen Victoria. It was intended to be a comprehensive account of the
histories of all the counties in England. The first volume was published in 1901. The
project is still underway today, with many of the original volumes being re-assessed
and new volumes published either to replace or to continue the earlier work. There
are two volumes on Cumberland, none on Westmorland and eight on Lancashire, in
which part of Cumbria (the so-called Lancashire North of Sands) is considered. The

content of the volumes is varied and the quality of the work is mixed, due mainly to

% Thomas Machell, Antiquary on Horseback. The First Publication of The Collections of the Rev.
Thomas Machell Chaplain to King Charles 1I Towards a History of the Barony of Kendal, J.M.
Ewbank (transcribed & ed) CWAAS Extra Series 19 (1963), Machell MSS, held by the Library of
the Dean and Chapter of Carlisle Cathedral
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responsibility for the original volumes being given to the relevant county with little
central organisation on format or content. R.S. Ferguson, as editor of the
Cumberland volumes, had planned to publish four tomes. His death before any
volume was published saw Canon James Wilson take over as editor. Wilson decided
to publish only two volumes in 1901 and 1905 respectively. There is not a great deal
of medieval history in the two volumes. The first dealt mainly with the ecology and
pre-historic periods, while the second was essentially an ecclesiastical description of
the county and strangely an account of sport and forestry. Of interest, however, are
entries from Domesday Book, Testa de Nevill and selected Pipe Rolls, dealing with
Cumberland. The Testa de Nevill and the Pipe Roll entries which refer to
Cumberland appear translated into English. There is also a lengthy entry on the
political history of the county.®!

Since 1999 the RCHME has been part of English Heritage. It began as the official
organization for the recording of English Historical Monuments. It was an
illustrated inventory of the historic sites of England, on a county by county basis.
Each volume, of which one is devoted to Westmorland, consists of a parish by
parish account, in alphabetical order. Each has a common content, namely pre-
historic monuments and earthworks, Roman monuments and Roman
earthworks, English ecclesiastical monuments, English secular monuments and
Unclassified monuments. All sites are accompanied by photographs, plans and
heraldic information where possible.” The work of the commission can now be

viewed online as the National Monuments Record (N MR).66

 J. Wilson (ed), Victoria County History: Cumberland 2 vols (London, 1901, 1905)

% Royal Commission on Historical Monuments England, An Inventory of the Historical Monuments
in Westmorland (London, 1936)

% NMR Online, http://www.pastscape.org/, accessed October 2002.
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Archaeological Sources

Excavation

There has been a general neglect of the archaeology of medieval Cumbria in favour
of the Roman. There can be no doubt there is a large quantity of Roman material in
Cumbria. Excellent reports into Carlisle and Maryport have been published.”” A
number of these excavations also uncovered valuable archaeology on medieval
Cumbria, in particular with regards to Carlisle.®® In 1981-2 an excavation in the
Lanes in Carlisle resulted in much new information on the structure of medieval
Carlisle being uncovered.®”’ Further excavations to elucidate more of the history of
medieval Carlisle were carried out by the Carlisle Archaeological Unit between
1991 and 2001. These include excavations at Castle Green and Castle Way under
the Gateway City Millennium Project. These revealed features associated with both
Roman forts and the medieval city defences.”’ Excavations have also been
undertaken at a number of the important monastic sites in Cumbria, including
Furness Abbey, Cartmel and Lanercost.”' Archaeological surveys or small

excavations have been undertaken of early medieval and medieval features at

% M.R. McCarthy with contributions by M.M. Archibald...[et al.], 4 Roman, Anglian and medieval
site at Blackfriars Street, Carlisle : excavations 1977-9, CWAAS Research Series No. 4 (Stroud,
1990); M.R. McCarthy, The Roman waterlogged remains and later features at Castle Street, Carlisle
: excavations 1981-2 (Carlisle, 1991); M.R. McCarthy, The structural sequence and environmental
remains from Castle Street, Carlisle : excavations 1981-2 (Carlisle, 1991); T. G. Padley & S.
Winterbottom, The wooden, leather and bone objects from Castle Street, Carlisle : excavations
1981-2 (1991); M.R. McCarthy with contributions by E.P. Allison ... [et al.], Roman and medieval
Carlisle: the southern Lanes : excavations 1981-2 (Carlisle, 2000); M.G. Jarrett, Maryport, Cumbria
: a Roman fort and its garrison (Kendal, 1976)

% P. A.G. Clack & P. F. Gosling, Archaeology in the North (1976)

% M. R. Mc Carthy, Carlisle Archaeology Ltd & Dept. of Archaeological Sciences, University of
Bradford, Roman and Medieval Carlisle: The Southern Lanes, Research Report 1 (Kendal, 2000)
70J. Zant & F. Griecco, ‘Recent work in Carlisle’, Current Archaeology, Vol. 164, pp. 306-9;
‘Carlisle’, Current Archaeology, Vol.183, pp. 133-7; M. McCarthy, M. Bishop & T. Richardson,
‘Roman armour and metalworking at Carlisle, Cumbria, England’, Antiquity , Vol. 75 No. 289, pp.
507-8 (2001); M. McCarthy, Roman Carlisle and the Lands of the Solway (2002)

7 J.C. Dickinson, ‘Furness Abbey — An archaeological Reconsideration’, TCWAAS, New Series Vol.
67 (1967), pp. 51-80; C. Wild & C. Howard-Davis, ‘Excavations at Priory Gardens, Cartmel’,
TCWAAS, 3 Series Vol. 100 (2000) pp. 161-180; A.M. Whitworth, ‘Lanercost Priory Excavations
in 1994°, TCWAAS, New Series Vol. 98 (1998), pp. 133-43.
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Caldbeck, Farlam, Ravenstonedale, Kirkby Thore and Church Brough.72
Excavations and/or archaeological surveys have also occurred at the castles of
Egremont, Brougham, Carlisle, Brough, Aldingham, and Aikton.” The Historic
Environment Record (HER) for Cumbria and that for the Lake District record desk
based assessments or visual assessments for nearly every site in their respective
databases. In spite of this seemingly endless list of archaeological investigations
into medieval Cumbria, the interpretation of the medieval landscape based on these
inspections is not fully formed. Broad investigations like the Arthuret Project,
undertaken by Carlisle Archaeological Unit in 1992 (a detailed survey of the
parishes of Arthuret and Kirkandrews) or the Hadrian’s Wall WHS Mapping Project
(part of English Heritage’s National Mapping Programme, 2002-2008 and designed
to interpret all archaeological features visible on air photographs), go some way to

look at the landscape at a larger level.”

Surveys (CWAAS)
The transactions published by the Cumberland and Westmorland Antiquarian and
Archaeological Society include numerable accounts of surveys and observations

made over the last hundred and twenty years. These accounts form an impressive

72 Church Brough: M.J. Jones, Department of the Environment. Archaeological Excavations, 1972
(1972), p. 107-8; V. E. Turner, ‘Results of Survey Work Carried out in the Caldbeck Fells,
Cumbria’, TCWAAS, New Series Vol. 87 (1987), pp. 18-25; I. Caruana, ‘Excavations on the
medieval Church of St. Thomas, Farlam’, TCWAAS, New Series Vol. 92 (1992), pp. 123-134; N.J.
Higham, ‘An early medieval site at Coldbeck Ravenstonedale’, TCWAAS, New Series Vol. 76
(1976), p.214; P. Turnball & D. Walsh, ‘Monastic remains at Ravenstonedale’, TCWAAS, New
Series Vol. 92 (1992), pp. 67-76; D. Charlesworth, ‘Recent Work at Kirkby Thore’, TCWAAS, New
Series Vol. 64 (1964) pp. 63-74; P. Gibbons, ‘Excavations and Observations at Kirkby Thore’,
TCWAAS, New Series Vol. 89 (1989), pp. 93-130.

7 P_ Turnbull & D. Walsh, ‘Recent Work at Egremont Castle’, TCWAAS New Series Vol. 94 (1994)
pp. 77-89; J. Zant, ‘An excavation at Brougham castle’, TCWAAS 3" Series Vol. 1 (2001), pp.31-7;
D. M Wilson & D. G. Hurst, ‘Note on the excavation at Moat Hill, Aldingham, Cumbria’, Medieval
Archaeology, Journal of; vol. 13 (1969) p. 258; K. Blood, /8 Dec 1996, RCHME: Brough Castle
Survey; J. Bennett, A. Herne & A. Whitworth, ‘The Castles, Downhall, Aikton’, TCWAAS, New
Series Vol. 87 (1987) pp. 67-82.

™ English Heritage, ‘Hadrian’s Wall NMP’, http://www.englishheritage.org.uk/server/show/nav-
1162, accessed October 2004.
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tradition of local history and a resource for historical investigation. Their
contributors range from professional archaeologists and historians to amateurs.
Among the research recorded is Mary Higham’s survey of the mottes in ‘The
Mottes of North Lancashire, Lonsdale and South Cumbria’, based on her PhD
thesis: ‘Archaeological Survey of Crosby Ravensworth Fell: Occupational
Evidence’ by Cherry, ‘Field survey of Maulds Meaburn, Westmorland’ by Brian K.
Roberts and countless more on pre-historic, Roman, medieval and post medieval
settlement, history, place-names and artefacts.”” A glance at the content list of any
volume will aptly illustrate the range of surveys and observations made by members
of the society. It also contains written reports of official surveys carried out by the

majority of the county archaeologists and university archaeology companies.

Online Data & Database Sources

Sources of archaeological information that were investigated include the Historical
Environment Record (HER) formerly known as the Sites and Monuments Record
(SMR), the National Monuments Record (Monarch), the Medieval Settlement
Research Group (MSRG) archive and the Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAM) of
the Department of Culture, Media and Sport.

Online resources are increasingly common. The digitisation of materials is now a
frequent occurrence. Certainly where possible the original should always be
consulted (at least initially), but, as researchers the preservation of a document for
future users should be as important to us as to archive personnel. Resources such as

ECCO (Eighteenth Century Collection Online) and the British Library’s ESTC

PMC Higham ‘The Mottes of North Lancashire, Lonsdale and South Cumbria’, TCWAAS New
Series Vol. 91 (Kendal, 1992) p. 79-90; J. Cherry, P. J. Cherry, & C. A. Ellwood ‘Archaeological
Survey of Crosby Ravensworth Fell: Occupational Evidence’, TCWAAS New Series Vol. 84 (1984)
pp. 18-30; B. K. Roberts, ‘Field survey of Maulds Meaburn, Westmorland’, TCWAAS New Series
Vol. 96 (1996) pp. 45-50.
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(English Short Title Catalogue) now provide access to thousands of works,
generally English language works and the majority published in the British Isles.
The benefits of such online resources must be acknowledged. They allow materials
to be accessed by multiple users, from nearly any location and in the main for as
long as is necessary. There are many issues with digitisation. Its limitations and its
impact on research and society have yet to be resolved. But, as a resource, they are

currently both effective and practical.”®

The HER for Cumbria records all monuments within the boundaries of the county
of Cumbria but excludes those in the Lake District and Yorkshire Dales national
parks (although in practice the majority of Lake District HER sites also appear on
the Cumbria HER). It is a digital record of over 20,000 sites of historic and
archaeological importance, giving a description of the site and relevant documentary
sources. Each entry contains as up to date as possible a record of all archaeological
work, surveys and building operations at the location. Cartographic links are also
available for most sites. There is a paper record of the HER, the original record,
which can, on request be consulted, however, the digitisation of these records into
the HER database is complete, and no new or different information is forthcoming
from the hardcopy files). The Lake District National Park Archaeology Service
(LDNPA) is the official repository of the HER digital record for the Lake District. It
contains some 6,500 entries on all aspects of the historic environment of the Lake
District. Relevant archaeological reports and cartographic links are available where
possible. The LDNPA is searchable online as part of the Archaeology Data Service.

Both the HER and LDNPA databases are well maintained and updated relatively

76'S. Ross, ‘Changing trains at Wigan: digital preservation and the future of scholarship’, NPO
Preservation Guidance, Occasional Papers (2000)
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often. The HER for Cumbria is available online in a limited and simplified form,
searchable by site name, type, form, period and status. The results can be shown in
map form, are listed with general information and a small number are available in
full.”’ It should be noted that both the HER and LDNPA were consulted primarily
on site, in Kendal County Council and the Lake District National Park Authority,
also in Kendal. Both were consulted annually, and additional searches were done,

where possible online.

The National Monuments Record (NMR) is the public archive for English Heritage.
It contains over ten million items of relevance to the historic environment of
England. Among its content are aerial photographs, plans, archaeological reports
and architectural information. The NMR is a valuable tool, and the first stop in an
inquiry into historic sites in England, however, the content must be evaluated in
light of the local record office (known as the Sites and Monuments Record or the
Historic Environment Record) for each county, which would be much more aware
of local discoveries and ongoing work.

There are numerous online databases available for public and academic inquiry on
the English Heritage website, including Pastscape (the online inventory of historic
monuments in England, the NMR), Images of England (photographs relating to the
historic monuments and buildings), the Manorial Documents Register (a register of
manorial documents, classified by nature and location) and a link to the National
Archives database (repository of the documentary and topographic sources for

England).

7 Cumbria County Council, ‘Historic Environment Record Online’,
http://www.cumbria.gov.uk/planning-environment/countryside/historicenvironment/HERonline.asp,
accessed Sept. 2007; Archaeology Data Service-Archsearch, ‘LDNPA’, http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/-
catalogue/search/boolean.cfm, accessed January 2008.
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The Medieval Settlement Research Group (MSRG) was founded in 1986 on the
amalgamation of the Medieval Village Research Group (MVRG) and the Moated
Sites Research Group. They are concerned with investigating medieval settlement
through archaeology, history and a variety of other disciplines. They are the main
organisation for those interested in this topic. The group has an extensive archive of
their work into medieval settlement, which is on permanent loan to the NMR and
can be readily accessed. A list of deserted medieval villages in Cumbria was
compiled in 1968 and 1974 (10 and 120 respectively) by the Medieval Village

Research Group (MVRG), now the Medieval Settlement Research Group (MSRG).

The Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAM) of the Department of Culture, Media
and Sport is a list of those monuments deemed nationally important and thus
provided with protection by the English government. Any changes to these sites
must be given permission by the relevant authority. There are over 200

classifications of monument under the Schedule.

Topographical Sources

Cartography

Maps are a valuable resource which can provide a wealth of information for the
researcher. Delano-Smith and Kain call them ‘children of their time’.”® They are
drawn up in response to a particular social, economic or political situation. Their
content is subjective, reliant on the needs of their patron, cartographer or even the
user. Nautical maps, estate maps, national boundary maps or maps of urban centres,

represent merely the tip of cartographic work available to the research today.

78 C. Delano-Smith & R.J.P. Kain, English Maps: A History, The British Library Studies in Map
History Vol. II (London, 1999) p. 1.
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For the purposes of this work maps are used as an historical source. They will be
used to identify castle locations, nearby sites and relative distances between
features. The main type of map that will be used is the Ordnance Survey map. In
general surviving maps of estates and towns in Cumbria are not contemporary with
the castles under investigation here. Where appropriate these cartographic resources

will be used to illustrate points stressed in the text.

Cumberland, Westmorland and Lancashire were covered by the Ordnance survey
Old Series One Inch maps. They were in the later group of one inch maps published
which had surveys done at the six inch scale rather than two or three inches to the
mile.” This group of maps were published between 1847 and 1874. Eight sheets
cover the area of modern day Cumbria (Sheets 91, 97, 98, 99, 101, 102, 106 and
107). As a result of the increase in scale for the surveys of northern England and the
Isle of Man they are much more accurate than the previous ninety sheets which
cover the rest of England (published between 1805 and 1842).%" Seven more
editions, the ‘New series’ appeared from 1841 to 1973, when a change was made to
the metric system.81

Of more interest are the six and twenty-five inch maps of Cumberland,
Westmorland and Lancashire. Lancashire and Yorkshire were the first six inch maps
to be published, between 1841 and 1854 and were in fact developed from the six
inch system used to map Ireland (1825-42).** By 1863 Cumberland and
Westmorland were among the first four counties covered in the twenty-five inch to

the mile scale. Three editions were published. The first editions of Cumberland and

Westmorland were published as parish maps, whilst the Lancashire was originally

" B.P. Hindle, Maps for Local History (London, 1988) p.124.
%0 B.P. Hindle, Maps for Local History (London, 1988) p.124.
8! B.P. Hindle, Maps for Local History (London, 1988) p.127.
82 B.P. Hindle, Maps for Local History (London, 1988) p.128.
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surveyed and published in the six inch scale. The second edition saw all three
covered but the third edition saw only Westmorland fully completed with the other
two counties only partially revised.*> Of particular interest in the twenty-five inch
maps are the ecclesiastical and civil boundaries which are clearly marked.

Ordnance survey maps, thus, provide a valuable resource of information. Whilst
they are portraying a nineteenth- or twentieth-century landscape the provision of
boundary lines, the identification of archaeological sites and ancient monuments
and the depiction of natural features make them a useful tool in interpreting the
landscape.

Other cartographic resources are the manorial or estate records generally held in the
HER, which include tithe maps, enclosure maps and estate maps, as well as
miscellaneous historical maps, undertaken for a variety of reasons (legal disputes,
inquisitions post mortem). These generally date to the sixteenth or seventeenth
century and in particular to the eighteenth century. They are of limited value to this
work, and therefore will not be used as regularly as the aforementioned OS maps.
Tithe maps date from the early to the mid nineteenth century. They identify
boundaries, geographic features and the location of buildings. A tithe map was used
in conjunction with a tithe survey which identified the owner and/or tenant of each
tithe area and used to collect the tithes (approximately one tenth of agricultural
production). The importance of tithe maps lies in the fact that they map an England
that is pre-industrial revolution.

Enclosure maps, likewise, date to a later period. Technically, enclosure maps could
date from the Statute of Merton in 1235 A.D. (which granted Lords of the manor the

right to enclose common land). In practice, however, they generally refer to maps of

% B.P. Hindle, Maps for Local History (London, 1988) p.130.



49

the parliamentary enclosure process between the mid eighteenth and the mid
nineteenth century.84 Enclosure is the process whereby open field farming (arable)
was ended, the land fenced in (enclosed) and deeds drawn up for private ownership.
Estate maps date from the sixteenth century. They are usually quite detailed, often
colourful and were commissioned by the landowner. They recorded all features of
the estate, woods, buildings and boundaries etc.

Some other interesting cartographic sources are the early manuscript maps. These
are also of little direct relevance to this work, however, centres of importance
(ecclesiastical, urban) are often noted. An interesting source is the ‘Gough Map’ of
circa 1360 A.D. It may have been requisitioned by the government. It is the earliest
extant road map of Great Britain. Amongst the names mentioned on the Cumbrian
section of the map are Egremont, Appleby, Pendragon, Carlisle, Holm Cultram
(Holme Cultram), Shap, Brough (Bur) and Naworth.* The Gough Map is well
illustrated, with symbols for castles, churches, towns, lakes, woods and even
Hadrian’s Wall. The names of the features are also written beside them.

Other early maps, on which Cumberland and or Westmorland were represented, are
Christopher Saxton’s completed cartographic survey of the whole of England and
Wales from 1578 A.D. He recorded -castles throughout Cumberland and
Westmorland, including Appleby, Brough, Pendragon, Brougham, Bewcastle,

Scaleby, Corby and Naworth. There is also John Ogilby’s Britannia Atlas of 1675

8 C. Delano-Smith & R.J.P. Kain, English Maps: A History, The British Library Studies in Map
History Vol. II (London, 1999) pp. 124-5

% N. Millea, The Gough map: the earliest road map of Great Britain? (Oxford, 2007); E.J.S.
Parsons, The map of Great Britain circa A.D. 1360, known as the Gough map : an introduction to the
facsimile (Oxford, 1996)
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A.D. There were one hundred plates in his collection and four of them (38, 62, 86,

96) contained routes in Cumberland and Westmorland.

Urban Topographical Analysis

When looking at urban castles and castle boroughs it is beneficial to investigate the
topography of the castle site in relation to the settlement. This will be achieved by
looking at the site layout and the physical interaction of medieval features, in
particular the castle, church and market place. Also of interest is the layout of a
town, particularly if it was a planted town. The street plan can be a source of vital
information in such cases. Where possible a suitable topographic map will be used
to illustrate the text. Aston and Bond, and Platt identify town plans commonly used
in England.87 Palliser and Barley look at the plan types across England with an
emphasis on the medieval town, of relevance to this work.*®

Studies undertaken in Cumbria, of Cockermouth, Appleby and Carlisle, have
reconstructed excellent town plans which will illustrate this issue in Chapter Seven.

Linear, grid, composite and castle-gate forms will be looked at in particular.

Other Sources
Place-name evidence or toponymy is of extreme importance in this area. Obvious
Scandinavian influences can be seen in the plethora of town names ending in ‘-by’

or ‘-thwaite’. Other influences can be ascertained through a study of these place-

% Geography Department, University of Portsmouth, Online projects, ‘Guide to the Lakes’,
http://www.geog.port.ac.uk/webmap/thelakes/html/lakemenu.htm , accessed January 2008

%7 C. Platt, The English Medieval Town (1976); M. Aston & J. Bond, The Landscape of Towns
(1976)

¥ M. W. Barley & D. M. Palliser, The Plans and Topography of Medieval Towns in England and
Wales (1976)
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names.® The influences of Scottish, English, Viking and Irish settlers on the place-
names of Cumbria can indicate the degree of impact they had on an area. The place-
names can also indicate the type of work carried out by the settlers or the type
settlement they founded. In some cases the place-name merely reflected the nature
of the area. Place-name evidence will be looked at for individual castle sites,
settlements and associated features, as well as for the territorial divisions and
natural features of the county as a whole. An invaluable resource in this quest is the
work undertaken by the Place-Name Society, nor just in Cumbria but across
England. Three volumes were published on Cumberland (1950-52) and two for
Westmorland (1967). The English Place-Name Society is currently associated with
the Institute for Name Studies in the University of Nottingham. They provide an
online Key fo English Place Names database. It draws on the published work of the
society as well as subsequent research.”’ The Place Names of Cumbria by Joan Lee
was published in 1998 for the Cumbria Heritage Society. It takes the form of a
dictionary, and whilst not as detailed as the English Place-Name Society is a

competent addition to the genre.

As can be seen from this chapter, many sources of information exist for the history
of Cumbria. The variety of sources consulted for this thesis is intended to provide
comprehensive answers in looking at the medieval castle landscape. As a whole
these sources will be integrated. Most will enable layers of landscape history to be
constructed and others will merely fill a gap where evidence is meagre. More

specific references and discussions of relative sources, in particular the primary,

% G. Fellows-Jensen, Scandinavian Settlement Names in the North-West (Copenhagen, 1985)
% Institute of Name Studies, University of Nottingham, ‘A Key to English Place Names’,
http://www.nottingham.ac.uk/english/ins/kepn/ , accessed October 2007




52

documentary and cartographic ones, can be seen in the seven subsequent chapters,

and gazetteer.
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Chapter 3
The Regional Landscape

Cumbria as a distinctive region has held its current form since 1974 when England
underwent a county reorganization (after the Local Government Act of 1972). The
modern county is made up of Cumberland, Westmorland, Sedbergh Rural District
(part of the West Riding of Yorkshire) and Lancashire north of Sands (the Furness
peninsula and region around Cartmel, geographically more a part of Cumbria than
Lancashire) (Figure 3.1 & 3.2). This thesis looks at the social and geographical
landscape of the medieval castle within the physical boundary of this modern
construct.

This definition of Cumbria is perhaps the simplest and clearest. But for those living
here or administering the region in medieval times, this was not the county known
to them. It is these ‘definitions’ or characterizations of what Cumbria was that will
be discussed in this chapter. The aim is to specify the framework in which the
castles and their landscapes existed during the period 1066-1250 A.D. In so doing
the central influences on the medieval Cumbrian landscape will be elucidated and
thus the castles may be placed within a more exact context, one more relevant to
them than that which modern bureaucracy has created.

Having stressed the importance of the medieval landscape, modern boundaries and
divisions have been used in defining the region under discussion, as they provide
clear limits on the area for investigation.'" Medieval boundaries place the same
limits but cannot be relied upon to be consistent or known to their full extent. Where
possible both the modern and medieval designations will be clearly stated, placing
the castle site or relevant feature within identifiable landscapes. Modern grid

references are also cited for every feature in the gazetteer.

" This can be noted in the use of the term Cumbria, signifying the post 1974 county.
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Figure 3.1 Map of the Counties of
Britain pre 1974. Courtesy of the
Association of British Counties,
http://www.abcounties.co.uk/cou

nties/map.htm

Figure 3.2 Map of the counties of
England post 1974. Courtesy of the
Association of British Counties,

http://www.abccunties.co.uk/counti
es/map.htm
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Geologically and topographically Cumbria is also distinct from its neighbours, and
the other counties of England. This difference is important in establishing the
position of Cumbria in medieval England. It was in the remote north, had a harsh
climate and a landscape which was very different to the south. This internal
geography, of high mountains, valleys and lakelands also affected the settlement
pattern, the road routes and the building materials used in Cumbria. Defining it by
these physical delimiters will, therefore, place the castle within the living landscape
of the medieval region.

The topography of Cumbria creates a natural border that defines it from surrounding
counties and clearly identifies the Cumbrian sphere of influence. The northern
boundary of the county also delineates a section of the English/Scottish border. The
emergence of this demarcation is an integral part of Cumbrian history and one that
helps to explain the nature of the region both in the Middle Ages and thereafter. The
politics of the north, and those between England and Scotland, determined both the
northern border of Cumbria and the notion of Cumbria itself. Medieval Cumbria
like all English counties had internal administrative divisions, feudal partitions and
topographical boundaries. Physical barriers such as the sea and mountains often
demarcated those artificial districts (wards, hundreds, wapentakes, counties,
baronies and numerous other apportionments). Cumbria itself also incorporated the
Lake District which was topographically unique as well as distinct in terms of its
geology, settlement history and political history.

In ecclesiastical terms, diocese, parish and deanery divided Cumbria and allowed
for another mode of control, from the church, within its confines. In 1133 A.D.
Carlisle was made a diocese. Rural deaneries and parishes are first recorded in

Cumbria from the late thirteenth century. The ecclesiastical structure of medieval
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Cumbria is of particular interest when looking at Dickinson’s suggestion that the
Normans used the inherent stability of the diocesan system to further their own
control of Cumbria during this period.2 Le Maho also suggested a link between the
development of castles and that of churches. His theory, tested in Normandy, is an
intriguing one, and can also be tested within the bounds of the ecclesiastical
landscape of medieval Cumbria.® Monastic communities also played an important
role in the life of medieval Cumbria. Most of the large landowners established
priories or abbeys (at, for example, Wetheral, St. Bees and Furness) and endowed
them with land and rights. The wool trade of the Middle Ages thrived in centres
such as Furness.

The people of Cumbria were also a distinctive group. This can be assessed
linguistically and culturally, as the impact of contributions made by the diverse
population (Viking, Irish and Scots) of Cumbria, before and during the Middle
Ages, was enduring. Toponymy, the study of place-names, is a major source of
information which can elucidate further the impact of particular ethnic groups on
specific regions. By defining what constituted Cumbria under these headings and
noting those events in its political history that impacted upon what Cumbria was, it

is hoped to illuminate the distinctive nature of the region and its various landscapes.

Geographic Boundaries
Winchester has noted that Cumbria is ‘one of the most natural regional subdivisions

of England’.* Certainly, in physical terms, the very nature of the topography of

2 J. C. Dickinson, ‘The Origins of the Cathedral of Carlisle’, TCWAAS, New Series Vol.45 (Kendal,
1946), pp. 134-43.

3 J. Le Maho, ‘L’apparition des seigneuries chatelaines dans le Grand Caux a I’epoque deucale’,
Archeologie Medievale, 6 (1976), pp.5-217; Both these theories will be discussed in more depth in
Chapter 6 pp. 184-7.

* A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987), p. 7.
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Cumbria separated the terrain. The county itself is nearly cut off from the rest of
England by the sea to the north (Solway Firth) and the south (Morecambe Bay) and
the Pennines to the east. Nearly the entire centre of Cumbria, the Lake District, is
mountainous, juxtaposed to the surrounding low lying lands and bounded by the
Pennines to the east of the county (Figure 3.3). This topography makes the borders
of Cumbria seem almost natural. It is a very different environment to the rest of
England. Pastoral farming far outstripped arable in Cumbria, necessitated primarily
by the topography. This is not to say that there was no arable farming in Cumbria in
the Middle Ages, but as Miller has noted, ‘farming in medieval Cumbria was typical
of that of the North as a whole: arable cultivation was of only limited importance.’
A factor such as the impact of warfare on arable farming may have affected some
areas, those on the routes into Yorkshire perhaps, but no conclusive evidence has
been found to support such a theory in the case of medieval Cumbria. Topography,
according to Glasscock, was one of the main factors in making Cumbria the poorest
region of England by the fourteenth century. He based this assessment on the Lay
Subsidies of 1334 and 1336 A.D.® The harsh landscape bred dispersed settlement
and limited land use.’” Kapelle noted that ‘in few parts of Anglo-Saxon England did
the shape of the land structure the opportunities for human endeavour, whether
peaceful or warlike, with less subtlety. Northern landforms hindered internal
communications, limited agricultural possibilities, and left what good land there

was open to invasion’.® This can certainly be borne out in Cumbria.

> E. Miller, ‘Farming in northern England during the 12" and 13" centuries’, Northern History, vol.

11 (1976), 1-16.

® R.E. Glasscock in H.C. Darby (ed.), 4 New Historical Geography of England before 1600
(Cambridge, 1976), p.138-141.

7 A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987), p.2.

8 W. Kapelle, The Norman Conquest of the North. The Region and its Transformation, 1000-1135
(1979), p. 5.
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It should be noted that boundary lines (parish and other) in Cumbria often follow
natural demarcations in the form of becks (streams), mountains and other
identifiable elements. The Register of the Priory of St. Bees records an example of
such boundaries. An entry dated to circa 1210 A.D. identifies, ‘ Austhwaite, by these
boundaries: by Birker Beck against the fellside as far as the stream which descends
from the moss under ‘Satgodard’; and thence to another stream which falls from the
said moss into Devoke Water...*.? Indeed, the names of numerous districts are also
based on natural features, such as Westmorland (west of the moor land), and the
three valleys of the rivers Ellen, Kent and Lune are respectively Allerdale, Kendale

and Lonsdale.'’

Geology and Topography

Cumbria is traditionally divided into upland and lowland areas. The Lake District
and the Pennine region can be broadly identified as upland areas. Their geology is
characterised by four main bands of rock, namely Skiddaw slate, the Barrowdale
Volcanic series, carboniferous limestone and Silurian mudstones. The Lake District
massif itself is underlain by a granite ‘batholith’ (a mass of igneous rock). Atop this
lies Skiddaw slate on the north and northwest of the region, Barrowdale Volcanic
on the middle section and Silurian mudstone to the south. An area of carboniferous
limestone lies to the east, overlapping with the lowland vale of Eden zone. The
Pennines (specifically the North Pennines), which delineate the eastern border of
Cumbria with Northumbria and Yorkshire, are themselves made up of Millstone
Grit and carboniferous limestone. To the south of the Lakeland are located Howgill

Fells, a small range of low-lying hills which lie between southeast Cumbria and the

® A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987) p.13; J. Wilson
(ed), The Register of the Priory of St. Bees, Surtees Society Vol. 126 (Durham, 1915) p.541.
' A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987) p.16.
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northwest corner of the Yorkshire Dales national park. They are formed from
Ordovician and Silurian rocks. The lowland areas of Cumbria are located along the
Irish Sea coast of western Cumbria, into the Solway plain in the northwest of the
county, the Carlisle plain to the north and northeast, and southwards into the Eden
valley. The dominant geology of these areas is red sandstone, although a
carboniferous coal deposit is located between Maryport and Whitehaven on the
western coast. Well known areas of sandstone quarrying lie around Penrith and St.
Bees, in these low land areas.

The topography of Cumbria is a result of the underlying geology (formed during the
various geological periods), the impact of glaciation (ice sheets, glacial and alluvial
deposits, meltwater etc) and erosion. The Lake District is home to the highest
mountain in England, Scafell Pike (978m). It, along with Scafell, Helvellyn,
Coniston Old Man and the Langdale Pikes, lie on a base of Borrowdale Volcanic
Group rocks. The ubiquitous lakes of the district were formed from glacial erosion,
and filled with meltwater when the glacier melted. Windermere, Bassenthwaite
Lake, Buttermere, Derwent Water, Ullswater and Thirlmere are but a few of the
nineteen major lakes, and numerous smaller or minor lakes scattered across the
region. The lowland areas of Cumbria are characterised by fertile valleys. High
densities of settlement can be seen in such areas.'’

The topography of Cumbria, therefore, is characterised by mountains and fells,
lakes (known as meres, tarns and waters locally), valleys, plains and coastal regions.
The interplay of geology, topography and climate distinguish it from its surrounding

counties, both now and in the Middle Ages. Whilst the geological make-up of the

" Good general introductions to the geology of Cumbria can be found in A.J.L. Winchester (ed) &
A.G. Crosby, England’s Landscape: The Northwest, Vol. 8 English Heritage England’s Landscape
Series (London, 2006); Lake District National Park Authority, ‘Education Service Geology
Factsheet’, http://www.lake-district.gov.uk/lake district_docs95/factsheet _geology.pdf, accessed
June 2008.
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county makes its topography exceptional, it is also relevant in that it formed the
building blocks of most of the buildings, especially in the Middle Ages. The
Romans constructed Hadrian’s Wall in circa 122 A.D, using locally quarried
limestone, although the section from the river Irthing westwards turf and timber
were used, although this was r_ebuilt in sandstone shortly thereafter.'? Carlisle Castle
is built of red sandstone, as is much of the town itself, including the town walls and
the cathedral. Egremont, Penrith and Brougham castles were also made of
sandstone, whilst Kendal is still known today as the ‘auld grey town’ due to the

grey hue of its limestone buildings.

Border Politics

The northern border for the county of Cumbria lies at the midstream line of the river
Esk, and ‘leaves the main channel of the Esk at a point three miles east of Torduff
and follows the tiny river Sark to the western end of the Scots Dyke, where it turns
east to rejoin the Esk just south of Canonbie’."> This was the line agreed in 1552
A.D. to divide the Debateable lands. The French Ambassador (acting as mediator)
suggested the delineation and shortly thereafter it was marked by the Scot’s Dyke.14
Politically the region of Cumbria has come under the jurisdiction of numerous
authorities. In the centuries between the Roman departure from Britain (410 A.D.)
and the Norman Conquest (1066 A.D.) the whole region or sections of it came
under the control of the kingdom of Rheged, the kingdom of Strathclyde,

Northumberland (by extension England), and Scotland, at one time or another.

">N. Fields, Hadrian's Wall AD 122-410 (2003), p. 28.

" C. Phythian-Adams, Land of the Cumbrians. A Study in British Provincial Origins A.D. 400-1120
(1996), p. 117.

“'D. R. Perriam & J. Robinson, Medieval Fortified Buildings of Cumbria, CWAAS Extra Series
Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998) p. 240; T.H.B. Graham, ‘The Debateable Land. Part I’, TCWAAS, New
Series Vol. 12 (Kendal, 1911-12), pp. 33-58; T.H.B. Graham, ‘The Debateable Lands. Part II’,
TCWAAS, New Series Vol. 19 (Kendal, 1920), pp. 132-139.
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Geographically the exact borders of these kingdoms and the extent to which they
encroached on Cumbria varied greatly. Whilst the political wrangling, disputes and
hostilities of these kingdoms occurred well before 1066 A.D (and need not be gone
into in any depth for the purposes of this thesis), their impact can be seen and
measured by the linguistic legacy and cultural contributions that remain in the area.
Of the various kingdoms that held sway over areas of Cumbria, two in particular
(Northumberland and Scotland) played a role in the demarcation of the border
during the period 1066-1250 A.D., especially in the years between the Norman
Conquest and William Rufus® conquest of Carlisle (1066 and 1092 A.D.
respectively) and during the reigns of David I of Scotland (1124-1153 A.D.), and
Henry I (1100-35 A.D.) and Stephen (1135-1154 A.D.) in England.

Political wrangling between the earl of Northumberland, the king of Scotland and
the king of England was crucial to the status of Cumbria during the immediate pre
and post Conquest years. The dearth of documentary evidence for this period is
exemplified in the difficulty of establishing the allegiance of the Cumbrian region,
particularly from 1070 A.D. until 1092 A.D, the year in which William Rufus
conquered Carlisle. This can also said to be true from the establishment of the castle
that same year until William Rufus’ death in 1100 A.D, and Henry I's subsequent
granting of the ‘potestas’ or lordship of Carlisle to Ranulf le Meschin circa 1106
A.D."” Little is known of Cumbrian history during the intervening years between
these key events.

Only one pre-conquest document that can throw any light on the nature of the

region before the Norman Conquest has been found, Gospatric’s Writ. The extant

" J.E. Prescott (ed), The Register of the Priory of Wetheral, TCWAAS Record Series Vol. 1
(London, 1897) Charters 1 & 3, p.1-5 & 10-12 respectively.



manuscript is a thirteenth-century copy of an earlier document.'® The dating of this
writ is contentious (there are two Gospatrics active at the time and the issue of
whether earl Siward, who died in 1055 A.D., was alive or dead when it was
written). In spite of these difficulties, consultation of the writ is necessary in that it
contains much important information on the political and territorial history of
Cumberland. Phythian-Adams discussed the dating of the writ at length in 1996 and
challenged the early date (of 1041-1055 A.D.) established by Davis in 1905 and
accepted by Stenton, Harmer and most recently Winchester, in favour of a slightly
later date of 1055-1069/70 A.D."

This writ is of interest to the student of Cumbrian territorial history because it opens
with the phrase of greeting from Gospatric to the men of ‘all the lands that were
Cumbrian’. It then grants and confirms rights to land to Thorfinn mac Thore namely
those lands, ‘as far as Chalk Beck as the Waver as the Wampool as Wiza beck and
the weald at Caldbeck’.'® Kapelle notes that the language of the greeting indicates
that the land being granted is no longer a part of the kingdom of Strathclyde."
Wilson identifies the boundaries as those of Allerdale. The Chalk, Waver and

Wampool streams were ‘well known as boundaries of Allerdale’ lying to the north

' Carlisle, Cumbria Record Office D/Lons/L Medieval Deeds CI, (Gospatric’s Writ); C. Phythian-
Adams, Land of the Cumbrians. A Study in British Provincial Origins A.D. 400-1120 (1996)
Appendices 1 & 2 pp. 173-181.

"7 C. Phythian-Adams, Land of the Cumbrians. A Study in British Provincial Origins A.D. 400-1120
(1996) Appendices 1 & 2 pp. 173-181; H.W.C. Davis, ‘Cumberland before the Norman Conquest’,
English Historical Review, Vol. XX (1905) pp. 61-5; F. M. Stenton, ‘Pre-Conquest Westmorland’,
English Place-Name Society, The Place-Names of Cumberland Vol. 11l p. 217; F.E. Harmer, Anglo-
Saxon Writs (1952) p. 531; A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria
(Edinburgh, 1987) p. 14.

' C. Phythian-Adams, Land of the Cumbrians. A Study in British Provincial Origins A.D. 400-1120
(1996) Appendix 1, p. 173.

' W.E. Kapelle, The Norman Conquest of the North. The Region and its Transformation 1000-1135
(1979) p. 43.
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and northeast of the region, Troutbeck is another stream and Caldbeck was a parish
lying along the eastern edge of Allerdale.””

Hugh the Cantor and Symeon of Durham both record that ‘Cumberland’ was held
by Malcolm III, king of Scots in 1070 A.D. It has been suggested that this followed
his invasion of circa 1061 A.D.”! Duncan, however, has noted that the basis for
these claims ‘is the false belief that Malcolm III was ‘son of the king of
Cumbrians’.*? Duncan suggests that there is in fact ‘no mention of English loss or
recovery of Cumberland’ at this time.”> Cumberland and Westmorland were not
alone in failing to appear in Domesday Book in 1086 A.D. Northumberland and
Durham were not surveyed either, and areas of Lancashire and Yorkshire were also
omitted.”* The only entries relevant to modern day Cumbria fall under the Yorkshire
entry, and lie in the extreme south of the county.25

No contemporary information on the status of Cumberland between 1070 and 1092
A.D. has actually been found. Kapelle has suggested that it is the identification of
Dolfin, the lord who was driven from Carlisle by William Rufus in 1092 A.D. that
would establish whether Cumberland fell under the influence of the king of Scots or
the kingdom of the English at this point.”® Dolfin’s nationality and allegiance are

unknown, due largely to the apparent commonality of his name during this period.

20 J. Wilson (ed) Victoria County History Cumberland, Vol. 1 (1901) p. 233.

! Hugh the Cantor, The History of the Church of York, 1066-1127, p. 32; Symeon of Durham,
Historia Regum, Vol. 2 of Symeonis Monachi Opera Omnia, T. Arnold (ed). Rolls Series, vol. 75
(London, 1885) p. 191, 221-22.

> A.AM. Duncan, The Kingship of the Scots, 842-1292. Succession and Independence (Edinburgh,
2002), p. 45.

» A.AM. Duncan, The Kingship of the Scots, 842-1292. Succession and Independence (Edinburgh,
2002), p. 45.

*J. Green, ‘Anglo-Scottish Relations, 1066-1174°, in M. Jones and M. Vale, eds., England and her
Neighbours, 1066-1453 (London, 1999), p. 56.

» A. Williams & G.H. Martin (eds) Domesday Book: A Complete Translation (London, 2002) p.796.
2 W. Kapelle, The Norman Conguest of the North. The Region and its Transformation 1000-1135
(1979), p. 151.
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Likewise, of William Rufus’s tenure of the area from 1092 A.D. until his death in
1100 A.D. little is unknown. A single writ from William II addressed to his sheriff
in Carlisle, ‘G’, survives. It is unknown who ‘G’ was, but the writ is dated to May
1099 A.D.”

It is from the reign of Henry I that the details of Cumbrian overlordship become
clearer and the physical form, recognised today, begins to emerge. Ranulf le
Meschin was granted control over the “potestas’ or lordship of Carlisle in circa 1106
A.D. Under him new baronies appeared and Norman control was solidified in the
region. The exact northern boundary of his lordship is unknown, however, a later
source, the Memorandum regarding the Descendants of Waldeve lord of Allerdale,
dating to circa 1275 A.D. states that his kingdom stretched from the Solway to the
Rere Cross, ...all the land from the place called Rere Cross upon Staynmora, as far
as the river towards Scotland called Sulewaht [Solway]’.28

With the death of Richard , earl of Chester (and cousin of le Meschin), on the White
Ship in 1120 A.D. Ranulf le Meschin acceded to his uncle’s position and Henry [
took le Meschin’s lands under his own direct control. A charter granted by David I
of Scotland. shortly thereafter noted that le Meschin’s lands were bordered to the
north by the territory of Annandale, which this charter granted to Robert Brus.”
Green has suggested that Henry I's only recorded visit to Carlisle, in 1122 A.D. was

because he ‘was afraid David might take advantage of the removal of Ranulf

*” H.W.C. Davis (ed), Regesta Willelmi Conquestoris et Willelmi Rufi, 1066-1100, in Regesta Rerum
Anglo-Normannorum, 1066-1154 , Vol. I (1960) No. 478; R. Sharpe, ‘Norman Rule in Cumbria
1092-1136°, CWAAS Tract Series, Vol. XXI p. 27-28.

28 J. Bain (ed), Calendar of Documents Relating to Scotland, Vol. 11 1272-1307, no. 64, p. 15.

* G.W.S. Barrow (ed), The Charters of King David I: the written acts of David I King of Scots,
1124-53 and of his son Henry Earl of Northumberland, 1139-52 (Woodbridge, 1999), No. 16;
Victoria County History: Cumberland, p. 237-8 ‘to the bounds of Ranulf Meschin’ extended the
bounds of Annandale and Robert Brus was granted ‘all the customs which Ranulf Meschin ever had
in Carlisle and in all his land of Cumberland’.



66

Meschin from Carlisle to invade’.”® The Inquest of David was drawn up circa 1120-
2 A.D. and identified ‘those provinces of Cumbria which were under [David’s]
lordship and power (for he did not rule the whole region of Cumbria)’ as lying
among the lands of the bishopric of Glasgow.’'In 1136 A.D. David I seized the
castles of Carlisle, Wark, Alnwick, Norham and Newcastle. His actions in crossing
the border and seizing these castles came in response to the death of Henry I and the
takeover of Stephen of Blois. David I and Stephen meet at Durham and agreed that
David would retain Carlisle.*> Cumbria and Northumbria were under Scottish
influence until 1157 A.D. when Malcolm IV, grandson of David I, was compelled
to return them to Henry II: ‘The king of Scotland surrendered Northumberland and
Cumberland to the king of England, and the king of England gave him the earldom
of Huntingdon’.**

William the Lion attempted to regain control of these lost possessions in 1174 A.D.
Liddel, Appleby and Brough were taken by the Scots, and Carlisle was besieged.™
Ultimately the attempt failed. Another attempt to reclaim the lost possessions was
made by the Scots in 1194 A.D. This time they tried a diplomatic approach. This too

failed. Roger of Howden records that Richard I suggested a marriage between

%% J. Green, ‘Anglo-Scottish Relations, 1066-1174", in M. Jones and M. Vale, eds., England and her
Neighbours, 1066-1453 (London, 1999), p. 60.

STA.C. Lawrie, ed., Early Scottish Charters: prior to A.D. 1153 (Glasgow, 1905), no. 50; C. Innes
(ed), Registrum episcopatus Glasguensis: munimenta ecclesie metropolitane Glasguensis, a sede
restaurata seculo ineunte X1, ad reformatam religionem, Bannatyne Club vol. I (Edinburgh, 1843),
P12,

*2 R. Howlett (ed), Chronicles of the reigns of Stephen, Henry Il and Richard I, Rolls Series vol. III
(London, 1884-90), p. 146

3 J. Stephenson (trans), Mediaeval Chronicles of Scotland: The Chronicle of Melrose (from 1136-
1264) & The Chronicle of Holyrood (to 1163) (1988) Entry in The Chronicle of Holyrood, 1157, p.
138.

** W. Stubbs (ed), Gesta Regis Henrici Secundi Benediciti Abbatis. The chronicle of the Reigns of
Henry II and Richard I, 1169-1192, known commonly under the name of Benedict of Peterborough
(London, 1867) Vol. I, pp. 64-70; Walter of Coventry, Memoriale fratris Walteri de Coventria: the
historical collections of Walter Coventry W. Stubbs (ed) (London, 1872-1873) Vol. I, p. 225. Roger
of Hovedon, Chronica Magistri Rogeri de Houedene, W. Stubbs (ed) (London, 1868-1871), Vol. II,
p. 60; Jordan Fantosme’s, Chronicle of the War between the English and the Scots in 1173 and 1174
in The Publications of the Surtees Society, Vol. XI, Francisque Michel (trans)



67

Margaret, the daughter of William the Lion, and Otho, son of Henry duke of
Saxony. Amongst their gifts and dowry, would be Northumberland and the county
of Carlisle. William the Lion rejected the proposal.>> As events thus far have shown,
the issue of control of Carlisle (the county), also known as Cumberland at this time,
was one the Scottish kings sought to pursue on a recurrent basis. The issue
continued to play a major role in northern politics, and Anglo-Scottish relations
until the sixteenth century.

In 1216 A.D. Alexander II took advantage of the unrest in England (the taxation
policies of John had led to conflict) and took Carlisle, including the castle, in spite
of the following account: ‘In the same year, in the month of July, the king of
Scotland marched towards Carlisle with the whole of his army...and having laid
siege to this town, it surrendered to him upon the sixth of the ides of August (8th
Aug). At this time, however, he did not obtain possession of the castle’. ¢

The treaty of York was agreed by Alexander II of Scotland and Henry III of
England, after papal intervention, and saw an end to the issue. The Scottish king
abandoned his claim to Northumbria and Cumbria, and was granted the manors of
Langwathby, Salkeld, Scotby, Soureby, Carlatton and a portion of Penrith. The
border delineation was set as lying between the Solway Firth and the mouth of the

Tweed, a demarcation that was reiterated in 1552 A.D.*” The Laws of the Marches

- Roger of Hovedon, Chronica Magistri Rogeri de Houedene, W. Stubbs (ed) (London, 1868-1871),
Vol. III, p. 243, 250 & 308; Walter of Coventry, Memoriale fratris Walteri de Coventria: the
historical collections of Walter Coventry W. Stubbs (ed) (London, 1872-1873) Vol. 11, pp. 95-6.

% J. Stephenson (trans), Mediaeval Chronicles of Scotland. The Chronicle of Melrose (from 1136 to
1264) and the Chronicle of Holyrood (to 1163) (1988) p. 45 Entry for 1216 A.D.; Cartulary of
Lanercost repeats this, that they did not get the castle but, the Patent Roll of 1 Hen III. m 3 noted that
Alexander III was ordered to restore the castle. Also, under 1217A.D. The Chronicle of Melrose
notes that the archbishop of Durham absolved Alexander III of excommunication and went to
Carlisle ‘that he might receive the seisin of the castle by mandate of the king of Scotland, for the use
of the king of England’, p. 52.

37 Calendar of the Charter Rolls Henry III, Vol. 1 AD1226-1257, 26 Henry III m5., p. 268; See also
the Patent Rolls of 21 Henry III m.1 & 22 Henry III m.8; Pipe Roll 22 Henry III m 4.
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were investigated in 1248 and 1249 A.D. at the behest of Henry IIL*®

Representatives from the kingdoms on both sides of the March were in attendance,
although Scott has noted that ‘it was men from the most easterly part of the March
who came together’ in 1248 and 1249 A.D.*’ The laws themselves, as Scott has
shown, contained many earlier elements and ‘point to the existence of a body of
March law and custom before 1066 and perhaps considerably earlier’.*’ Although
the resultant laws continued to regulate relations between March inhabitants on both
sides of the Border, the level of success in administering these laws remains
debatable.”!

Border politics, as has been seen in the above examples, was central to Cumbrian
life in the period 1066-1250 A.D. Defining both where the border lay and on which
side was Cumbria, is integral to understanding the political landscape of the time,
and thus to placing the castle within the correct framework. Scottish and English
influences are equally important in determining the nature of the region, and

accordingly the experience of those that lived there, and those who held land there.

Administrative Divisions

Medieval Cumbria, like England, Scotland and Wales, had a number of distinct
official divisions of territory. The names ‘Charleolium and Westmarieland’,
describe the area when it was first recorded in the Pipe Roll of 1130 A.D.*’ The

counties or shires of Westmorland and Cumberland appear for the first time in the

3 W.W. Scott, ‘The March Laws Reconsidered’, in A. Grant and K.J. Stringer, eds., Medieval
Scotland, Crown, Lordship and Community (Edinburgh, 1993), p. 114.

3 W.W. Scott, ‘The March Laws Reconsidered’, in A. Grant and K.J. Stringer, eds., Medieval
Scotland, Crown, Lordship and Community (Edinburgh, 1993), p. 120.

“0 W.W. Scott, ‘The March Laws Reconsidered’, in A. Grant and K.J. Stringer, eds., Medieval
Scotland, Crown, Lordship and Community (Edinburgh, 1993), p. 130

“I'T. Thomson & C. Innes (eds), ‘Leges Marchiarum’ in Acts of the Parliament of Scotland (Record
Commission, 1814-75), Vol. I, pp. 413-6.

2 J. Hunter (ed), Great Roll of the Pipe 31 Henry I, Michaelmas 1130 (London, 1929) p. 140 &
142.
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Pipe Rolls of 1176 A.D. and 1177 A.D. respectively.43 Both names had been used
earlier, in tenth-century entries in the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle. In 945 A.D., ‘King
Edmund overran all Cumberland; and let it all to Malcolm king of the Scots, on the
condition that he became his ally, both by sea and land’, in 966 A.D., ‘Thored, the
son of Gunner, plundered Westmorland’, and in 1000 A.D. ‘the king went into
Cumberland, and nearly laid waste the whole of it with his army’.** The Pipe Rolls,
however, were the first time they were seen as specifically defined regions in
administrative documents.

Whereas across England the administrative zones were known as hundreds or
wapentakes, in Cumbria they were wards. The wards were recorded from 1278
A.D.® There were ten: Eskdale, Cumberland, Allerdale, Leath, Copeland, West
(Westmorland), East (Westmorland), Kendal (Westmorland), Lonsdale
(Westmorland) and Furness (Lancashire north of the Sands).’® Each ward was, as
with the hundreds or wapentakes of the rest of England, an area of local
government. Each was under the control of a royal appointee (sheriff) and had its
own local court. The ward was also a distinct region for the collection of taxes. Use
of wards rather than hundreds or wapentakes as an administrative district can also
be seen in Northumberland and Durham, as well as in certain shires in the south of

Scotland, such as Lanarkshire. Winchester has noted that the use of the term ward

¥ The great roll of the pipe for the twenty-third year of the reign of King Henry the Second : A.D.
1176-1177, Publications of the Pipe Roll Society Vol. 26 (London, 1905) p. 77; The great roll of the
pipe for the twenty-second year of the reign of King Henry the Second : A.D. 1175-1176,
Publications of the Pipe Roll Society Vol 25 (London, 1904) p. 141.

* G.N. Garmonsway, The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle (London, 1953, 1972) Entries for 945 A.D., 966
A.D. and 1000A.D.

*> A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987), p 34; London,
The National Archives, JUST/1/132, m32 (Cumberland eyre, 1278-1279) Assize Rolls of 6 Edward
I; London, The National Archives, JUST/1/135, m17 (Cumberland eyre, 1292-1293) Assize Rolls 20
Edward I.

* AJL. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987), p. 34;
London, The National Archives, JUST/1/132, m.32 (Cumberland eyre, 1278-1279) Assize Rolls of 6
Edward I.
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‘implies a defended or guarded unit but when and exactly why they were
established is not known’.*” It is likely that the wards in Cumberland, Westmorland
and Northumberland may represent pre-Conquest territories. Copeland and
Allerdale were wards in Cumberland, both of which probably had pre-Conquest
origins. Winchester has suggested that Durham is different in that the boundaries of
the wards in that county ‘converge in the vicinity of Durham city’, suggesting an
element of deliberate planning.*® The word ‘ward’ according to the English Place-
Name Society is from the Old English word ‘w(e)ard’ referring to a ‘district to

. : § 5 i 5 49
which certain defensive duties are assigned’.

Ecclesiastical Divisions

Ecclesiastical divisions were also instituted. The diocese of Carlisle was established
in 1133 A.D. and as Figure 3.4 shows, it covered over half of Cumbria. Before the
creation of the diocese, Carlisle was under the ecclesiastical control of Durham
(from 1092 A.D. to 1101 A.D.). Shortly after Ranulf le Meschin succeded to the
earldom of Chester in 1120 A.D. Henry II paid a visit to Carlisle. An argument had
evolved between Thurstan, archbishop of York, and John, bishop of Glasgow.
Thurstan sought primacy over the Scottish church. The Inquest of David noted that
lands in Cumbria under the control of David I fell under the ecclesiastical
jurisdiction of the bishopric of Glasgow. Summerson has suggested that the
possibility of a Scottish bishop holding spiritual control in Cumbria may have

pushed Henry I and Archbishop Thurstan of York into making Carlisle a

7 A.J.L. Winchester, Discovering parish boundaries (Oxford, 2000), p. 73

8 A.J.L. Winchester, Discovering parish boundaries (Oxford, 2000), p. 73.

* A.M. Armstrong, A. Mawer, F.M. Stenton & B. Dickins (eds) English Place-Name Society Vol.
XXII The Place-Names of Cumberland, Part 111 (Cambridge University Press, 1952) p. xiv.
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bishopric.® Meanwhile, rural deaneries were only recorded from the thirteenth
century by when they corresponded with secular divisions within the county.’' This
is not distinctive to Cumbria, but can be seen across the North and East of England.
Rural deaneries in turn were subdivided into parishes. The earliest extant records of
Cumbrian parishes are a list entered in the Papal Taxation of 1291 A.D.”? Four
deaneries are recorded on the list (Carlisle, Allerdale, Westmorland and
Cumberland) under the diocese of Carlisle. Amongst the priories mentioned are
Wetheral, Carlisle, Armathwaite, Lanercost and Holm Cultram. Some ninety-three

churches are also recorded in the Taxatio.

5% H. Summerson, Medieval Carlisle, CWAAS, Extra series vol. XXV (Kendal, 1993) p.35

> A.H. Thompson, ‘Diocesan Organisation in the Middle Ages’, Proceedings of the British
Academy, 29 (1943) p.179-84.

2T, Astle, S. Ayscough & J. Caley (eds), Taxatio Ecclesiastica Angliae et Walliae auctoritate P.
Nicholai 1V, ¢.1291 (London, 1802) p. 318-320.
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Figure 3.4: Map of Cumbrian Dioceses, taken from Richard Ferguson's Diocesan Histories -
Carlisle (1889). The map shows the diocese of Cumbria pre 1856 and post 1856, the pre-1856

(orange) section equates the medieval diocese established in 1133 A.D.
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The church had been established in Cumbria long before the Norman conquest of
the area and we can thus say that the system or pattern of church administration that

emerges in the thirteenth century had been evolving for some time.’ 3

Feudal Divisions

According to Barrow, in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries Cumbria ‘was divided
into well-established districts defined by fairly obvious physical boundaries,
especially by watersheds and the sea, but also here and there by rivers’.>* This has
been noted in the discussion of Gospatric’s Writ and the identification of Allerdale.
Along with the secular and ecclesiastical administrative divisions of Cumbria, came
the feudal. The baronial acquisitions often corresponded to the secular and
ecclesiastical forms already mentioned, in particular, Allerdale, Copeland, Kendale,
Furness and Westmorland. What is distinctive about the baronies of Cumbria is that
they tended to be large, well-divided stretches of land. As Barrow noted ‘The
pattern of feudal settlement in England, as revealed twenty years after the Norman
Conquest by the Domesday survey (1086 A.D.), is characterized by extreme
fragmentation and scattering of individual fiefs and holdings’.5 > Cumbrian land
tenure, as in Cornwall and the Welsh border counties, reflected an earlier, pre-
conquest system of secular land holding.56 These feudal lands were granted

predominantly under William Rufus and Henry 1.°’ Baronies were naturally

> A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and society of Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987) pp.22-27; See
also A.H. Thompson, , ‘Diocesan Organisation in the Middle Ages’, Proceedings of the British
Academy, 29 (1943) p.179-84.

* G.W.S. Barrow, ‘The pattern of lordship and feudal settlement in Cumbria’, Medieval History,
Vol. 1 No. 2, July 1975, p. 117.

* G.W.S. Barrow, ‘The pattern of lordship and feudal settlement in Cumbria’, Medieval History,
Vol. 1 No. 2, July 1975, p. 117.

** G.W.S. Barrow, ‘The pattern of lordship and feudal settlement in Cumbria’, Medieval History,
Vol. 1 No. 2, July 1975, p. 117.

7 G.W.S. Barrow, ‘The pattern of lordship and feudal settlement in Cumbria’ in the Journal of
Medieval History, Vol. 1 (1975); W.E. Kapelle, The Norman Conquest of the North (London, 1979)
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subdivided into manors and honours throughout the following centuries, as can be
seen in Figure 3.5. The baronies of medieval Cumbria will be briefly discussed in
line with those identified by Perriam and Robinson. Entries for the regions
designated East of Eden and Inglewood Forest will be brief, as these were not actual
baronies, but rather a collection of manors (in the case of East of Eden) and a royal
forest (in the case of Inglewood). Perriam and Robinson are correct in
distinguishing them, as they can be regarded as distinctive regions within medieval
Cumbria. In a similar vein are the manors of Scaleby, Levington and Linstock. They
will be addressed, but briefly. They are tied to the city of Carlisle, but will be
distinguished in the course of this thesis when necessary. The seats of Scaleby and
Linstock manors are the eponymously named Scaleby Castle and Linstock Castle,
which will be mentioned in due course.

It should also be noted that unfortunately, the majority of grants and foundation
charters for the baronies have not survived. Sources such as the Pipe Rolls, the
Testa de Nevill, and other, later grants to monasteries and priories which recall
previous land holders, are the foundation for what is known about the establishment
of these baronies. The range of source material is, therefore, reflected in the
information that is known or can be elucidated. In the main it is economic data
(Pipe Rolls) and specific grants to ecclesiastical institutions, but much is

unsubstantiated, or incomplete.
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Figure 3.5: Baronies of Medieval Cumbria. Taken from D. R. Perriam & J. Robinson,
Medieval Fortified Buildings of Cumbria, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998), p. 2.
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Barony of Appleby/Westmorland

The Barony of Appleby or Westmorland as it was also known, is one of two
baronies, the other being Kendal, that made up the honour of Westmorland.
Appleby lies in the northern half of the honour or county, as it became. Appleby
initially lay within Ranulf le Meschin’s ‘potestas’ of Carlisle, established by
William Rufus.’® Ranulf le Meschin was thus the first to hold this barony, and then
when he relinquished his lands to take the earldom of Chester circa 1120 A.D.,
Appleby returned to the crown. In 1136 A.D. David I of Scotland granted the
barony to Hugh de Morville, who passed it to his son, Hugh de Morville (one of the
four murders of Thomas Becket).” After the murder, Hugh de Morville forfeited his
property including Appleby. The barony went to his sister Maud and from her to the
Veteripont family into whom she married.®” This merged the two baronies of
Appleby and Kendal. On 28" October 1203 A.D. John granted Robert de Veteripont
Appleby and Brough in fee.®' Tenure of Appleby, in particular, was important as it
oversaw the main communication route south, from Carlisle. The castles of Brough
and Appleby were central to the secure keeping of the route from the north into
Yorkshire, by way of the Stainmore Pass. The number of castles along the route was

increases with the addition of Brougham and Pendragon.

¥ J.E. Prescott (ed), The Register of the Priory of Wetheral, TCWAAS Record Series Vol. I
(London, 1897) p.2. Although Sharpe agrees it was under William Rufus, he asserts that Prescott has
no basis for proving it. R. Sharpe, Norman Rule in Cumbria 1092-1136. A lecture delivered to the
Cumberland and Westmorland Antiquarian and Archaeological Society on 9" April 2005 at Carlisle
(CWAAS Tract Series Vol. XXI) (Kendal, 2006), pp. 43-7.

* A.C. Lawrie, Early Scottish Charters: prior to A.D. 1153 (Glasgow, 1905), p. 273. G.W.S.
Barrow, The Anglo-Norman Era in Scottish History (Oxford, 1980), pp. 72-3.

% J. Nicolson & R. Burn, The History and Antiquities of the Counties of Westmorland and
Cumberland, 2 vols (London, 1777), p. 267-8.

' 'W. Farrer, ‘On the Tenure of Westmorland temp. Henry II and the date of the creation of the
Baronies of Appleby and Kendal’ p.100-107, TCWAAS New Series Vol. VII (Kendal, 1907) p.107
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Barony of Kendal

The barony of Kendal consisted of the southern half of the honour or county of
Westmorland and marked the southern border of the entire region of medieval
Cumbria. The manors of southern Cumbria named in the Yorkshire Domesday lie in
and around Kendal and Furness to the west. The barony of Kendal, along with part
of Lancashire, directly adjoining Westmorland, was granted initially to Ivo de
Taillebois by William Rufus. It constituted a strip of land across the southern part of
modern Cumbria and blocked the main routes from the northwest into Yorkshire. It
was a frontier and distinguished those lands held to the north by native lords
(Gilsland, Greystoke and Allerdale) from those under the influence of the Anglo-
Normans.®” Cumbria was not a unified territory at this time, circa 1089-92 A.D. His
tenure of this land is confirmed by a charter he granted to St. Mary’s York, which
included half his demesne in Kirkby Stephen and the churches of Kirkby Kendal,
Heversham and Kirkby Lonsdale.®® The charter has been dated by Farrer to between
1090 and 1097 A.D. The death of Ivo de Taillebois circa 1097 A.D. marks a gap, or
unsupported interlude, in the barony’s history. Farrer suggests that de Taillebois’
wife, Lucy who remarried may have brought the barony into her new family (the
fitz-Gerolds) or more likely the barony reverted to the crown on de Taillebois’ death
and was subsequently regranted by Henry I to Nigel d’Aubigny, circa 1107-15
A.D.% On the death of d’Aubigny, his son, a minor, Roger de Mowbray inherited

the estate. He did not take control for another ten years, because of his age. A grant

2 W.M. Aird, ‘Northern England or Southern Scotland? The Anglo-Scottish border in the eleventh
and twelfth centuries and the problem of perspective’, in J.C. Appleby and P. Dalton, eds.,
Government, Religion and Society in Northern England, 1000-1700 (Stroud, 1997), p. 32; W.E.
Kapelle, The Norman Conquest of the North. The Region and its Transformation, 1000-1135
(London, 1979), p. 148.

% W. Farrer, Records Relating to the Barony of Kendale, J.F. Curwen (ed), CWAAS Record Series
Vols. 4-6 (Kendal, 1923-26) Vol. 6 p. 377 Illustrative Documents |

% W. Farrer, Records Relating to the Barony of Kendale, ].F. Curwen (ed), CWAAS Record Series
Vols. 4-6 (Kendal, 1923-26) Vol. 4 p. x, |
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from Roger de Mowbray to William de Lancaster dating to between 1145 and 1155
A.D. survives. In it, the lands of Lonsdale, Kendal and Horton were granted to de
Lancaster to hold by the service of four knights.®> During Stephen’s reign much of
Cumbria was under the influence of King David of Scotland, who granted
‘Westmarieland’ (Westmorland) to Hugh de Morville, as noted above.®® De
Lancaster appears to have held his lands in Kendal, and indeed his daughter Avice,
married Richard, son and heir of Hugh de Morville. The death of William de
Lancaster II in 1184 A.D. meant that Kendal fell to his daughter, who was made a
ward of William Marshall, who held the manor of Cartmel. She was married to
Gilbert fitz-Reinfrid, who was granted the forests of ‘Westmarieland, Kendal and
Furness’ by Richard I, and who was responsible for the ringwork castle at Kendal.®’
Their son, William de Lancaster III (he took his mother’s maiden name) took
possession after his father’s death circa 1220 A.D, however, his heirs were his two

sisters, who thus divided the barony of Kendal in two.®®

Sedbergh

Sedbergh was a manor belonging to the West Riding of Yorkshire, specifically
within the Wapentake of Staincliffe and Ewecross, and it appears in the Domesday
Book entry for the West Riding of Yorkshire.*” The Barony of Burton in Lonsdale

in which this wapentake and manor fall, was part of the grant by Henry I to Nigel

% W. Farrer, Records Relating to the Barony of Kendale, ed. J.F. Curwen, CWAAS Record Series
Vols. 4-6 (Kendal, 1923-26) Vol. 4, p. 377, Illustrative Document I1.

% A.C. Lawrie, Early Scottish Charters: prior to A.D. 1153 (Glasgow, 1905), p. 273; G.W.S.
Barrow, The Anglo-Norman Era in Scottish History (Oxford, 1980), pp. 72-3.

7 W. Farrer, Records Relating to the Barony of Kendale, ed. J.F. Curwen, CWAAS Record Series
Vols. 4-6 (Kendal, 1923-26) Vol. 4, p. 378-380 (Illustrative Documents I1I & V)

% Pipe Roll Society, The Great Roll of the Pipe for the thirtieth year of the reign of Henry II,
Michaelmas 1183 A.D., Publications of the Pipe Roll Society Vol. 33 (London, 1912), p. 37

Ry Youngs, Local Administrative Units: Northern England (London, 1991), p. 603, 772.



79

d’Aubigny, which was noted above in the barony of Kendal.”” On his death it
passed to his son, a minor, who on majority took his mother’s maiden name,
Mowbray. Its history then became enmeshed with that of its larger neighbour,

Kendal.

Cartmel

In 1187 A.D. the manor of Cartmel was granted to William Marshall, who later
became the earl of Pembroke.”' He also gained the wardship of Helwise of
Lancaster from Henry II, who has already been noted above in the treatment of the

barony of Kendal.”?

Cartmel is most well known for its priory, founded by William
Marshall in 1188/9 A.D. and home to Augustinian monks from Bradenstoke Priory
in Wiltshire.”” In the foundation charter for Cartmel, confirmed by John in
1199A.D, William Marshall granted them the entire ‘compact fief of Cartmel’.”*
The priory also gained land in Ireland, after his marriage into the de Clare family,

and acquisition of their lands in Leinster. Specifically, Cartmel Priory was granted

the vill of Kilrush, the church of Ballysax and the chapel of Ballymaden in

"0 W. Farrer, Records Relating to the Barony of Kendale, ed. J.F. Curwen, CWAAS Record Series
Vols. 4-6 (Kendal, 1923-26) Vol. 4, p. x, 1

"''W. Farrer (ed), The Lancashire Pipe rolls of 31 Henry I, A.D. 1130, and the reigns of Henry II.,
A.D. 1155-1189; Richard I., A.D. 1189-1199; and King John, A.D. 1199-1216 (Liverpool, 1902), pp.
66, 70, 343.

7 'W. Farrer, Records Relating to the Barony of Kendale, ed. ].F. Curwen, CWAAS Record Series
Vols. 4-6 (Kendal, 1923-26) Vol. 4, p. 378, Illustrative Document 111, William Marshall is a witness
of the grant from Henry II to Gilbert fitz-Reinfrid of the daughter of William de Lancaster, with all
her lands.

7 W. Farrer & J. Brownbill (eds), Victoria County History Lancashire Vol. 11 (1908), p. 143 ; R.B.
Pugh & E. Crittall (eds), 'Houses of Augustinian canons: Priory of Bradenstoke', A History of the
County of Wiltshire: Volume 3 (1956), pp. 275-288; W. Farrer (ed), The Lancashire Pipe rolls of 31
Henry I, A.D. 1130, and the reigns of Henry 1., A.D. 1155-1189; Richard I., A.D. 1189-1199; and
King John, A.D. 1199-1216 (Liverpool, 1902), p.341.

™ Calendar of the charter rolls Preserved in the Public Record Olffice, Vol. 2 (6 vols; London, 1903-
1927), p. 8.
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Kildare.” The history of the manor thereafter became the history of the priory and
parish of Cartmel. By modern times, specifically 1974 and the reorganization of the
counties of England, Cartmel, along with Barrow and Furness made up the area
known as Lancashire North of Sands. Even today, this region, primarily by its

geography, bears more of a topographical resemblance to Lancashire than Cumbria.

Furness

The manor of Furness (the entire Furness peninsula stretching to the eastern shore
of Lake Windermere) was in the hands of Tostig within his fee of Hougun at the
time of the conquest. It was in crown hands by 1086 A.D. and the compilation of
Domesday Book. The Victoria County History of Lancashire records that Furness
was subsequently split in two.’® In circa 1114 A.D. half was granted to Stephen of
Blois as part of his honour of Lancaster.”’ Stephen founded Furness Abbey in 1127
A.D. and endowed it with his forests of Furness and Walney, his demesne in
Furness, Ulverston and Dalton, with all its men and appurtenances, and everything
in Furness ‘except the land of Michael Fleming’.”® The other half was granted to

Michael le Fleming, however, Henry III granted it to the abbot of Furness, who now

" W. Farrer & J. Brownbill (eds), Victoria County History Lancashire Vol. 11 (1908), pp. 143-148;
J.T. Gilbert (ed), Chartularies of St. Mary's Abbey, Dublin: with the register of its house at
Dunbrody, and Annals of Ireland, Rolls Series Vol. 80 (London, 1884), App. 401-3.

" W. Farrer & J. Brownbill (eds), Victoria County History Lancashire Vol. VIII (1914), pp. 285-6.

77 W. Farrer (ed), The Lancashire Pipe rolls of 31 Henry I, A.D. 1130, and the reigns of Henry I,
A.D. 1155-1189; Richard 1., A.D. 1189-1199; and King John, A.D. 1199-1216 (Liverpool, 1902), p.
301-6 .

8 W. Farrer (ed), The Lancashire Pipe rolls of 31 Henry L, A.D. 1130, and the reigns of Henry 1L,
A.D. 1155-1189; Richard I, A.D. 1189-1199; and King John, A.D. 1199-1216 (Liverpool, 1902), pp.
301, 307-8; W. Farrer & J. Brownbill (eds), Victoria County History Lancashire Vol. 11 (1908),
pp-114-30.
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held the whole of Furness.”’ This remained the case until the first half of the

fourteenth century.

Barony of Copeland

The barony of Copeland, also known as Allerdale above Derwent or as Egremont,
was one of five baronies officially created or adopted under Henry I (the others
being Allerdale below Derwent (Allerdale), Wigton, Greystoke and Levington).
Henry I granted the barony of Copeland to William le Meschin, and it was, in effect,
a compensatory grant.80 William le Meschin had received the barony of Gilsland
from his brother Ranulf but it was in the hands of Gille Buethbarn, and William
failed to establish control over the area. In addition to Copeland, William le
Meschin held a number of other estates. His major holding was the honour of
Skipton in Yorkshire, but he also held the estates of Saitby and Garthorpe in
Leicestershire, Bingham in Nottinghamshire and the lands of Drog de Bevere in
Chadstowe, Northamptonshire.*'

An interesting aside when looking at the barony of Copeland is its role in the
creation of the honour of Cockermouth, discussed below. Copeland encompassed all
the land lying between the rivers Derwent and Duddon, bounded on the west by
coast and on the east by mountains. William le Meschin established his caput at
Egremont and founded the priory of St. Bees, whose chartulary is a major source for

the history of Cumbria and in which the grant of Cockermouth, Derwentfells and

™ Calendar of the Patent Rolls Preserved in the Public Record Office, Henry III, 1225-32 A.D.
(London, 1903) p. 147; J.C. Atkinson & J. Brownbill (eds), The coucher book of Furness Abbey
(Chetham Society Vols. 9,11,14,74,76 & 78) Vol. Il in Vol. 78 Chetham Society, p. 467.

80 J.E. Prescott (ed), The Register of the Priory of Wetheral, CWAAS Record Series 1 (London,
1897) p. 301n. Notes that the source for this claim is Camden, who himself cites no actual source for
his assertion.

1 M.C. Fair, ‘Notes on Early Copeland’ TCWA4AS New Series Vol. 37 (Kendal, 1937) p.73.
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the Five Vills is to be found. Figure 3.5 above, illustrates how the honour of

Cockermouth was carved out of the barony of Copeland.

Millom

The seigniory of Millom originally belonged to the barony of Copeland. It can be
identified as all the land lying between the rivers Esk and Duddon. Godard de
Boyvill/Boivill was granted the manor by William le Meschin circa 1100-25 A.D,
during the reign of Henry 1% Magna Britannia records that de Boyvill’s
descendants, changing their name to ‘de Millom’ retained the manor until the reign
of Henry III, when the male line died out, and the manor went with Joan, daughter

of Adam de Millom to her husbands family the Huddleston’s from Yorkshire.*

Barony of Allerdale

The barony of Allerdale was adopted by Henry I, along with its ruler the
aforementioned native Waldeve, second son of Gospatric I, who himself had been
earl of Northumberland. The barony was composed of all territory lying between
the northern bank of the river Derwent and the boundary of the barony of Burgh by
Sands in the north, and inland as far as the Lake District, what Perriam and
Robinson call the ‘central massif>.**

Allerdale was in all likelihood a pre-Norman district and like Copeland, lay under
Scottish control until the coming of William Rufus in 1092 A.D. Malcolm III, king

of Scots (1057-93 A.D.) had placed Waldeve in control of Allerdale, and it is this

82 J. Wilson (ed), The Register of the Priory of St Bees (Durham, 1915) Publications of the Surtees
Society Vol. 126, pp. 106-7n, 492, 531.

% D. & S. Lysons, Magna Britannia_Vol. 4: Cumberland (1816) pp. 135-6; Calendar of Charter
Rolls Vol. I Henry I1lI AD 1226-1257, 35 Henry 111

% D.R. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval fortified buildings of Cumbria : an illustrated gazetteer
and research guide (CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29) (Kendal, 1998), p. 5
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overlordship which Henry I recognised by adopting both Waldeve and the territorial
unit he oversaw. It is significant that Waldeve retained control of Allerdale, as his
father and possibly his brother Dolfin had fallen heavily from favour. It is likely that
the account in the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle of the expulsion of Dolfin from Carlisle
in the 1092 A.D. is in reference to his fall from favour.*®

Papcastle, in Allerdale, was reputedly taken by Waldeve as his caput. It lies 1.6km
to the northwest of the site of Cockermouth Castle. Waldeve thus held a vast swathe

of land stretching from Burgh by Sands to the boundary of Copeland. Cockermouth

remained, however, a distinct entity from Allerdale.

Honour of Cockermouth

The honour of Cockermouth was created in the early twelfth century. The exact date
of its creation is unknown but was before the deaths of William le Meschin (circa
1130/1131 A.D.) and Waldeve (post 1106 A.D.) who are both named in the grant.86
The grant to Waldeve has been dated to circa 1100 A.D.*” Two possibilities for the
origins of the honour of Cockermouth have been suggested by Winchester. Firstly,
that the version of events recorded in the Chronicon Cumbrie, a thirteenth-century
document, is correct: Waldeve did indeed receive his grant from William le
Meschin and established his caput at Cockermouth replacing an earlier one at
Papcastle, and that it was from Cockermouth that Waldeve administered his lands in

Cumberland, namely Allerdale and Cockermouth. The alternative theory suggests

¥ G. N. Garmonsway (trans & ed.), The Anglo- Saxon Chronicle, version ‘E’, Entry 1092 (London,
1972) p.227

% J.E. Prescott (ed), Register of the Priory of Wetheral (London, 1887) ‘Distributio Cumberlandiae
et Conquestum Angliae’ Entry 245 pp. 384-8 ; J. Wilson (ed), The Register of the Priory of St. Bees,
Surtees Society vol. 126 (Durham, 1915) p. 491-496, ‘Chronicon Cumbrie’ Document 498; Rotuli
Litterarum Clausarum in Turri Londinensi Asservati vol. I Ab Anno MCCIV ad Annum MCCXXIV
(1833) Entry 459/3.

7 A.J.L. Winchester, ‘Medieval Cockermouth’, TCWAAS New Series Vol. 86 (Kendal, 1986) p.-123.
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that the honour of Cockermouth (that is the township of Cockermouth, the Five
Vills and the Derwent Fells) represents one or more pre-Conquest districts.**As
supporting evidence for this theory Winchester notes that the boundaries of
Brigham parish and the honour of Cockermouth were similar. The parish of
Brigham appears to have had pre-conquest origins. It acted as a mother church to
many pre-Norman centres based in the vicinity.* The theory therefore suggests, that
the boundaries of the honour of Cockermouth, as granted by William le Meschin,
echoed the existing boundary of the pre-Conquest parish of Brigham. This grant
may have been a formal recognition of a pre-Conquest estate.

The documentary evidence for the origins of the honour of Cockermouth comes
from the Distributio Cumberlandiae ad Conquestum Angliae, the Chronicon
Cumbriae and the Memorandum concerning the descendants of Waldeve. The three
documents appear to be a record of the descent of lordship in the honour of
Cockermouth, dating to the thirteenth century. Apparently they are, or the original
was, a piece of evidence in Thomas de Lucy’s case to regain his rightful property, a
fight which continued until 1323 A.D. when Edward 1II issued a royal charter to
Anthony de Lucy, confirming the grant of the castle and honour of Cockermouth
and manor of Papcastle to the de Lucy family.90 The three documents are largely
identical. The validity of the information they contain is, however, questionable,

largely due to the inability to corroborate it with independent evidence.

% A.J.L. Winchester, ‘Medieval Cockermouth’, TCWAAS New Series Vol. 86 (Kendal, 1986) p-123.
¥ A.J.L. Winchester, ‘Medieval Cockermouth’, TCWAAS New Series Vol. 86 (Kendal, 1986) p.119.
% Calendar of Charter Rolls preserved in the Public Record Office, Vol. 1II (London, 1908) 16
Edward 11, 1322-23 A.D.
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Greystoke

The barony of Greystoke was confirmed to Forne son of Sigulf/Liulf in 1120 A.D,
by Henry I after Ranulf le Meschin acquired the earldom of Chester.”! It lay at a key
crossing point into western Cumbria across the upland area of the Lake District. The
family name was changed to de Greystoke, and the barony remained in their hands
for many centuries. In October 1353 A.D. permission was granted by Edward III to

crenellate.” The family married into the Dacres of Gilsland and the Howards.

Inglewood

Whilst Perriam and Robinson have included the royal forest of Inglewood in their
map of medieval baronies in Cumbria, as it had its own Warden and Verderer
judicial officer for the forest, introduced under the Normans, it is not going to be

included here as a barony. Further discussion of the royal forests can be seen in

Chapter 8.”

Wigton

This was originally a part of the barony of Allerdale. It was granted to Odard de
Logis as a separate barony.”* Perriam and Robinson note that the family changed
their name to de Wigton after 1208 A.D. Sharpe argues, convincingly, that the
Odard, the sheriff, mentioned throughout the Pipe Rolls for Carlisle and Odard de
Logis are not the same person. Indeed, he suggests Odard de Logis may be a

figment, as there is no record of him in any of Ranulf le Meschin’s surviving

' W. Farrer & C.T. Clay (eds), Early Yorkshire Charters, Vol. 11, pp. 505; C. Johnson & H.A.
Cronne (eds), Regesta Regum Anglo-Normannorum, 1066-1154, Vol. 2 Regesta Henrici Primi
(Oxford, 1956), p. xvi.

%2 Calendar of the Patent Rolls preserved in the Public Record Office, Vol. 9, A.D.1350-54, p.495.

% See Chapter 8 p. 273-8

** A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society of Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987) p. 16
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documents.”” The Lysons noted that the de Wigton family died out in the mid
fourteenth century. The barony of Wigton was absorbed through marriage into the

estates of the Lucy family of Copeland.

Gilsland

Three baronies were created or adopted by Ranulf le Meschin to act as a buffer zone
along the Anglo-Scottish border, Gilsland, Liddel and Burgh by Sands. Gilsland did
not actually run along the border (although if Bewcastle to the north is included it
did) but it acted as a guard along the most direct route south, down the western
fringe of the Pennines through the low land areas of eastern Cumbria. Camden, in
his work Britannia of 1586, noted that Ranulf le Meschin then granted Gilsland to
his brother, William, however, he ‘was not able to get it out of the hands of the
Scots: for Gill, son of Bueth, held the greater part of it by force of arms’.”® William
le Meschin was, in compensation, then awarded the barony of Copeland by Henry
1.°7 Camden gives no explanation or evidence to confirm this situation in Gilsland,
but, the charter granted by Henry II in 1157/8 A.D. to Hubert de Vaux (Vallibus) of
the barony of Gilsland, notes that he is granting ‘the whole of the land which was
held by Gilbert [Gille or Gilles] son of Boet’.”® Hubert de Vallibus was succeeded
by his eldest son Robert de Vallibus, who founded Lanercost Priory in 1169 A.D.

His brother Ranulph came next, then Robert II, followed by Hubert II, the last in the

male line. His daughter, Maud brought the barony, on her marriage into the de

% R. Sharpe, Norman Rule in Cumbria 1092-1136, CWAAS Tract Series Vol. XXI (Kendal, 2006),
p. 20

% William Camden, Britain, or A chorographicall description of the most flourishing kingdomes,
England, Scotland, and Ireland, and the ilands adjoyning, out of the depth of antiquitie beautified
wvith mappes of the severall shires of England (London, 1772) 4™ Edition, p. 185.

°7 J.E. Prescott (ed), The Register of the Priory of Wetheral, CWAAS Record/Cartulary Series vol. 1
(London, 1897) p. 301n. Notes that the source for this claim is Camden, who himself cites no actual
source for his assertion.

 J.E. Prescott (ed), The Register of the Priory of Wetheral, CWAAS Record Series Vol. I (London,
1897) Illustrative Document XXII
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Multon family in the mid thirteenth century.” Subsequent marriages meant that
possession of the barony then passed in to the Dacre, and ultimately the Howard,

family of Naworth Castle.

East of Eden (Honour of Penrith)

This is comprised of a collection of manors which Perriam and Robinson consider
distinctive enough to form a sub grouping or entry of their own under the bloc title,
East of Eden.'” The manors within this are Ainstable, Renwick, Melmerby,
Kirkland and Kirkoswald, all granted by Henry I to Adam son of Swein. The final
manor included within the East of Eden area was Langwathby which Henry I
granted to Henry son of Swein.'”" Under Henry III this land was subsumed into
Inglewood Royal Forest.'” Sowerby, Langwathby and Carlatton were ceded to the
Scots under the Treaty of York in 1237 A.D.'” The East of Eden region made up all
the land between the baronies of Gilsland to the north and Appleby to the south.
Only Alston lay between it and Northumberland, although Alston itself was at times

part of Northumberland.

Alston
The manor of Alston Moor is an interesting case. It was granted by William the

Lion, king of Scots, to William Veteripont, and later confirmed by King John in

% R.S. Ferguson, ‘The Barony of Gilsland and its Owners to the end of the Sixteenth Century’,
TCWAAS, Old Series Vol. IV (Kendal, 1880), pp. 446-485.

'% D R. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval fortified buildings of Cumbria : an illustrated
gazetteer and research guide, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998), p. 117

"D R. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval fortified buildings of Cumbria : an illustrated
gazetteer and research guide, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998), p. 117

"2 J.L. Winchester & E. Straughton, ‘Cumberland: Directory of Baronies and Superior Manors’,
Cumbrian Manorial Records, Lancaster University, http://www.lancs.ac.uk/fass/projects/manorial-
records/cumbria/cumberlandlist.htm , accessed 12/09/08

195 Calendar of the Charter Rolls Henry 111, Vol. | AD1226-1257, 26 Henry Il m5., p. 268; See also
the Patent Rolls of Henry III, 21 Henry III m.1; Pipe Roll 22 Henry III m 4; the Patent Rolls 22
Henry 11l m8
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England in 1209 A.D."” The issue of ownership of the land was the subject of a
number of disputes. The Scottish kings maintained that Alston lay within the
Franchise of Tynedale in Northumberland, which they held as a feudal tenant from
the king of England. In the thirteenth century Ivo de Veteripont (also known as
Vipont) granted to the prior and canons of Hexham in Northumberland all his
demesne land in Alston, which was confirmed in 1232 A.D. by Henry III and again
by Edward I in 1307 A.D.' In 1296 A.D. John Balliol, king of the Scots, had all
his lands in England taken away, including Alston Moor. They reverted to the
crown. In an inquest after the death of Nicholas de Veteripont in 1315 A.D. it was
found that on his death ‘the capital messuage of Alston, 14 acres of arable land, 100
acres of meadow, 16 tenants at Alston...with 22 shielings at 5s. 2d. yearly rent; also
a water corn mill, a fulling mill, and 3000 acres of pasture in Alston Moor” were all
in his possession.

Alston, however, is more commonly known to historians by its entries in the Pipe
Rolls, under the Carlisle account.'” The silver mines of Alston appear regularly
from the first pipe roll relevant to Cumbria in 1130 A.D., until the Scottish control
of the area was asserted during Stephen’s reign. There are some references by

David I to the mine during this period.'”” Alston was in fact one of the foremost

1% Mannix & Whellan, History, Gazetteer and Directory of Cumberland MANNIX AND WHELLAN
History, Gazetteer, and Directory of Cumberland; a General Survey of the County, and a History of
the Diocese of Carlisle; with Separate Historical, Statistical, and Topigraphical Descriptions of All
Boroughs, Towns, Parishes, Chapelries, Townships,&c. (Beverley, 1847)

195 Calendar of the charter rolls Preserved in the Public Record Office, Vol. 3, 1300-1326 (6 vols;
London, 1903-1927) 33 Edward I, No. 20 & 34 Edward I, No. 13; J. Raine, ed., The Priory of
Hexham, its Chroniclers, Endowments, and Annals, Vol. I, Publications of the Surtees Society Vol.
XLIV (Durham, 1864), p. Ixxxvi.

1% pipe Roll Society, The Great Roll of the Pipe, Original Series Vols. 1, 2, 4-9, 11-13, 15, 16, 18,
19, 21, 22, 25-34, 36-38 (London, 1884-1925) & New series Vols. 1-14, 16, 17; London, 1925-
1936); F.H.M. Parker ed., The Pipe Rolls of Cumberland and Westmorland 1222-1260, CWAAS
Extra Series Vol. XII (Kendal, 1905)

"7 G.W.S. Barrow, The Acts of Malcolm 1V, King of Scots, 1153-1165 (Edinburgh, 1960), pp. 111-
12 and nos. 39-40.
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silver mines in contemporary Europe.'® The mines were probably discovered circa
1125 A.D. and reached the peak of their production between 1133 A.D. and 1157
A.D.'® The silver mines of the north, at Alston and Durhain, were extremely
lucrative for the crown during the Middle Ages. Claughton estimates that the ‘mine
of Carlisle’ (Alston) produced approximately 59,000 ounces of silver a year during
the peak production years between the 1130s and 1140s."'" Blanchard has remarked
upon the coincidence of David I's interest in Carlisle and the discovery and
development of the silver mine at Alston.'"" Carlisle itself benefitted greatly from
the silver mines, ‘a major raison d’étre for the settlement at Carlisle. The
significance of the silver deposits were not just the financial rewards it brought but
the impact it had on the local economy. Carlisle flourished as merchants established
themselves in the city. At a wider scale, trading routes stretching from Carlisle to
Newcastle and north to Edinburgh did increasing business. The significance of the

silver deposits will be considered in Chapter 8.

Carlisle

Carlisle could be equated with the ‘potestas’ of Carlisle awarded to Ranulf le
Meschin by William Rufus, and also identified as Cumberland, the northern half of
Cumbria. This was essentially the baronies of Appleby, Wigton, Allerdale, Gilsland,
Bewcastle, Liddel and Burgh by Sands. These were held initially by Ranulf le

Meschin and subsequently, as each of the previous and subsequent entries in this

'9% 1. Blanchard, ‘Lothian and beyond: the economy of the ‘English empire of David I'*, in R. Brinall

& J. Hatcher, eds. Progress and Problems in Medieval England (Cambridge, 1996), p. 27.

'9%1. Blanchard, ‘Lothian and beyond: the economy of the ‘English empire of David I'*, in R. Brinall
& J. Hatcher, eds. Progress and Problems in Medieval England (Cambridge, 1996), p. 30.

"9 P_ Claughton, ‘Production and economic impact: Northern Pennine (English) silver in the 12th
century’, Proceedings of the 6th International Mining History Congress (Akabira, Japan, 2003), p.
148.

"I, Blanchard, ‘Lothian and beyond: the economy of the ‘English empire of David I’, in R. Brinall
& J. Hatcher, eds. Progress and Problems in Medieval England (Cambridge, 1996), p. 23.
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section show, by men either chosen by him or by Henry I. Perriam and Robinson,
however, are referring in their map of the medieval baronies of Cumbria, to Carlisle
city and the three small baronies which surrounded it, Linstock, Levington and
Scaleby. On le Meschin’s rise to the earldom of Chester his lands returned to the
crown. Henry I reserved Carlisle (the city) and the Forest of Inglewood for the
crown.''? We know, from Symeon of Durham, that Henry I ordered the city to be
fortified with a castle and towers.'" It has proved difficult to identify exactly what
work was undertaken for Henry I, possibly only work on the city walls. The earliest
extant Pipe Roll, dating to 1130-31 A.D., the thirty-first year of the reign of Henry
I, makes two mentions of payments for the city wall, but nothing regarding other
building works, let alone a stone castle, to replace or reinforce the earthwork

erected by William Rufus in 1092 A.D.'"* Carlisle was administered for the crown
by successive sheriffs, as the Pipe Rolls attest. A writ of Henry III, dating to circa
1221 A.D, reinforced this position, that the citizens of Carlisle held the city from the
sheriff of Cumberland and henceforth would hold by seisin (essentially possession
by freehold).'” It is known that by 1292 A.D. the citizens were in complete
possession of the city. In this year Edward I issued a Quo Warranio against the
‘Maiorem et Communitatem Karleoli’.''® This was a requirement to produce
evidence regarding how the land was held, and was an attempt by Edward I to

regain some of the land lost to the crown, particularly during the reign of Henry III.

Due to the variety of usages for ‘Carlisle’, for the purposes of this work, reference

"2 DR. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval fortified buildings of Cumbria : an illustrated
gazetteer and research guide, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998), p. 68.

" Symeon of Durham, Historia Regum, T. Amold, ed., vol. IT (London, 1885), p. 267.

""“'J. Hunter (ed.), The Pipe Roll of 31 Henry I, Michaelmas 1130 (Commissioners on the Public
Records of the Kingdom, 1833) (HMSO, London, 1929)

"5 R.S. Ferguson (ed), The Royal Charters of the City of Carlisle, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 10
(Carlisle, 1894) p. xvi, xvii, 1.

"® R.S. Ferguson (ed), The Royal Charters of the City of Carlisle, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 10
(Carlisle, 1894) p. 4.
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to Carlisle will be clarified by addition of the label castle, cathedral, city or other

relevant designation.

Linstock

The barony of Linstock was held initially by Walter the Chaplain, as a grant from
Henry I. Walter the Chaplain joined the priory of Carlisle, and brought with him the
tenure of this barony, thus transferring it to the priory, circa 1120-2 A.D. From 1219

A.D. the barony was held by the bishop of Carlisle.'"’

Scaleby

Scaleby and Kirklinton (Levington) were the two manors which made up the barony
of Levington. Scaleby was granted by Henry I to Richard Tylliol, this grant
confirmed by the entry in the 1212 A.D. Testa de Nevill, which notes that Henry [
granted the land to ‘Ricard Ridere’, from whom it passed to his descendant Simon
de Tillol, and by 1212 A.D. was in the hands of Galfridus de Lucy.]18 Perriam and
Robinson note the caput of the manor was Scaleby Castle, which dates to the

fourteenth century.

Levington
As noted above, the manors of Scaleby and Kirklinton initially made up the barony
of Levington. Henry I granted the barony to Richard de Boyvill. The family

subsequently took the surname de Levington. The Testa de Nevill also records the

" Liber Feodorum. The Book of fees commonly called Testa de Nevill, Part  A.D. 1198-1242
(London, 1920), p. 199; D.R. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval fortified buildings of Cumbria :
an illustrated gazetteer and research guide, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998), p. 68.

"8 Liber Feodorum. The Book of fees commonly called Testa de Nevill, Part I A.D. 1198-1242
(London, 1920), p. 199
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descent of this barony from Richard de Boyvill in the time of Henry I to Richard de

Levington in 1212 A.D. Both held it by cornage (originally a tax on cattle).'"’

Liddel

The barony of Liddel was one of the new buffer baronies established along the
Anglo-Scottish border by Ranulf le Meschin, during the reign of Henry 1.'% It was
granted to Turgis Brundis by le Meschin and it then passed into the de Stuteville
family by the early thirteenth century.'?' The castle of Liddel Strength, which will
be discussed more thoroughly in the following chapter, was probably the caput.
Most of the barony lay in what became the Debatable Lands and suffered from
intermittent raiding and warfaré. In 1380 William, earl of Douglas, led an
expedition into the Western March, which reached and desolated Penrith. Lands at
Alstonby in northern Cumberland were ‘totally destroyed by the Scots’ during this
raid. The barony of Liddel, on the Border, was found to be worthless in the

aftermath of the expedition.'?

Bewcastle

The barony of Bewcastle was thought to have been held by Gilles son of Bueth,
along with that of Gilsland. Perriam and Robinson note that it remained in his
successors hands after Hubert de Vallibus was granted Gilsland in 1158 A.D. The

barony had the highlands of the Pennines, the so-called Middle March, as its east

"9 Liber Feodorum. The Book of fees commonly called Testa de Nevill, Part I A.D. 1198-1242
(London, 1920), p. 198

12 Liber Feodorum. The Book of fees commonly called Testa de Nevill, Part I A.D. 1198-1242
(London, 1920), p. 198

I DR. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval fortified buildings of Cumbria : an illustrated
gazetteer and research guide, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998), p. 225

22 H. Summerson, ‘Responses to War. Carlisle and the West March in the later fourteenth century’,
in A. Goodman and A. Tuck, eds., War and Border Societies in the Middle Ages (London, 1992), pp.
155-77; A.J. Macdonald, Border Bloodshed: Scotland and England at War, 1369-1403 (East Linton,
2000), p. 66.



boundary and the border itself to the north. Little evidence survives of this barony
and its tenure. Linguistically early historians enthusiastically accepted the theory
that that the name of the barony derived from the Bueth or Buethbarn which held
Gilsland, followed by his son, the aforementioned ‘Gille’. Others, including the
Place-Name Society, insist Bewcastle is a corruption of bothy (a temporary
building) and caster (a Roman fort).'"” Certainly this appears the more logical
interpretation of the name, but local legend has proved to be enduring, and it is the
favoured tale told in the majority of guide books and general histories of the area.'**
The stone castle at Bewcastle is of the late thirteenth and early fourteenth century,
although tradition has it that William Rufus built a motte castle on the site first. This
does not tie in with the area being under the control of Bueth, a native lord, who
would not let William le Meschin take ownership here. The barony passed to
Buethbarn, son of Gilles, on his death, and was retained when Gilsland was granted
to Hubert de Vallibus circa 1158 A.D. The Lanercost Cartulary records a charter
from Buethbarn, granting the church of Nether Denton to the priory of Lanercost. It

is followed by a confirmation of this grant by Robert, son of Buethbarn.

Burgh by Sands
Ranulf le Meschin created the barony of Burgh by Sands as a defensive measure to
defend or bolster the border. It is located, as Figure 3.5 shows, along a stretch of the

Solway coast and to the southwest of Carlisle, thus defending the sea approach from

' D.R. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval fortified buildings of Cumbria : an illustrated
gazetteer and research guide, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998), p. 43; Mannix &
Whellan, ‘Bewcastle Parish’, History, Gazetteer and Directory of Cumberland (1847);A.M.
Armstrong, A. Mawer, F.M. Stenton & B. Dickinson, The Place-Names of Cumberland, Part 1
(Cambridge, 1952), pp. 60-61.

124 1. A. Nettleton, Cumbria (1996); J. Cope, Castles in Cumbria (Milnthorpe, 1991); M. Salter, The
Castles and Tower Houses of Cumbria (Malvern, 1998); J. Wyatt, Cumbria. The Lake District and
its County (2004)
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Scoﬁish attack. Le Meschin enfeoffed it to Robert de Trivers, who Sanders states
subsequently married the sister of le Meschin.'”® The Register of the Priory of
Wetheral records his heir, Ybira (Ibria/Ebria) married to Ranulph Engaine. The
grant is a confirmation by their grandson, Simon de Morville, of half a carucate of
land in Croglin to the monks of Wetheral.'*® The barony descended from the
Engaine family, into the de Morville family by the marriage of Ada, daughter of
Ibria and Ranulph Engaine, and sister to William who died circa 1158 A.D, to
Simon de Morville."*” On Simon de Morville’s death, Ada remarried, this time to
Robert de Vallibus of Gilsland, but the barony went to her son from her first
marriage, Hugh, who had married Helewise, daughter of Robert de Stuteville,
widow of William II de Lancaster of Kendal.'”® On Hugh’s death circa 1202 A.D.
his heiresses split the barony with half going to de Multon family, who by circa
1270 A.D. inherited the other half, thus reuniting the barony.m As these marriages
show, the barony of Burgh by Sands became affiliated with Gilsland and Kendal.
By the time of Thomas de Multon III circa 1272 A.D. Burgh by Sands was also

connected with Irthington.

Orton
The map in Figure 3.5 also shows Orton, within the borders of the barony of Burgh

by Sands, however, it actually belonged to the barony of Levington. Its descent

125 1.1. Sanders, English Baronies: A Study of their Origin and Descent 1086-1327 (Oxford, 1960) p.
23; J.E. Prescott (ed), ‘Distributio Cumberlandiae ad Conquestum Angliae’, The Register of the
Priory of Wetheral, CWAAS Record Series Vol. I (London, 1887) p. 385.

126 JE. Prescott (ed), The Register of the Priory of Wetheral, CWAAS Record Series Vol. I (London,
1897) Document 101, p. 186.

"7 1.1. Sanders, English Baronies: A Study of their Origin and Descent 1086-1327 (Oxford, 1960) p.
24; The Great Roll of the Pipe for the fifth year of the reign of king Henry Il, A.D. 1158-9, Pipe Roll
Society (London, 1884) p. 32.

' The Great Roll of the Pipe for the thirteenth year of the reign of king Henry II, A.D. 1158-9, Pipe
Roll Society (London, 1884) p. 32.

¥ Calendar of Inquisitions post mortem and other analogous documents preserved in the Public
Record Office, Vol. I Henry 111 (London, 1898), No. 106, 738, 753 & 811.
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therefore can be equated to that of Levington. There is a mention circa 1301 A.D. in
the Quo Warranto Roll of a John de Orton who had failed to prove his right of free
warren in 1300 A.D, due to the loss of his charter when the town at Orton was burnt
by the Scots.”*® Beyond this, little mention is made of Orton, other than its

association with Levington.

Language: Place-Names and People

Cumbric is the name given to the distinctive form of Celtic spoken in the Brythonic
held areas of Cumbria, parts of Northumbria and southern parts of the kingdom of
Scotland, possibly even also in the Yorkshire Dales. This was the kingdom of
Strathclyde.' Cumbric is believed to have developed from the Welsh language.
probably after the northwest region (Cumbria, Lancashire and Cheshire) was
severed from Welsh speaking areas circa 616 A.D. after the battle of Chester.'?
Broun has noted that irrespective of the demise of the independent kingdom of
Strathclyde circa 1018 A.D. and the territory’s subsequent conquest by the Scots,
the Cumbric language may have survived into the twelfth century. Broun also notes
there ‘is not sufficient data to examine how far Cumbric, the regional version of the
Brythonic language, was still being spoken ¢.1100 and c.1200°."

It must be noted that there are great difficulties in identifying Cumbric and tracing
its development. Place-names and personal names are the key sources of evidence in

existence for the Cumbric language. It must also be remembered that Cumbria had

B Placita de quo warranto temporibus Edw. 1. 1. & III: In curia recepte scaccarij Westm.
Asservata, W. lllingworth, ed., No. 56 (London, 1818), 29 Edward 1.

' D. Broun, ‘The Welsh identity of the kingdom of Strathclyde, ¢.900-c.1200°, Innes Review, 85
(2004), p. 112.

132 K. Jackson, ‘Angles and Britons in Northumbria and Cumbria’, Angles and Britons, O’Donnell
Lectures (Cardiff), p. 64.

133D, Broun, ‘The Welsh identity of the kingdom of Strathclyde, ¢.900-c.1200°, /nnes Review, 85
(2004), p. 117.
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strong Scottish, Irish and Scandinavian influences at this same time, the late tenth
century. It is to be expected that Scottish, Irish and Scandinavian inhabitants of
Cumbria would have intermingled. This would have impacted upon the respective
languages, resulting in loan words being incorporated into the vernacular.”** Some
Cumbric words that can be recognised are ystrad, as in strath to be found in
Strathclyde, or pen and rydd meaning hill and red respectively, as can be seen in
Penrith. This can also be seen in Pendragon, the castle located in the Mallerstang
Valley of Westmorland. Jackson has identified ‘Cumwhinton’ as possible
placename evidence of the Cumbric language, in use, in the eleventh century. The
Cumbric and Welsh word cwm meaning valley is clearly discernable within the
placename, as is the Norman name Quintin.135 Kendal, Cockermouth, Pendragon
and Irthington are the only place-names in Cumbria, related to the castles of interest
in this thesis which have words derived from Cumbric within their names.

The people of the area were also referred to by a distinctive term, a collective noun.
The first reference to the ‘Cumbri’ as a race of people was possibly in 875 A.D. by
Ethelwerd."*® He used the term not to signify a geographical territory but rather a
race of people, who the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle and John of Worcester called those
from the Strathclyde area."’

The importance of the topography can also clearly be seen in the place-names of

Cumbria. Winchester notes “Westmorland, ‘the district of those living west of the

moors’; Allerdale, Kendal, Lonsdale, the valleys of the Ellen, Kent and Lune

3% For full discussions of the Cumbric language see K. H. Jackson, Language and History in Early
Britain (Edinburgh, 1953)

133 K. Jackson, ‘Angles and Britons in Northumbria and Cumbria’, Angles and Britons, O’Donnell
Lectures (Cardiff), p. 82.

3¢ Y. Petrie (ed), Monumenta Historica Britannica (1848) p- 515

7 D. Whitelock (ed.), ‘The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle’ in English Historical Documents, ¢.500-1042
(1955) Entry for 875A.D.; The Chronicle of John of Worcester, vol. 11 The Annals from 450 to 1066,
R.R. Darlington & P. McGurk, eds., (Oxford, 1995), p. 398-9, ‘Magnificus rex Anglorum
Eadmundus terram Cumbrorum depopulatus est..” / “The glorious King Edmund laid waste the land
of the Cumbrians..’.
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respectively” as places with very obvious links to the surrounding terrain."** The
river Kent is of British or Cumbric origin. In the place-names Cockermouth and
Irthington, the ‘cocker’ and the ‘irthing’ the names given to the rivers are also of
British origin, however the mouth or mutha of Cockermouth and the ton or fun of
Irthington are Old English. The name Mallerstang, the parish in which Pendragon
Castle is located, may also have derived from the Cumbric language. The ‘Maller’
portion of the name is similar to the Welsh and Cumbric moelfre meaning bare hill.
The ‘stang’ 1s an Old Norse word meaning pole or boundary marker."*” Place-names
are integral to identifying the influences on a society and there can be no doubt that
the environment played a large role in shaping medieval Cumbria. Whether
divisions were man-made or natural they have stood the test of time and can help in
recreating the Cumbrian landscape. They will be referred to in more detail as and
when they are mentioned in the subsequent text.

The endurance of Norse and old English words and names can be seen, especially in
towns and villages across Cumbria. Aikton refers to an ‘oak tree farm or settlement’
in Norse eik and Old English run, whilst Seaton to a ‘sea-side farm or settlement’ in
Old English sae and fun. The impact of the Vikings on Cumbria can be gauged from
the impact their language had on the area. The often used word for a hill or
mountain, fell, is derived from the Norse fjall. A stream is called a beck, possibly
from the Norse bekkr, a dale is the word often used for a valley, from the Norse
dalr, tamn is a lake from the Norse fjorn, and shieling from the Norse seerr.'*"

Overall, the Norse, Old English and Celtic languages greatly impacted upon

% AJ.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987) p.16.

139 A M. Armstrong, A. Mawer, F.M. Stenton, & B. Dickinson, The Place-Names of Cumberland, 3
Vols (Cambridge, 1950-52); A.H. Smith, English Place-Name Society Vol. XLII The Place-Names of
Westmorland Part I (Cambridge, 1967)

140 A M. Armstrong, A. Mawer, F.M. Stenton & B. Dickinson, The Place-Names of Cumberland,
Part 1 (Cambridge, 1952), pp. xviii, xliv, 118-9, 319.
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Cumbrian life, appearing in the names of rivers, mountains, valleys, towns, villages
and regions.

Cumbria, in the Middle Ages, can be defined and identified by a number of different
criteria. For the purposes of this thesis, the most dominant are the feudal divisions
(the baronies) in which the castles were situated, and the border delineations, over
which so much of the political and military wrangling of the period took place.
Geographically, and in terms of its own internal topography, medieval Cumbria was
distinct from most of the rest of England. This in turn played a role in the siting and
building of castles and towns. Strategic building of castles at crossing points and
trade routes reflected both the generic policies of Norman castle building, as well as
the physical reality of the region they were based in. Internal divisions of the
diocese of Carlisle, at the level of rural deanery and parish acted, as in the rest of the
country, to extend ecclesiastical control to the lowest strata of society and to enable
a truly bureaucratic administration of the people and the land under church control.
Linguistically and culturally medieval Cumbria bore the mark of the centuries
which came before, pérticularly the Viking and Celtic influences, so visible in the
toponymy of the area, and in the countless crosses and archaeological remains
which to this day bear witness to their occupancy.

Whilst these occurred before the stage in history with which this thesis is directly
concerned with, the overriding hypothesis, that landscapes interact with and overlie
each other, can clearly be seen in this region, Cumbria.

The system of Norman land tenure, in a number of notable cases, for example
Allerdale, was apparently inherited from the pre-conquest era. The remains of the
Roman occupation served in many cases as the actual building blocks of the new

Norman society in Cumbria. The topography certainly had not changed dramatically
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between 1066 A.D. and 1250 A.D, and the linguistic inheritance of the Vikings as
well as those from Celtic influences, continued and mixed with the new Anglo-
Norman contribution. The region, therefore, was distinct in many ways, and can be

defined under any of these characterizations.
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Chapter 4
Castles and the Physical Landscape

The physical landscape under discussion encompasses both the natural and the artificial
(manmade) elements present in the castle and in medieval Cumbria during the period
under consideration (1066-1250 A.D.). These two éspects are assessed from the point
of view of their relationship with the castle. The impact the physical landscape had on
the siting of the castle will be looked at. The changes brought about in the physical
landscape are also of interest, in particular with regard to resources used in the building
of the castle. Internally, the layout of the castles themselves is of interest, especially if
the layout was dictated by the natural topography of the site.

During the Middle Ages, however, these elements combined to make Cumberland,
Westmorland and Lancashire North of Sands uninviting. The topography and geology
forced settlement to the periphery of the area, the climate was considered inhospitable
and its position on the border made it a dangerous place to live. It was, according to
Winchester, ‘poor and remote,” neither of which was going to attract a sizeable
population.' Yet, despite these shortcomings there were new settlers in Cumbria in the
tenth and eleventh centuries. Scandinavians settled widely during this period, whilst
William Rufus ordered colonists to Carlisle in 1092 A.D: “In this year the king went
north to Carlisle with great levies, and restored the town, and built the castle. He drove
out Dolfin who had formerly ruled that district, and garrisoned the castle with his men.

Thereafter he returned hither southwards, sending very many peasants thither with their

" A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987) p.2
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wives and live-stock to settle there and till the soil”.? In resettling Carlisle Rufus was
not seeking solely to increase the population. The new settlers were southerners.
Introducing them into Carlisle diluted the local population with whom Rufus had had a
problem. Loyal southern peasants would hopefully not object to Anglo-Norman rule or
be involved in local affairs, giving Rufus a solid basis from which to build his authority
in the region.

Looking at the history of the area it becomes apparent that the natural landscape played
a vital role in the development of the region, dictating where settlement could occur,
and indeed placing constrictions on the artificial landscape. The artificial landscape
embraces everything manmade. Castles, churches, settlements and roads all fall under
this heading, as do those industries and activities which use the natural world as a
resource (that can be exploited for use in the artificial). This interaction of the natural
and artificial, the abuse of one for the creation and development of the other, is
representative of man’s dealings with nature throughout the world. Anything, therefore,
that was not naturally created but required a role to be played by man is part of the
artificial landscape, as is man himself.

The aspect of the natural landscape of most interest to this work is the method by which
it was changed by the artificial world of the castle, of settlement and the church to suit
the demands of medieval society in Cumbria. In this way the natural landscape was clay
to be moulded by the eleventh-, twelfth- and thirteenth-century occupants of the region.
Just as earlier settlers (pre-historic, Roman and Early Christian) had left their mark,

visible still in the medieval era, and indeed even today, so too did medieval

G.N. Garmonsway (trans & ed.), The Anglo- Saxon Chronicle (London, 1972) Version ‘E’, Entry 1092
p.227
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development change the landscape, adapting it to their needs and developing their
society within the constraints of the topography.

Issues of interest when looking at the role of the castle in the physical landscape include
the siting of the castle, its layout and form, its role in the community (whether that was
military, political, or economic) and its use of the natural resources. By looking at these
topics the interaction of natural and artificial will become clear, as will their impact
upon each other.

Before the castles are classified and identified, the methodology that is used to assess
them in the landscape must also be considered. The respective fields of landscape
history and castle studies have dominated inquiry into castles in the landscape over the
last fifty years. Together these fields have identified many of the key questions and

arguments associated with understanding the castle in the context of the landscape.

Landscape history

An introduction to the origins of landscape history has already been given in chapter
one.’ This introduction cited William Hoskins and Maurice Beresford as the forefathers
of modern landscape history. Hoskins wrote The Making of the English Landscape
because ‘despite the multitude of books about English landscape and scenery, and the
flood of topographical books in general, there is not one book which deals with the
historical evolution of the landscape as we know it’.* His work and that of Beresford

created a new approach to viewing the past, and placed it in the context of an ever

¥ See Chapter 1 p. 4-5
* W.G. Hoskins, The Making of the English Landscape (London, 1981), p. 11.
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changing and ever developing landscape. In the past fifty years landscape history has
progressed greatly.

From the beginnings of research into deserted medieval villages and moated sites in the
1950s and 70s, settlement history has embraced the landscape approach as the
investigations at Wharram Percy and Shapwick have shown.’ Creighton noted that
Hoskins had a mere nine sentences on the castle in the landscape in 1955, yet today it is
one of the fastest growing areas of landscape history and Creighton himself has
managed a 270-page work on the topic.® Numerous historiographical surveys of
landscape history have recently elucidated comprehensively the work of assorted
landscape historians and archaeologists, to the point that there is little more that can or
need be said.” Austin, Higham, Barker, Drage, Creighton and Liddiard have between
them begun the work of examining the castle through landscape history.® Monasteries
and ecclesiastical institutions have been addressed by Waites, Aston and Morris.’

The town has been investigated as a landscape feature by Aston and Bond, Beresford,

Platt, Schofield and Vince, and Slater.'” Cumbria itself has also been looked at by

* See Chapter 1 p. 6

® O.H. Creighton, Castles and Landscapes (London, 2004), p. 5.

7 O.H. Creighton, Castles and Landscapes (London, 2004) p. 5 & O.H. Creighton & R.A. Higham,
‘Castle Studies and the ‘Landscape’ Agenda’, Landscape History. Journal of the Society for Landscape
Studies Vol. 26 (2004), pp. 5-18.

¥ D. Austin, ‘The castle and the landscape’, Landscape History Vol. 6 (1984), pp.70-81; P.A. Barker &
R.A. Higham, Hen Domen Montgomery: A Timber Castle on the Welsh Border (1982); C. Drage, ‘Urban
Castles’ in J. Schofield and R. Leech, eds., Urban Archaeology in Britain. CBA Research Report (1987)
p-117-32; O.H. Creighton, Castles and landscapes (London, 2004); R. Liddiard, Castles in Context.
Power, Symbolism and Landscape, 1066-1500 (2005)

° B. Waites, Monasteries and Landscapes in North-East England (1997); M. Aston, Monasteries in the
Landscape (2002); R. Morris, Churches in the Landscape (1989)

'“ M. Aston & J. Bond, The Landscape of Towns (1976); M.W. Beresford, New Towns of the Middle
Ages (London, 1967); C. Platt, The English Medieval Town (1976); J. Schofield & A. Vince, Medieval
towns : the archaeology of British towns in their European setting (2003); T.R. Slater, ‘Understanding
the landscape of towns’ in D. Hooke (ed) Landscape, the Richest Historical Record Society for
Landscape Studies Supplementary Series No. 1, pp. 97-108.
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Winchester and the county appears in Kapelle’s study of the north."' As the works and
approaches adopted by these authors implies, the scope of landscape history has
developed significantly, particularly in the last twenty-five years. Individual features
are widely assessed in their landscape context, but, instead of alienating the concept and
practice of landscape history as a tool for surveying wider communities or
environments, it can enhance such undertakings. Matthew Johnson, in his work Ideas of
Landscape, has noted the disparate approaches utilised by those involved in the field of
landscape studies. He points out English landscape study focuses on both empirical and
practical approaches unlike the other more theoretical methodologies utilised by North
American landscape historians and archaeologists. Johnson identified the approach of
archaeologist Mick Aston as typical of this English, practical methodology, a so-called
‘real world” or ‘muddy boots’ approach.'” Johnson seeks not to criticise respective
approaches but to understand why they follow a particular methodology. In discussing
the historiography of landscape history, Johnson cites the formative influences of the
Romantic Movement, New Archaeology and anthropology in the development of
landscape studies. He also notes the important legacies of William Hoskins and even
William Wordsworth to the field. Ultimately, Johnson suggests that theory and practice
need to be mixed to achieve a truly comprehensive landscape study and without
‘lapsing into a disabling relativism’."

The theory of landscape history has developed from the time of Hoskins to the present

day. Hoskins expounded fieldwork in towns and the countryside as the primary method

""A.J.L. Winchester, Landscape and Society in Medieval Cumbria (Edinburgh, 1987); W. Kapelle, The
Norman conquest of the North : the region and its transformation, 1000-1135 (London, 1979)

'> M. Johnson, Ideas of Landscape (Oxford, 2007), p. 2.

'3 M. Johnson, Ideas of Landscape (Oxford, 2007), p. 202.
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of understanding the landscape. He noted that the first step in any investigation was an
examination of the documentary evidence, in particular those records which contained
information of a topographical nature.'* Inquisitions, extents and perambulations can be
considered such sources. Rippon laid out a theory of landscape history, by utilising case
studies. He set out the case for landscape history analysis, or what he termed historic
landscape characterisation, in five steps. These steps also served as ‘a means of
integrating a wide range of source material in order to understand the processes of
landscape change’.'> Rippon notes that landscape history is ‘past-oriented research into
the origins and development of our countryside’ and puts forth the case for using his
steps to understand how ‘the present countryside came into being’.'® The five steps are
to use the historic landscape as a source itself and as a means of integrating other
evidence, inclusivity, period and focus, scale and finally, understanding process from
form. An interdisciplinary approach to looking at the ‘physical fabric of the historic
landscape itself’, according to Rippon, is key to the first step in any analysis of the
landscape. Inclusivity means that analysis is applied ‘evenly and systematically to
every part of a pre-determined study area of whatever size’. The third step, period and
focus, is where Rippon advocates beginning with the present landscape and working
backwards. Ultilising mapping technology to identify and overlay all historic

characteristics of a landscape can help in assessing the scale of that landscape. Finally,

Rippon notes that the morphology of a site can be useful in identifying its origins."’

" W.G. Hoskins, Fieldwork in Local History (London, 1969), p. 48.

'*'S. Rippon, Historic Landscape Analysis: Deciphering the Countryside (York, 2004), p. 3

' S. Rippon, Historic Landscape Analysis: Deciphering the Countryside (York, 2004), p. 4
3L

'"'S. Rippon, Historic Landscape Analysis: Deciphering the Countryside (York, 2004), p. 3-4,
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There are, however, many variations in approaches taken to landscape history. As
Rippon has noted ‘there is not, nor should there be, just one technique’ for analysing

the historic landscape, which itself ‘varies so dramatically’."®

Castle studies

The study of castles, in the modern age, has been characterized by specific trends and
never ending, interminable debates. One incessant argument is that of the origin of the
castle in England. The work of Armitage and Round in disproving Thompson’s earlier
thesis of pre-conquest origins for motte castles can be seen as a turning point in castle
studies. The eighty years that followed saw the military interpretation of castles and
castle development hold sway. The works of Oman, Toy, Taylor, Brown and Cathcart
King, to name but a few, all propagated and investigated this perspective of the castle.'’
This is not to say that castle studies were stagnant over this period. New insights and
methodologies did appear and develop, but it was not until the 1990s that any serious
diversion from the militaristic approach was to take hold. Challenging voices within the
mainstream did appear. Coulson published ‘Structural Symbolism in Medieval Castle
Architecture’ in the Journal of the British Archaeological Association in 1973. In the
article Coulson proposed that there was symbolic meaning in castle architecture. This
marked the emergence of alternative methods of interpreting the castle. Similarly,
David Austin’s article ‘The Castle and the Landscape’ in Landscape History in 1984

marked the commencement of a new trend in castle studies. Austin stressed the

'8 S. Rippon, Historic Landscape Analysis: Deciphering the Countryside (York, 2004), p. 5, 143.
' C. Oman, Castles (London, 1926); S. Toy, The Castles of Great Britain (London, 1953) & A History of
Fortification from 3000 BC to AD 1700 (London, 1955); H. Colvin, R.A. Brown, & A. Taylor, A History
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importance of viewing the castle as contemporary people saw it. He noted that the
castle was viewed differently by the peasant in the field than by the lord of the manor.
Austin, therefore, advocated looking at ‘the reality and the abstraction’ of the castle.?’
He meant it had both symbolic and practical functions which needed to be considered
to understand fully the castle in the landscape. Austin also noted the importance of
looking at the castle as part of a greater landscape or community and not just as an
isolated feature in the landscape.”’ Austin envisioned ‘integrated research’ involving
‘scholars from across many disciplines’ for the future of research into castles.”> The
theory and processes of landscape history were uniquely suitable when considering the
castle, through a wider approach.

Works by Higham and Barker, Pounds, Kenyon and McNeill embraced the new
‘revisionist” movement.”® These studies and more adopted new ways of interpreting the
castle. Social, political and cultural approaches to castles are now common, so that the
‘revisionist’ trend has become conventional. Creighton, Liddiard and Johnson are
among the most recent advocates of castle research within a wider landscape.”* The

lessons of Armitage and Round have been well learned and, whilst they still have their

of the King's Works, 3 vols. (London, 1963); R.A. Brown, English Castles (London, 1976); D.J. Cathcart
King, Castellarium Anglicanum, 2 vols. (London, 1983).

** D. Austin, ‘The Castle and the Landscape: annual lecture to the Society for landscape Studies, May
1984°, Landscape History Vol. 6 (1984), p. 71.

' D. Austin, ‘The Castle and the Landscape: annual lecture to the Society for landscape Studies, May
1984°, Landscape History Vol. 6 (1984), p. 72.

2 D. Austin, ‘The Castle and the Landscape: annual lecture to the Society for landscape Studies, May
1984°, Landscape History Vol. 6 (1984), p. 77.

2 C. Coulson, ‘Structural Symbolism in Medieval Castle Architecture’, Journal of the British
Archaeological Association, 132 (1973) pp.73-90; D. Austin, ‘The Castle and the Landscape’ in
Landscape History, 6, (1984) pp.69-81; R.A. Higham & P.A. Barker, Timber Castles (London, 1992);
N.J.G. Pounds, The Medieval Castle in England and Wales: A Social and Political History (Cambridge,
1990); J.R. Kenyon, Medieval Fortifications (London, 1990); T. McNeill, Castles (London, 1990)

2 OH. Creighton, Castles and landscapes (London, 2004); R. Liddiard, Castles in Context. Power ,
Symbolism and Landscape, 1066-1500 (2005); M. Johnson, Behind the Castle Gate (London, 2002) &
Ideas of Landscape (Oxford, 2007)
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adherents, the revisionists currently hold the sway. Platt, however, launched a scathing
attack on the revisionist movement in 2007.> He accused ‘the followers of Charles
Coulson’ of high jacking castle studies and over stating the symbolic interpretations of
castle functions.*® Platt questioned Coulson’s revisionist article on Bodiam Castle from
1991. He dismissed the symbolic functions Coulson had identified at Bodiam and
argued that militaristic thinking explained the construction of Cooling in Kent, and that
the need for self-defence had resulted in the crenellation of Wardour in Wiltshire and
Donnington in Berkshire in 1393 A.D. and 1386 A.D. respectively.”’ Liddiard and
Creighton responded to Platt’s attack in 2008.%* They suggested that Platt was seeking
to reopen ‘yesterday’s battle’ of war or status.”’ Creighton and Liddiard noted that
revisionists did not claim that castles lacked a military function. They noted that the
military and symbolic functions of castles were not incompatible and that current castle
studies should be focusing not on this argument, but on the development of critical
theory and interdisciplinary research.’’ The caricature of revisionist thinking which
Platt discussed does not, in the opinion of Creighton or Liddiard, reflect current trends
in castle studies, but simply rehashes an old argument. They suggest a refocusing of
archaeological excavation to less high status sites and a consideration of castles in

contested landscapes.31

e Platt, ‘Revisionism in Castle Studies: A Caution’, Medieval Archaeology, 51, pp. 83-102.

26 C. Platt, ‘Revisionism in Castle Studies: A Caution’, Medieval Archaeology, 51, p. 84.

27 C. Platt, ‘Revisionism in Castle Studies: A Caution’, Medieval Archaeology, 51, pp. 94-5.

** O.H. Creighton & R. Liddiard, ‘Fighting yesterday’s battle: beyond war or status in castle studies’,
Medieval Archaeology, 52, pp. 161-9.

* O.H. Creighton & R. Liddiard, ‘Fighting yesterday’s battle: beyond war or status in castle studies’,
Medieval Archaeology, 52, pp. 161.

** O.H. Creighton & R. Liddiard, ‘Fighting yesterday’s battle: beyond war or status in castle studies’,
Medieval Archaeology, 52, pp. 161.

' O.H. Creighton & R. Liddiard, ‘Fighting yesterday’s battle: beyond war or status in castle studies’,
Medieval Archaeology, 52, pp. 165-7.
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Classification of castle sites

In order to understand fully the castle and its landscape it is necessary to place the
relevant sites within their contemporary landscape, not in the modern administrative
divisions used by the National Monuments Record (NMR) and Historic Environment
Record (HER). The sites they have recorded are placed within the modern framework
of post-1974 Cumbria (as they are in this work), and subsequently within six council
districts (Allerdale, Barrow, Carlisle, Copeland, Eden and South Lakeland). This is
necessary for their approach, fo identify all historic sites not just those of the Middle
Ages, and to present them as an aspect of the modern world. Modern divisions reflect
the current needs of administration and government but medieval ones reflect the same
needs as experienced by the castles and their owners. In the case of this thesis, the sites
under discussion will be considered within the contemporary landscapes of when they
were built, specifically those described in Chapter 2. The castle is, therefore, placed
within the correct contextual landscape to understand the role it played in medieval
society and to view it’s interactions with the institutions of the day.

The classifications of sites into specific site forms are in line with those used by the
NMR and HER. The following castle site types are utilized for the purposes of
classification: motte, motte and bailey, ringwork, keep, castle, pele tower, and tower
house. These seven classifications represent the majority of site types extant in the
period 1066-1250 A.D. Variations and overlapping details will be indicated in specific

cases.
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National Monument Record

Out of 285 defensive medieval sites recorded by the National Monument Record
(henceforth, the NMR) for Cumbria only twenty-four can be securely placed within the
period 1066-1250 AD.>* A further thirty-six are categorised as medieval in date but no
further information is given and little investigation has been undertaken (consultation of
the HER, Curwen, Perriam and Robinson, Pevsner, and Salter reduces these to twenty-
one possible medieval sites), twenty are ecclesiastical in nature (towers on churches,
defensive rectories, and abbey gatehouses), ten of which date to the period 1066-1250
A.D.), nineteen are repeated entries or specific features of other entries and 186 are not
relevant to this discussion as they date conclusively to a later medieval period.

Figure 4.1: Table One indicates the number of sites located in Cumbria whose
foundation falls conclusively into the period 1066-1250 A.D. and those which are
definitely medieval in date but need to be excavated and thoroughly investigated before
a specific date can be assigned. They are included only to illustrate the depth of work
yet to be undertaken. It should also be noted that in this table a number of sites fall
under more than one category. For 1066-1250 A.D. these are specifically Caernarvon,
under both motte and castle, Brough under motte and bailey, keep and castle, Egremont
under both motte and bailey and castle, Appleby under motte and bailey, keep and
castle,*® Moat Hill Aldingham under both motte and bailey and ringwork, Burgh Manor
House under both motte and bailey and pele tower, Cockermouth under both motte and
bailey and castle, Liddel Strength under motte and bailey and ringwork, Kendal under

ringwork, keep and castle. Finally, Carlisle is under keep and castle (the earthwork

32 See Chapter 2 p. 45 for a discussion of the NMR.
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phase has left no trace. A ringwork or motte and bailey, or both, are the likeliest forms).
For the medieval section Hayton Castle Hill is under both motte and ringwork and
Castle Hill Beetham is under both motte and ringwork. The reason for including these
sites under multiple form classifications is two fold. Firstly, they echo both the NMR
and HER entries whose taxonomy is exhaustive and secondly it illustrates the point that
these sites did not just take one form, they changed with their environment over the

course of their existence.

Historic Environment Record

The Historic Environment Record (HER) for Cumbria records sites by specific
monument types. These monument types are those identified by English Heritage and
the NMR. Although the NMR database also allows general searches (for example
‘defence’ can be a monument type to be searched for) the HER does not. Only specific
types of defensive monuments, such as motte or ringwork, can be searched for. Several
searches using the word ‘medieval’ as the designated time period, and each of the seven
site forms previously identified (motte, motte and bailey, ringwork, keep, castle, pele
tower and tower house) were undertaken. These searches were carried out on site in the
HER headquarters at the Cumbria County Council office in Kendal, with additional
searches occurring online. The Lake District National Park Authority (LDNPA) HER
was also consulted for those sites falling within the boundaries of the Lake District. The
LDNPA HER is searchable in exactly the same way as the Cumbria HER, as it uses the

same format and classification system. Online, the LDNPA HER is searchable via

¥ Clare has suggested it may have been a ringwork, but this has not been taken up by the HER or NMR,
so is not included here. T. Clare, Archaeological Sites of the Lake District (1981) p. 48.
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Archsearch on the Archaeology Data Service website. Archsearch is a metadata search
engine, for archaeological sites and monuments in Britain. There are currently twenty
eight searchable databases available for perusal on the Archsearch site.*

Initial searches of the HER (both for Cumbria and for LDNPA) returned the following
numbers of sites for each of the seven site type classifications: thirty-five mottes (really
twenty-three as twelve of these are the motte and bailey sites which follow), twelve
motte and baileys, four ringworks, four keeps, forty-three castles, sixty-five pele towers
and twenty-eight tower houses. An eighth site form, fortified house, was also included
here. It did not have any pertinent entries in the NMR, however, the HER did return a
number of relevant sites. As with the NMR, some site entries are repeated and occur
under multiple classifications. After those whose origins are conclusively known, and
date to a post 1250 A.D. period, as well as those whose existence is characterised as
weak (natural features, local tradition and wrong site) are removed, Figure 4.2: Table
Two remains.

As in Figure 4.1: Table One the seven classifications of site type in addition to an extra
one, fortified house, are used in Figure 4.2: Table Two, as is the distinction between
those with definite origins in the period 1066-1250 A.D, and those of a more general
medieval date. The following sites appear under multiple classifications (1066-1250
A.D. column). Moat Hill Aldingham is under motte and ringwork. Kirkoswald is under
both motte and castle. Cockermouth is under motte and bailey, castle and fortified
house. Egremont is under motte and bailey, castle and fortified house. Kendal is under

ringwork, castle and fortified house. Carlisle is under keep, castle and fortified house.

** Archaeological Data Service, ‘Archsearch’, http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/search/keyRes.cfm

accessed September 2008.
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Pendragon is under tower house and fortified house and Brougham is under castle and
fortified house. Irthington Motte (The Nook) is the only site classified as medieval,
which occurs under more than one classification, motte, and castle. In total the HER
records twenty-one sites dating to 1066-1250 A.D. and a further twenty-one of
medieval date.

For the purposes of this thesis, focus will be placed on those sites where definite origins
can be established, rather than those given the more general date of ‘medieval’. Whilst,
in time some of those sites classified as medieval may indeed fall into the period 1066-
1250 A.D. currently there is insufficient evidence (either archaeological or
documentary) to warrant their inclusion under a more specific timeframe.

Some conclusions can be reached from looking solely at the two tables. Overall the sum
total of motte and also that of motte and bailey castles in both the NMR and the HER is
relatively similar. Refinement of these numbers can be seen in the HER totals, where
the specific dating of sites has been undertaken to a greater degree than on a national
scale. This is unsurprising, as it is to be expected that the local record office would be
more involved with its local sites, and be able to carry out more extensive desk and
field based research on individual sites, than the NMR, which has an entire country to
cover. Those dated to the medieval period, under the classifications of motte, and motte
and bailey, in both tables, indicate the difficulties for many archaeologists and
researchers in conclusively dating sites. Ringwork entries also suggest a divergence of
opinion, with the NMR assigning several extra sites this classification.

The distinction between ringwork and motte is difficult, particularly if the researcher is

working from the NMR definition, which states that a ringwork is ‘a defensive bank
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and ditch, circular or oval in plan, surrounding one or more buildings’.>> This
definition, whilst correct, is vague, and neglects the central issue in distinguishing a
ringwork from a motte, namely the height of the bank. Broadly speaking a ringwork has
a bank that is half the height of its raised platform. A motte generally has a raised
platform much higher than the surrounding bank.

Difficulties nonetheless do exist in distinguishing motte and bailey castles from
ringworks, the solution often being that sites are classified as both (Studley Old Castle
in Warwickshire, Quince Hill in Bedfordshire, Kingerby Manor in Lincolnshire). or
wrongly identified as a motte and bailey until reassessed (Castle Hill in Brenchley,
Kent). Moat Hill in Aldingham illustrates another common circumstance, where the
first phase of construction was a ringwork, which was then altered into a motte and
bailey. Castle Hill in Burton in Lonsdale, and More Castle in Shropshire, began as
ringwork castles and developed into motte and bailey castles. One alternative option is
the application of the site form ring motte. This is not a preferred option for this author,
nor is it officially recognized by the NMR which does not include it in its monument
thesaurus, but, it is a term which some SMRs and HERs appear to have utilized
(perhaps reflecting the confusion that does exist in defining these sites). Ring motte has
been applied to earthworks in Lowick in Northumberland, Roundbury in Linkinhome,
Cornwall, earthworks in Awre in Gloucestershire, and Taynton Castle in

Gloucestershire.*

<X English Heritage, ‘NMR Monument Type Thesaurus’, http://thesaurus.english-
heritage.org.uk/thesaurus.asp?thes_no=1, accessed 12 September 2008.

% Gee the National Monuments Record, entries for Gloucestershire, Cornwall, Northumberland,
Lancashire, Shropshire and Kent.
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Another area, which gives cause for concern is the classification site type fortified
house. This seems to have been over used in the Cumbria HER, where 135 entries fall
under this category. Included under this heading are Brough, Brougham, Cockermouth,
Egremont, Kendal, Appleby and Carlisle. There appears to be some confusion between
tower houses, fortified houses and keeps. Certainly Cockermouth and Brougham are
enclosure and moated castles respectively. Carlisle, Brough and Appleby have keeps
and those at Egremont and Kendal could also be considered to be keeps. The use of the
term fortified house, defined by the NMR as ‘a house which bears signs of
fortification’, could as easily apply to sites classified as tower houses, bastles or pele
towers, as well as those already mentioned.’’ Clarification and a more exacting
definition would perhaps negate the apparent ease with which this term is bandied
about, at least in the case of Cumbria. The use of the classification term ‘castle’ covers
a variety of types and dates. It is included due to the reliance upon the term which
becomes apparent when searching the NMR and HER databases. Most of the sites are
given additional classifications, but the generic usage of ‘castle’ in both common

parlance and academic circles has guaranteed it a place in the classification system.

Looking at Figure 4.2: Table Two, three out of the twenty three motte (not motte and
bailey) sites have origins in the period 1066-1250 A.D. That is approximately 13% of
all medieval mottes in Cumbria. Of the motte and bailey castles, the origins of seven of
the twelve (58%) recorded on the database have been dated to pre 1250 A.D. Another

four may also possibly belong to this category, but a lack of evidence prevents them

7 English Heritage, ‘NMR Monument Type Thesaurus’, http://thesaurus.english-
heritage.org.uk/thesaurus.asp?thes_no=1 , accessed 12 September 2008
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from conclusively being dated to pre 1250 A.D. Similarly 50% of ringworks, 25% of
keeps, 21% of castles, no pele towers, a tiny 7% of tower houses and just under 7% of
fortified houses which have all been designated medieval in the database have origins
pre 1250 A.D. These figures are according to the HER database, but cannot be taken as
a definitive picture of castle usage or distribution in the relevant period, due to multiple
classifications and as discussed above the large number of sites which have not yet

been thoroughly investigated.



CLASSIFICATION | 1066-1250 A.D. | MEDIEVAL
Motte 5 : 10
Motte & Bailey 10 3

Ringwork 4 4
Keep 4+ 0
Castle 10 2

Pele Tower 1 1

Tower House 3 3

117

Figure 4.1: Table One NMR Classification of Medieval Cumbrian Defensive Sites compiled from

the National Monument Record Database, http://pastscape.english-heritage.org.uk/default.aspx

and on site in NMR Swindon

CLASSIFICATION | 1066-1250 A.D. | MEDIEVAL
Motte 3 8
Motte and Bailey 7 A4
Ringwork 2 0
Keep 1 0
Castle 9 7
Pele Tower 0 0
Tower House 2 1
Fortified House 9 2

Figure 4.2: Table Two HER classification of medieval Cumbrian defensive Sites compiled

from the Historic Environment Record Online, http://www.cumbria.gov.uk/planning-

environment/countryside/historic-environment/HER online.asp and on site in the HER in

Cumbria County Council in Kendal and the Lake District
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The Castle Sites

Using the NMR and the HER (Cumbria and LDNPA) and supplementing findings by
consulting Curwen, Perriam and Robinson and Cathcart King, the following twenty
four sites have been identified as having definite origins within the period 1066-1250
AD*

Appleby Castle, Brough Castle, Brougham Castle, Burgh Manor House, Caernarvon
Castle, Carlisle Castle, Castle Hill Motte in Maryport, Castle Howe Kendal, Castle
How in Castle Sowerby, Catterlen Old Hall, Cockermouth Castle, Egremont, Irthington
Motte (NMR Monument 12769, HER 245), Kendal Castle, Kirkoswald Castle, Liddel
Strength, Tute Hill in Cockermouth, Linstock Castle, Moat Hill in Aldingham,
Pendragon Castle, Piel Castle, Ravenstonedale Motte (NMR Monument 1390209), The
Mote in Brampton, and Whelp Castle.

Of these twenty four sites, Piel Castle, Whelp Castle, Kirkoswald Castle,
Ravenstonedale Motte, and Castle How in Castle Sowerby have only documentary
evidence to link them to the pre-1250 A.D. era. Burgh Manor House is no longer
extant. Evidence for its existence and its dating to the mid thirteenth century stem from
an excavation undertaken by Hogg between 1948 and 1950 under the auspices of the
Cumberland and Westmorland Antiquarian and Archaeological Society.”” Caernarvon
Castle, Castle Hill Motte Maryport, Catterlen Old Hall, Irthington Motte and The Mote

in Brampton are also slight on detail, both archaeological and documentary. As such,

% J.F. Curwen, The Castles and Fortified Towers of Cumberland, Westmorland and Lancashire North of
the Sands, together with a brief Historical Account of Border Warfare, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 13
(Kendal, 1913); D.R. Perriam & J. Robinson, The Medieval fortified buildings of Cumbria: an illustrated
gazetteer and research guide, CWAAS Extra Series Vol. 29 (Kendal, 1998); D.J. Cathcart-King,
Castellarium Anglicanum: An Index and Bibliography of the Castles of England, Wales and the Islands,
2 vols. (London, 1983)
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these eleven sites do not have sufficient information to warrant full explorations of their
" history and archaeology. They will be mentioned in the body of the main text but no
specific case study has been undertaken of them as it would add little if anything to the
study of the medieval castle landscapes of Cumbria. The central, anchoring sites for this
thesis will be Appleby, Brough, Brougham, Carlisle, Castle Howe and Kendal,
Cockermouth and Tute Hill, Egremont, Liddel Strength and to a lesser extent Linstock,
Moat Hill Aldingham and Pendragon (of which little has been investigated or
documented). Tute Hill and Cockermouth Castle, both in Cockermouth will be
investigated together, as will Castle Howe in Kendal and Kendal Castle. Detail on each
site may be found in the Gazetteer or the respective case studies at the end of chapters

five to eight.

Siting & Distribution of Castles

Castle siting is a much debated area of castle research. Traditional theory has always
emphasized the military reasoning (high ground, defensible situation) behind castle
siting, but, this has gradually been challenged.*” The most recent opinions on castle
siting have recognised that castles were built for many different reasons, in differing
locations, and by members of differing strata in society. As Creighton noted, these
factors clearly indicate that, ‘military considerations were only one of many variables

that influenced the decision of where to build a castle’.*’ There were thus no general

% R. Hogg, ‘Excavations at the fortified manor house of Burgh by Sands’, TCIWAAS, New Series Vol. 54
(Kendal, 1954), pp. 105-118.

DG King, Castellarium Anglicanum, Vol. 1 (London, 1983), p. xvii-xviii.

“' O.H. Creighton, Castles and Landscapes: Power, Community and Fortification in Medieval England
(London, 2002), p. 35; R. Liddiard, Castles in Context. Power, Symbolism and Landscape, 1066 to 1500
(Bollington, 2005), pp. 23-26.
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rules governing the choice of site. Each castle was established to meet individual needs,
and reflected both the physical landscape available to the castle architect or builder and
the availability of building materials.

The Scandinavian settlement of Cumbria has been gauged by pollen analysis. This is
the study of the vegetation history of a region, through analysis of pollen grain and
spores.* Oldfield found that by circa 800 A.D. very little woodland actually survived
on the low lands of Cumbria. It was located instead on the hills and in the valleys.
Oldfield also mentions a period of reforestation after the Scandinavian colonisation and
before the population expansion of the twelfth century.” This research indicates
sufficient wood resources for timber defences and castle building in the late eleventh
and into the twelfth century. Cumbria had a number of quarries, an abundant source of
sandstone and slate. The geology of Cumbria, as already discussed, was<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>