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ABSTRACT

The castle has long been regarded as a practical, military architecture, introduced by the
Normans as a tool of feudal control. More recently, castles have been accorded a certain
symbolic significance, expressing military and political power. However, this thesis
argues that the castle was a meaningful architecture in a much more sophisticated sense
than these arguments admit. It discovers complex iconographies of meaning in castle
architecture through examination of castle imagery 1n a wide range of textual and visual
sources, and 1n the architecture of castles themselves.

The Introduction reviews the different approaches which medieval architecture of
different kinds has attracted in modern criticism. An interdisciplinary approach is

advocated, which uses a wide range of sources to build up a composite understanding of
architectural meanings. Chapter 1 problematises accepted definitions of the castle
which, through their rigidity, obscure the castle’s ideological significance. Linguistic
and archaeological arguments are employed to show that the medieval understanding of
the word “castle’ was more flexible than is usually recognised. Subsequent chapters
explore particular implications of this flexible understanding of castle architecture
within its cultural context. Chapter 2 challenges the idea that the castle was necessarily
a private fortification, investigating its use in the construction of civic identity. Chapter
3 discovers affinities between ecclesiastical and castle architecture at practical and
ideological levels, revealing the castle’s role in medieval Biblical interpretation.
Chapter 4 explores the imperial and historical connotations of castles, noting their
frequent association with evidence of the Roman occupation of Britain. These medieval
ideas of the castle present an architecture with important historical, spiritual and civic

symbolisms expressed through a complex architectural iconography. This understanding
underlines the importance not only of the idea of the castle, but of the role of

architecture in linking the material, the intellectual and the aesthetic in medieval
culture.
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“The tumultuous readyng of divers volumes or bookes is also noyous.
Also great or carefull studye is like wise hurtefull, in as much as it is not
without an earnest & greedye desyre’.

The Castel of Memorie, Englished by Willyam Fulwod
(London, 1562), Epilogue.
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0. INTRODUCTION

0.0 PREFACE

The castle had a dominant presence in medieval society, both physically and
ideologically. Controlled by the elite, castles towered over medieval villages and towns
and were sites of judgement and administrative control. However, castles were also
depicted over and over again in the medieval arts as heraldic devices (see illustration 1),

' as ornamental pots,.2 on seals (see illustration 28)

as pastry or paper table decorations,
and as large-scale props in pageants (see illustration 2). They featured figuratively in

sermons,” theological treatises® and religious lyrics’ and in fantastic manuscript
marginalia (see illustration 3), as well as in the more familiar contexts of romance and
chronicle. To a scholar used to modemn disciplinary divisions, these ephemeral,
miniature and symbolic castles may seem to have little to do with stone-and-mortar
fortresses. However, from a wider cultural perspective, a paper castle table decoration
and a lord’s defended residence have something in common. They are both identified as
castles and so express some shared medieval idea of ‘castle-ness’. They participate in a
common category which spans many media and meanings throughout the medieval
period. It is this shared contemporary idea of the castle which I address in this thesis. I

wish to discover what it is that these very different castles have in common.

 The castles of the medieval landscape are, by definition, defensive architectural
forms. They are basically built with military functions in mind. It is from this point of
view that they have most often been approached in modern scholarship. This is,
perhaps, the quintessential idea that the medieval castle communicates. Small-scale
decorative depictions of castles communicate defensive functions just as well as the

full-scale, practical architecture of the medieval castle. Pageant castles are constructed

' See M. Andrew and R. Waldron (ed.), The Poems of the Pear! Manuscript: Pearl, Cleanness, Patience,
Sir Gawain and the Green Knight, (Exeter, 1987, repr.1994), ‘Sir Gawain and the Green Knight’, 1.802,
p.238; ‘Cleanness’, 11.1407-12, p.168; Geoflrey Chaucer, The Riverside Chaucer, ed. L.D. Benson, 3rd
edn (Oxford, 1987, repr.1992), ‘The Parson’s Tale’, 1.443, p.301; R.W. Ackerman, ‘““Pared out of Paper™:
Gawain 802 and Purity 1408°, Journal of English and Germanic Philology 56 (1957): 410-7.

* N.H. Nichols (ed.), Testamenta Vetusta: Being Illustrations from Wills, of Manners, Customs, &c. As
well as of the Descents & Possessions of Many Distinguished Families. From the Reign of Henry the
Second to the Accession of Queen Elizabeth (London, 1826), p.325.

> G.R. Owst, Literature and the Pulpit in Medieval England, 2nd edn (Oxford, 1961), pp.77-83.

*R.D. Comelius, The Figurative Castle: A Study in the Mediaeval Allegory of the Edifice with Especial
Reference to Religious Writings: A Dissertation (Bryn Mawr, PA, 1930).

’ See (?)William of Shoreham, ‘A Song to Mary’, in Medieval English Lyrics: A Critical Anthology, ed.
R.T. Davies, (London, 1966, repr. 1971), 1.57, p.105.



to enable the enactment of mock sieges (see illustration 2), actively imitating the
function of defence. Other depictions of castles also reproduce architectural features
such as arrow-slits and crenellations which cannot actually be used for practical
purposes, but which are descriptive reminders of the defensive function of the castle.
The practical use of these defensive features 1s negligible 1n these representations of
castle architecture. However, the idea of defence 1s communicated just as effectively in
these depictions as it is in the stone-and-mortar castles of the medieval landscape.
Because defence 1s such a practical consideration, rooted 1n engineering,
technology and military strategy, however, it has not often occurred to scholars to treat
it as an idea. It 1s examined as a function of castle architecture and as a practical
consideration of castle architects, but it has only recently begun to be considered as an

abstract concept which can be communicated ideologically. For this reason, the
1deological aspect of castle architecture has been lost to scholarship until recently. But
the many medieval depictions and descriptions of castles have also been excluded from
consideration, because they lack this practical defensive capability.

[ argue 1n this thesis that the castle can be viewed from an ideological
perspective which integrates the structural, visual and textual evidence. In this
endeavour, however, I have had to overcome many methodological and critical
problems associated with the traditional emphasis on defence as the primary attribute of
the medieval castle. I have instead sought different approaches and different ideas
which allow a cross-cultural appreciation of the castle. This seemed a necessary strategy
1n avoiding the fraught subject of defence and military practicalities. However, it has
meant that the 1idea of defence has become only a minor interest in this study.

This may at first look like a grave oversight. However, medieval architecture
provides a venerable precedent for such an approach. Medieval ecclesiastical
architecture has long been understood as a meaningful architecture, which operates at
an ideological as well as a practical level. It is appreciated as the highest physical skill
of its period, but also a vessel for the most important religious ideas and beliefs. Th.e
ultimate idea communicated by such architecture is, naturally enough, religious. It 1s
built to accommodate religious ceremonies and its characteristic features communicate
this religious function to the observer. A spire or a crocketed pinnacle immediately
communicates the idea of religious architecture, even to a modern eye. However,
historians of ecclesiastical architecture generally do not spend long discussing the

simple ideological principle of religion. They engage with the particular nuances of
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theological movements, of stylistic expression and of structural typologies. The concept

that ecclesiastical architecture communicates the 1dea of religion is so basic as to be a
truism. It is so well understood that it 1s not worth stating.

The discussion of castle architecture has not yet reached this exalted state of
ideological discussion. The concept of defence 1s still worth mentioning as the basic
idea which castle architecture communicates. However, while it may be the basis for all
the ideas associated with the medieval castle, 1t does not seem to me a good starting
point to open up discusston on the topic. Like the principle of religion in relation to the
meaning of ecclesiastical architecture, it is too basic to encompass the variations and
subtleties of the 1deology. My discussion of the idea of the castle therefore concentrates
on much more specific themes and ideas, leaving defence to the more traditional castle

scholars. I see no reason why the castle, an architectural form as sophisticated in its
own terms as medieval ecclesiastical architecture, should not be understood as a
meaningful architecture in a similar way. I have therefore set about identifying and

discussing texts, images and ideas which reveal the more complex symbolic and

Ideological connotations of the castle.

Some studies of the castle have already been made with similar intentions in

mind.® For me, however, much of this work has served to highlight the need for a more
comprehensively interdisciplinary approach. For example, the volume The Medieval

Castle: Romance and Reality contains work from an interdisciplinary conference of the

same name held in 1983.” The range of topics and approaches is wide. There is an
empirical study on the cost of castle building.® This jostles alongside more speculative
architectural approaches, one comparing castle and church building around the time of
the Conquest, another considering the castle-like qualities of fortified houses and
monastic granges.” On the literary side there is a comparison of castles in medieval
French literature with French and English castle buildings and a study of Celtic
otherworld motifs in castles of Middle English Arthurian Romance.'” Art History makes

° I mention further examples in the course of the Introduction.

TK. Reyerson and F. Powe (ed.), The Medieval Castle: Romance and Reality (Dubuque, IA, 1984).

°B.S. Bachrach, ‘The Cost of Castle Building: The Case of the Tower at Langeais, 992-994°, ibid., pp.47-
62.

? S. Bonde, “Castle and Church Building at the Time of the Norman Conquest’; M.A. Dean,, ‘Early
Fortified Houses: Defenses and Castle Imagery Between 1275 and 1350 with Evidence from the Southeast
Midlands’; 1bid., pp.79-96; 147-74.

'“'W. van Emden, ‘The Castle in Some Works of Medieval French Literature’; M.A. Whitaker,
‘Otherworld Castles in Middle English Arthurian Romance’; ibid., pp.1-26; 27-46.
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1ts way into discussions of castles in Gothic manuscript painting and Malory’s castles 1n

text and illustration."’

This range of approaches and topics 1s impressively broad and the individual
papers are often innovative and revealing. However, there seems to me a lack of
integration at several levels in this volume. Different kinds of material are often laid
alongside one another in articles and their likeness or unlikeness discussed; limited
typologies are formed in some cases. But these do not pose, or answer, the more
fundamental questions about the nature of the castle as a cross-cultural, even
interdisciplinary, phenomenon in itself. Nor do they address the complexities of the
relationship between architecture, text and image in the Middle Ages. The same might
be said of the whole volume. Individual articles sometimes share themes or approaches
with others, but there is no attempt to make connections between them. The subject-
matter of the volume is very interesting, but the piecemeal approach prevents the

formation of any wider conclusions about the castle and its role in medieval life and

thought. Medieval castles seem to me an appropriate subject for a more thoroughly

integrated interdisciplinary approach.

These criticisms are offered only to illustrate the gaps in scholarship which this
thesis addresses. Studies such as The Medieval Castle: Romance and Reality have
played an invaluable role in drawing attention to the range of issues and approaches
through which the medieval castle can be studied. They also importantly highlight
areas which others, such as myself, could usefully target.

For these reasons this thesis aims at a thorough integration of material and
approaches pertaining to three different disciplines. Literature, art history and
archaeology are all important aspects of my approach. My methodology is drawn
mainly from these disciplines and my subject matter covers the idea of the castle in
medieval writing and thought, in art and in architectural practice. I have committed
myself throughout this project to approaching these different disciplines on their own
terms. This has necessarily thrown up many contradictions and inconsistencies.

However, these difficulties have often turned out to be the creations of modern

methodological quirks. My material is, after all, the product of a highly complex and

integrated society in which no artefact was produced in cultural isolation. Connections,

allusions and resonances are, I believe, to be expected everywhere. Unravelling the

' A.D. McKenzie, ‘French Medieval Castles in Gothic Manuscript Painting’; B. Gaines, ‘Malory’s Castles
in Text and Illustration’; ibd., pp.199-214; 215-28.



history of these different disciplines has enabled me to appreciate their present
relationships and to choose approaches which aid comparison and mutual
comprehension,

It is only because of recent developments in scholarship, like those I have
mentioned above, that I have been able to apply an interdisciplinary approach to castles
and their symbolism in medieval England. Castles have for a long time been excluded
both from the mainstream of medieval architectural studies and from any ideological or
symbolic significance. Ecclesiastical and military architecture have traditionally been
treated quite separately, both in terms of their architecture and their functions. The

obvious differences between a cathedral and a castle have resulted in the one being

studied largely as an exercise in spirituality and aesthetics, the other as piece of purely

practical military engineering.

0.1 HISTORIOGRAPHY

The nineteenth-century scholar Thomas Rickman developed a vocabulary for

dating and describing medieval architecture (Decorated, Perpendicular and so on)
exclusively for the study of ecclesiastical buildings.'? This basic taxonomy has

remained the mainstay of medieval architectural scholarship. Rickman’s typology

encourages the comparison of architectural form and detail in the establishment of
chronological and stylistic patterns. This can be directed towards stylistic analysis of
decorative features such as moulding forms or of iconographic schemes of sculpture or
painting. It may also include formal analysis of the structure, materials and form of a

building. Historical documents which help to illuminate dating, construction details or

patronage have always played an important part in this typological analysis.13

Interest in building processes and materials resulted in the development of an

archaeological approach to medieval architecture epitomised by Warwick Rodwell. “In

'2 See T. Rickman, An Attempt to Discriminate the Styles of Architecture in England from the Conquest
1o the Reformation (London, 1819).

** For a summary of developments in ecclesiastical architectural history, see E. Fernie, ‘Contrasts in
Methodology and Interpretation of Medieval Ecclesiastical Architecture’, The Archaeological Journal 145
(1988): 344-64.

'* See, for example, W. Rodwell, The Archaeology of the English Church: The Study of Historic
Churches and Churchyards (London, 1981);, English Heritage Book of Church Archaeology (London,
1989); ‘Church Archaeology in Retrospect and Prospect’, in J. Blair and C. Pyrah (ed.), Church



this form of investigation the building is analysed and stripped back according to the
‘value free’ systems employed in archaeological digs, whereby every feature is deemed
to have equal value and recorded carefully.”” The social and intellectual implications of
medieval architecture have also been added to this list of approaches. Peter Kidson was
instrumental in introducing this development and its results can be seen clearly in the
work of subsequent scholars such as Richard Gem, Paul Crossley and Christopher
Wilson.'® Perhaps the most impressive synthesis by one individual of all these
techniques of architectural analysis 1s demonstrated by Paul Binski.'” In the work of all

these scholars, architecture is seen as an art form responsive to, and inspiring, other

modes of creative expression, religious thought, social movements and intellectual

8
trends.’

Castles, however, have remained at the fringes of such developments until
relatively recently. As military buildings were excluded from the typology of medieval
architecture, they did not obviously fit into the mainstream of formal and typological
discussion. Separate formal typologies and chronologies had to be devised for castle
architecture by specialist castle scholars. The circumstantial lack in extant castles of
surviving decoration and iconographic schemes has often discouraged the inclusion of
castles in important architectural studies. Exceptions are sometimes made for features

such as mouldings, doors and windows and chapels, which are deemed to fit into

ecclesiastical patterns. However it has also been hard to include castles in ideological

and textual debates. The theological texts cited in relation to church architecture have

seemed irrelevant to castles. Castles have also been deemed to lack architectural

Archaeology: Directions for the Future’, Council for British Archaeology Research Report 104 (1996),
.197-202.
i Fernie, ‘Contrasts in Methodology and Interpretation of Medieval Ecclesiastical Architecture’, p.345.
1° See ibid., p.357; P. Kidson, P. Murray and P.R. Thompson (ed.), 4 History of English Architecture
(Harmondsworth, 1965); P. Kidson, E.C. Fernie and P. Crossley (ed.), Medieval Architecture and its
Intellectual Context: Essays in Honour of Peter Kidson (London, 1990); C. Wilson, The Gothic
Cathedral: The Architecture of the Great Church, 1130-1530 (London, 1990); R. Gem, ‘Towards an
Iconography of Anglo-Saxon Architecture’, Journal of the Warburg and Courtauld Institutes 46 (1983):
1-18; ‘Lincoln Minster: Ecclesia Pulchra, Ecclesia Fortis’, in T.A. Heslop and V.A. Sekules (ed.),
Medieval Art and Architecture at Lincoln Cathedral, British Archaeological Association Conference
Transactions 8 (1986), pp. 9-28.
'" His most impressive volume is P. Binski, Westminster Abbey and the Plantagenets: Kingship and the
Representation of Power, 1200-1400 (New Haven, CT, and London, 1995).
'® For a more detailed analysis of developments in the methodological development of ecclesiastical
architecture, I refer readers to R. Krauthetmer, ‘Introduction to an Iconography of Medieval Architecture’,
Studies in Early Christian, Medieval and Renaissance Art (1969): 115-150; Fernie, ‘Contrasts in
Methodology and Interpretation of Medieval Ecclesiastical Architecture’; ¢ Archaeology and Iconography:

Recent Developments in the Study of English Medieval Architecture’, Architectural History 32 (1989):
18-29.



evidence of aesthetic or intellectual implications. Through their exclusion from the
mainstream architectural typology, castles have also been excluded from notice as
important medieval architectural achievements.

It 1s fair to say that ecclesiastical architectural historians have consistently been

at the forefront of new thiﬁking on medieval architecture, because they have worked on
the symbolic and iconographic elements which castles have appeared to lack. Partly as a
result of this, there are still few scholars who work both on medieval defensive and
ecclesiastical buildings. Such attitudes have been perpetuated by the dominant attitudes
within castle studies. The military concerns which first prompted academic interest in
castles have been a persistent force. For obvious reasons they have only increased the
division which architectural historians originally made between ecclesiastical and
defensive architecture.

George T. Clark might be classed as the Thomas Rickman of medieval castle
architecture. His book of 1884, entitled Mediaeval Military Architecture in England,”
classified castles within a typological system. Rickman’s architectural periods represent
successively more complex and daring feats of architectural engineering, but Rickman
also identifies and discusses them in aesthetic terms, as changes of style. Clark
1dentified changes of form in his castle typology, but saw technological developments
as the sole motivation for developments in castle building. His typology represents what
he took to be successive stages in the evolution of military engineering, Changes were,
for him, due to advances in defensive strategy, or to changing military conditions, rather
than to stylistic or aesthetic considerations. By these solely military criteria, the more
lightly defended residences of the later Middle Ages could only be viewed as a sad
falling-off from the technological achievements of previous years.

An early voice in opposing Clark’s views, Ella Armitage was responsible for
introducing an element of social and political analysis into the discussion of castle
types. In her book of 1912, The Early Norman Castles of the British Isles, Armitage
employed a wide variety of evidence including charters and other documents, visual
depictions and arguments drawn from linguistics and sociology. Her most prominent
contribution was the demonstration that the motte and bailey was a form associated

exclusively with the Normans®® (Clark had thought it an Anglo-Saxon form of

' G.T. Clark, Mediaeval Military Architecture in England (London, 1884).

" E.S. Armitage, The Early Norman Castles of the British Isles (London, 1912); R. Eales, ‘Royal Power

::lmd Castles in Norman England’, The Ideals and Practice of Medieval Knighthood 3 (1990). 49-78; p.50-



defence). Armitage argued that the change to the feudal system at the Conquest was
given material expression in the motte-and-bailey castle. She saw the castle as a private
fortification for the protection of the ruling feudal elite, in opposition to the Anglo-

Saxon burh which, she argued, was built as a communal defence for the people.’' She

connected this complete social change to the introduction of the new word castel to
England (and English) from the French. She would only use this term to describe
fortresses built from the time of the Conquest onwards.

In challenging Clark’s definition of the castle, and in defining it herself as a
private, feudal and originally Norman form, Armitage was entirely successful in the
view of the next generation of castle scholars and subsequent definitions of the
medieval castle were based on her suggestions. O’Neil agreed 1n 1954 that ‘1t 1s now

clear that the term “castle” should not properly be applied to any structure in the British
Isles, whether of earth or stone, erected before the Conquest"’.22 R. Allen Brown
repeated the same sentiment in various versions between 1969 and 1992, and

acknowledged his debt to Armitage in this: -

The castle... was a residential fortress, the fortified residence of a lord, and 1n

that sense was private as opposed to communal or public... Castles... are the
perfect architectural expression of feudal lordship of which they were the
conscious symbol as well as much of the substance.**

Armitage’s views thus gained wide acceptance in castle studies, while the

influence of Clark’s emphasis on military and engineering concerns also survived.
Brown himself was the first of a new generation of castle scholars to provide a survey
volume, in 1954.%> Brown relied on evidence of social conditions and relations to
reconstruct the changing role of the castle in medieval life. He fitted this evidence to a
typology of castle development influenced by the emphasis in ecclesiastical
architectural history on form and style.” However, English Medieval Castles also

shows the imprint of Clark’s emphasis on progressive military engineering.

*! Armitage, The Early Norman Castles of the British Isles, p.24.
22 Five castles built before the Conquest by Duke William’s close allies are excepted as being early Norman
imports. B.St.J. O’Neil, Castles (London, 1954), pp.1-2.

» R.A. Brown, ‘An Historian’s Approach to the Origins of the Castle in England’, The Archaeological
.2!40umal 126 (1969): 131-48, pp.1334.
R.A. Brown, M. Prestwich and C. Coulson, Castles: A History and Guide (Poole, 1980), pp.13-14; see

also Brown, ‘An Historian’s Approach to the Origins of the Castle in England’, p.136 and passim.
25 .. .
R.A. Brown, English Medieval Castles (London, 1954).

** R.A. Brown, Castles from the Air (Cambridge, 1989), p.1.
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Brown begins his account with the Norman motte-and-bailey earthwork topped

by its timber tower. Masonry towers gradually replaced these, with both towers and
bailey walls eventually built in stone. Shell keeps were a variant, making use of a larger

surface area of the restricted motte. As construction in stone became more feasible,

tower keeps without mottes took over, combined with stone gatehouses and walls. The
‘perfected castle’ followed from around 1250 to 1350, with defensive developments
such as flanking towers, impregnable gatchouses, concentric defences and
machicolations, seen in Edward I’s Welsh castles, for example. After this perfection
‘the remaining architectural history of the castle is one of rather saddening anti-
climax’.*’ The period of decline (135 0-1550)*® saw the construction of elegant but
increasingly residential castles such as Bodiam and Nunney.*’

However, Brown himself admits that castle typology derived from Clark 1s
flawed in several respects. Clark tied his typology to chronological development,
arguing for example that stone walls followed wooden ones, and that round towers
followed square ones, because the newer forms were militarily more effective. Detailed
dating of many castles has in fact revealed that there 1s no simple relationship between
particular forms and chronologies.’® Different architectural forms and features came

and went for a number of reasons, including aesthetic ones, as my later chapters show.

More recent work has continued to question the emphasis placed on military

considerations.”

Battles continue to be fought over Bodiam Castle in debates as to the extent, or

lack, of its military provisions. Scholars cannot agree whether it is a small but well-
defended castle, or a miniaturised pastiche of a castle with minimal defensive

capabilities.’* But castles were from the earliest days of the Norman Conquest

%" Brown, English Medieval Castles, p.89.
% Ibid., p.93.

® 1bid., pp.93-6.
*% Ibid., p.36.

*! For detailed comment on this subject, see Eales, ‘Royal Power and Castles in Norman England’; D.
Stocker, “The Shadow of the General’s Armchair’, The Archaeological Journal 149 (1992): 415-20; C.
Coulson, ‘The State of Research: Cultural Realities and Reappraisals in English Castle-Study’, Journal of
Medieval History 22 (1996): 171-208.

32 See, for example, C. Taylor, P. Everson and W.R. Wilson-North, ‘Bodiam Castle, Sussex’, Medieval
Archaeology 5 (1961): 169-175; D.J. Turner, ‘Bodiam Castle, Sussex: True Castle or Old Soldier’s Dream
House?’, in WM. Ormrod (ed.), England in the Fourteenth Century, Proceedings of the 1985 Harlaxton
Symposium (1986), pp. 267-77; C. Coulson, ‘Bodiam Castle: Truth and Tradition’, Fortress 10 (August
1991): 13-135; ‘Some Analysis of the Castle of Bodiam, East Sussex’, Medieval Knighthood 4 (1992): 51-
107; C. Whittick, ‘Dallingridge’s Bay and Bodiam Castle’s Millpond - Elements of a Medieval Landscape’,

Sussex Archaeological Collections 131 (1993): 119-23; P. Everson, ‘Bodiam Castle, East Sussex; Castle
and its Designed Landscape’, Chdteau Gaillard 17 (1994): 79-84.
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residences, centres of local administration and architectural markers of prestige and

power. Pure military engineering could not begin to accommodate these important
functions. Why should scholars then reject later and more residential buildings from the

category of castles when they merely emphasise features already present in earlier

castles?

Armitage’s depiction of the Conquest as a decisive event in castle history has
also come into question. Brian K. Davison has been a key player in this debate,
presenting new archaeological evidence to show that Anglo-Saxon burhs were not as
different from castles as Armitage had assumed.> Davison collected evidence which
showed that many of the fortresses of the Norman Conquest were in the form of rampart
defences or ringworks, not mottes-and-baileys. These ringworks are rather similar 1n
some ways to the ramparted defences of the Anglo-Saxons.”

He also drew attention to the lack of mottes in Normandy before the Conquest,
as well as transitional motte forms in English Conquest castles such as South Mimms
and Eynsford. This evidence, he suggested, showed that the motte was developed during
and as a response to the process of Conquest, rather than as a pre-designed form
imposed as a mark of feudalism.> Davison also noted that the feudalism which
Armitage, Brown et al used as the defining feature of castles was in itself not a
phenomenon which could be pinpointed precisely to the Conquest, but which was,

again, the result of a process of assimilation over the period of the Conquest and

afterwards.>®

More recent work has supported the adjustments suggested by Davison and
others to the story of castle origins in England. Research into durh sites and documents
has suggested that Anglo-Saxon burhs were not all communal defences or towns as
Armitage assumed; many were in fact private defended residences,’’ and may have had
many similarities to the castles which came to replace them at the Conquest.”® They

could be fenced or hedged, just as Norman castles were pallisaded or walled. The latest

* B.K. Davison, ‘The Ongins of the Castle in England: The Institute’s Research Project’, The
Archaeological Journal 124 (1967). 202-11. I examine Davison’s arguments and other contributions to
this debate in the following chapter, ‘The Idea of the Castle’.

** See D.J.C. King and L. Alcock, ‘Ringworks of England and Wales’, Chdteau Gaillard 3 (1969): 90-
127, also Eales, ‘Royal Power and Castles in Norman England’, p.51.

*> Davison, ‘The Origins of the Castle in England’, pp.205, 207 and n.10.

*$ Ibid, pp.202-5.

T A. Williams, A Bell-house and a Burh-geat: Lordly Residences in England before the Norman
Conquest’, Medieval Knighthood 4 (1992): 221-40.

*® Coulson, ‘The State of Research: Cultural Realities and Reappraisals in English Castle-study’, pp.172-3.



11
research on the Anglo-Saxon burh-geat suggests that it was probably a substantial tower

situated on the wall of the enclosure, which may have influenced the design of the early
Norman tower keeps and gatehouses.3 ’
This casts serious doubt on the definition of the castle as essentially feudal and

Norman, and undermines the social and formal analysis of castle architecture which

followed from Armitage’s ideas, as Davison realised 1n 1967:

The question is, of course, to what extent can a private defended residence of
this sort [i.e., a burh] be called a castle? Or, to phrase the question in
archaeological terms, in what way did it differ from the private defended
residence of a Norman Lord of equivalent status? This really 1s the crux of the
whole problem: just what do we in fact mean by the term ‘castle’?*

From the time of Armitage onwards it has been commonplace to restrict the meaning of
the word castle to medieval defensive buildings of the post-Conquest period. If,
however, the most fundamental reasons for making this cultural and chronological
distinction disappear, then some other rationale must be found for defining the remit of
the word. As Davison suggests, the modern usage of the word 1s a cause of possible
ambiguity because of all the different interpretations and definitions of the castle given
by different castle scholars. However, the medieval understanding of the word and the
concept of the castle has never yet received thorough scholarly attention.

Alongside these specialist debates, the methodologies applied to ecclesiastical
buildings have also made their way into castle studies. Charles Coulson, as well as
examining current directions for castle studies, has carried out groundbreaking work on
the symbolic significance of crenellations. He combines evidence from archaeological
and documentary sources to create a social and 1deological interpretation of the
crenellation motif and its associations of fortification.*' Philip Dixon, working with
various collaborators, has examined the social and formal symbolism of other motifs of

castle architecture, such as the great tower.** The dramatic and processional potential of

* Ibid., pp.172-5; Davison, ‘The Origins of the Castle in England’, p.207; D.F. Renn, ‘Burhgeat and
Gonfanon: Two Sidelights from the Bayeux Tapestry’, Anglo-Norman Studies 16 (1994): 177-98, pp.177-
86; Williams, ‘A Bell-house and a Burh-geat: Lordly Residences in England before the Norman Conquest’,
passim,

* Davison, ‘The Origins of the Castle in England’, p.204.

*1 C. Coulson, ‘The State of Research: Cultural Realities and Reappraisals in English Castle-Study’;
‘Structural Symbolism in Medieval Castle Architecture’, Journal of the British Archaeological
Association 132 (1979): 73-90; ‘Hierarchism in Conventual Crenellation’, Medieval Archaeology 26
(1982): 69-100.

“P. Dixon and B. Lott, ‘The Courtyard and the Tower: Contexts and Symbols in the Development of the
Late Medieval Great House’, Journal of the British Archaeological Association 146 (1993): 93-101; P.

Dixon, ‘The Donjon of Knaresborough: The Castle as Theatre’, Chdtean Gaillard 14 (1988): 121-40; P.
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castle spaces is also important in his work, aligning his approach with work on the

liturgical significance of ecclesiastical space.” Heslop and Thompson have made links
between castles and literary texts, which I discuss in more detail in a moment. Sheila

Bonde has worked specifically on the overlaps between defensive and ecclesiastical

: 44
architecture.

These developments in specialist studies have gradually percolated through to
the overview of medieval castles. While documentary material had always been
important, N.J.G. Pounds’s work, The Medieval Castles of England and Wales collects
and collates an impressive array of documentary references and examines in greater
detail than before the administrative and socio-political role of the medieval castle.*
Patronage and social and political symbolism are also important 1n the work of scholars
such as Colin Platt.** M.W. Thompson’s complementary pair of works are entitled
respectively The Rise... and The Decline of the Castle.*’ They deploy a wide range of
material, but the titles demonstrate the persistence of the military agenda. The most
recent survey volume has broken free of this layout and features a chapter discussing

the different methodologies which can be applied to castles - a refreshingly public
forum for this important debate.*® A brief discursus on a favourite literary castle, from
‘Sir Gawain and the Green Knight’, is even included.”

While some of these approaches have taken a long time to make their way from
ecclesiastical to castle methodology, certain new approaches have been applied to both
from the start. Analysis of the planning of medieval buildings has become an area of

interest in both these fields.”® Access analysis and sociological/anthropological theories

Dixon, and P. Marshall, ‘The Great Keep at Hedingham Castle: A Reassessment’, Fortress 18 (August
1993): 16-23; ‘The Great Tower in the Twelfth Century: The Case of Norham Castle’, 7The
Archaeological Journal 150 (1993): 410-32.

* See especially Dixon, “The Donjon of Knaresborough: The Castle as Theatre’,

*S. Bonde Fortress Churches of Languedoc: Architecture, Religion and Conflict in the High Middle
Ages (Cambridge, 1994); ‘Castle and Church Building at the Time of the Norman Conquest’.

¥ N.I.G. Pounds, The Medieval Castle in England and Wales: A Social and Political History
(Cambndge, 1990, repr.1994).

% C. Platt, The Castle in Medieval England and Wales (London, 1982).

*’ M.W. Thompson, The Decline of the Castle (Cambridge, 1987), The Rise of the Castle (Cambridge,
1991).

** T. McNeill, English Heritage Book of Castles (London, 1992).

“ Ibid., pp.109-111.

" P.A. Faulkner, ‘Domestic Planning from the Twelfth to the Fourteenth Century’, The Archaeological
Journal 115 (1958): 150-84; ‘Castle Planning in the Fourteenth Century’, The Archaeological Journal
120 (1963): 215-35; B. Morley ‘Aspects of Fourteenth-century Castle Design’, in A. Detsicas (ed.),
Collectanea Historica: Essays in Memory of Stuart Rigold (Maidstone, 1981), pp.104-113; E. Fernie,
“The Ground Plan of Norwich Cathedral and the Square Root of Two’, Journal of the British

Archaeological Association 129 (1976): 77-86; ‘ Anglo-Saxon Lengths: The Northern System, the Perch
and the Foot’, The Archaeological Journal 142 (1985): 246-54.
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have also been applied to both kinds of medieval building to determine the status and

probable functions of various rooms. Such techniques have been applied notably by
Roberta Gilchrist to the architectural enclosure of medieval women, thus introducing

the important question of gender into architectural debates.”’ Bonde’s work, as I

mentioned, has made fundamental architectural and cultural connections between
castles and churches in her study of the fortress churches of the Languedoc region. She
has also produced a smaller-scale study of similar overlaps in medieval England after
the Conquest.”* Castle architecture has not yet, however, been integrated fully into the
iconographic and intellectual methodologies which are applied to the great
ecclesiastical architecture of the Middle Ages. The intellectual background to castle
architecture has proved harder to find.

Nevertheless, there are 1solated exceptions. Various attempts have been made to
link medieval castles to contemporary texts. Paul Frankl, an architectural scholar, also
made a survey of literary architecture, including castles, collected under the heading of
‘Gothic’.” Frankl is well qualified in making stylistic connections between the
buildings described in texts and medieval architectural forms. [dentification of
architectural style provides an interesting commentary on a work of literature. However,
it does not examine the deeper workings of the relationship between these two art
forms, or the ideological role of architecture in mediating between the two.

I would make similar comments about some other attempts to link architecture

and text. M.W. Thompson has examined the architectural descriptions in the alliterative
poem ‘Sir Gawain and the Green Knight’, and attempted an identification of the castle
in the text.”* Richard Morris has undertaken a more general view of Arthurian

resonances in medieval castles.”” T.A. Heslop has taken a more ideologically ambitious

! R. Gilchrist, Gender and Material Culture: The Archaeology of Religious Women (London and New
York, NY, 1994); ‘Medieval Bodies in the Material World: Gender, Stigma and the Body’, in S. Kay and
M. Rubin (ed.), Framing Medieval Bodies (Manchester and New York, NY, 1994), pp.43-61; ‘The
Contested Garden: Gender, Space and Metaphor in the Medieval English Castle’, in Gender and
Archaeology: Contesting the Past (London and New York, NY, 1999), pp.109-45; G. Fairclough,
‘Meaningful Constructions : Spatial and Functional Analysis of Medieval Buildings’, Antiquity 66 (1992):
348-66.

*? Bonde Fortress Churches of Languedoc; Castle and Church Building at the Time of the Norman
Conquest’.

>3 P. Frankl, The Gothic: Literary Sources and Interpretations Through Eight Centuries (Princeton, NJ,
1960).

** M. Thompson, “Castles’ in D.S. Brewer and J. Gibson (ed.), 4 Companion to the Gawain-poet
(Cambnidge, 1997), pp.119-30.
*> R K. Morris, ‘“The Architecture of Arthurian Enthusiasm: Castle Symbolism in the Reigns of Edward 1

and his Successors’, in M. Strickland (ed.), Armies, Chivalry and Warfare in Medieval Britain,
Proceedings of the 1995 Harlaxton Symposium (1998), pp.63-81.
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approach, and argued for references at Orford Castle to specific texts and ideas on an

imperial theme.”® However, these studies use literary texts without demonstrating a full
understanding of the literary conventions by which they are governed. For example,
Thompson matches the poet’s description, feature by feature, to Beeston Castle.>’ He
does not acknowledge that these descriptive elements, and the arrangement of them,
may be determined by literary convention rather than the desire to describe accurately
any specific building. The castle 1s in fact compared 1n the text to a paper table-

decoration, which surely points readers towards miniaturised, decorative castle images,

rather than to full-scale, practical architecture.”

Other studies of architectural imagery employed 1n literature and art, on the

other hand, lack any comparison with the medieval architecture to which, at some level,
they are related. But these more literary and art-historical studies do recognise the
symbolic importance of architecture and the artistic conventions in which its depictions
participate. Theological and literary castles have been compiled exhaustively and
discussed briefly by Roberta Cornelius.” Jill Mann has provided a short survey of some
of the literary uses of architectural devices, concentrating mainly on Middle English
literature.®® Discussions of particular architectural motifs, including castles, have been
made for specific authors such as St. Teresa of Avila and Chaucer.”' Arthurian castles

and the Castle of Love motif have also been singled otit for special attention.® Frances

*T.A. Heslop, ‘Orford Castle, Nostalgia and Sophisticated Living’, Architectural History 34 (1991): 36-
58. For more detailed information and bibliography on specific castles mentioned in this thesis, I refer
readers to two Castle Bibliographies, D.J.C. King, Castellarium Anglicanum: An Index and Bibliography
of the Castles in England, Wales and the Islands (New York, NY, 1983); J R. Kenyon, Castles, Town
Defences, and Artillery Fortifications in Britain: A Bibliography (LLondon, 1978-90).

>’ Thompson, ‘Castles’, pp.123-3.

>® Andrew and Waldron The Poems of the Pearl Manuscript, *Sir Gawain and the Green Knight’, p.238,
1.802; Ackerman, ‘““Pared out of Paper”: Gawain 802 and Purity 1408, passim.

> Comnelius, The Figurative Castle.

°®J. Mann, ‘Allegorical Buildings in Mediaeval Literature’, Medium Aevum 63 (1994): 191-210.

°! J. Chorpenning, *The Literary and Theological Method of the Castillo Interior’, Journal of Hispanic
Philology 3 (1979): 121-33; ‘The Monastery, Paradise, and the Castle: Literary Images and Spiritual
Development in St Teresa of Avila’, Bulletin of Hispanic Studies 62 (1985): 245-57; B.E. Kurtz, ““The
Small Castle of the Soul”: Mysticism and Metaphor in the European Middle Ages’, Studia Mystica 15.4
(1992): 19-39; D. Lloyd-Kimbrel, ‘Architectonic Allusions: Gothic Perspectives and Perimeters as an
Approach to Chaucer’, Mediaevistik 1 (1988): 115-24; P. Brown, ‘The Prison of Theseus and the Castle
of Jalousie’, The Chaucer Review 26.2 (1991): 147-12; M. Hallissy, ‘Writing a Building: Chaucer’s
Knowledge of the Construction Industry and the Language of the Knight’s Tale’, Chaucer Review 32
(1997-8). 239-59.

®2 C. Ross, The Custom of the Castle from Malory to Macbeth (Berkeley, LA, and London, 1997),
Whitaker, ‘Otherworld Castles in Middle English Arthurian Romance’; Gaines, ‘Malory’s Castles in Text

and Illustration’; R.S. Loomis, ‘The Allegorical Siege in the Art of the Middle Ages’, American Journal of
Archaeology 23.3 (1919): 255-69.



15
Yates and Mary Carruthers have both made important studies of the use of architectural

structures as frameworks for rhetorical, mnemonic and devotional purposes.*

These discussions all agree on the very wide variety in medieval architectural
symbolism and on the wide range of literary sources on which medieval authors drew.
Classical texts such as Ovid’s Metamorphoses and its House of Fame, and Biblical
references to the House of Wisdom, the Temple of Solomon or the Heavenly Jerusalem
were all available, as well as the many additional examples from medieval works.** The
literary and artistic studies I have mentioned above recognise that, with such a diverse
range of sources and traditions, sacred, secular and defensive architectures often
overlap and cannot be discussed in isolation. Their approach 1s, however, generally
typological. Examples which share similar features are compared and routes of
transmission are an important part of discussion. This approach allows usetul insights
into complex patterns of influence and the creation of artistic conventions. However, it
does not facilitate comparison with architecture in other contexts. It 1s, for example,
hard to see how a typology of otherworld castle motifs in romances could be compared
with the Clark-derived defensive typology of developing castle architecture. There is no
common concept of the castle through which the concrete buildings can be compared to
their mental and artistic analogues.

Such is the state of scholarship on medieval architecture and its cultural
reception in the Middle Ages. The study of medieval ecclesiastical architecture has
often shown the way forward for castle studies. I see no reason why castles should not
therefore follow where church architecture has led in the discovery of ideological
resonances. Medieval ecclesiastical architecture 1s well known by now to represent an
earthly copy of the Heavenly Jerusalem.®” I have shown elsewhere that castles can share
in this imagery.*® But, with their very different military and social functions, they must

also have symbolisms outside the scope of ecclesiastical imagery.

> F.A. Yates, The Art of Memory (London, 1966); M.J. Carruthers, The Book of Memory: A Study of
Memory in Medieval Culture (Cambridge, 1990); The Craft of Thought: Meditation, Rhetoric, and the
Making of Images, 400-1200, Cambridge Studies in Medieval Literature 34 (1998).

**I have discussed several of these influences in more detail in A.M. Wheatley ‘Dream Buildings in
Medieval Literature, Art and Architecture’ (MA diss., York University, 1997).

* See, for example, Krauthetmer, ‘Introduction to an Iconography of Medieval Architecture’; L. Stockey,
"The Gothic Cathedral as the Heavenly Jerusalem: Liturgical and Theoretical Sources’, Gesta 8 (1969):
35-41; N. Coldstream, ‘The Kingdom of Heaven: Its Architectural Setting’, in J. Alexander and P. Binski

ged.), Age of Chivalry: Art in Plantagenet England, 1200-1400 (London, 1987), pp. 92-7.
6 Wheatley, ‘Dream Buildings in Medieval Literature, Art and Architecture’.
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0.2 THE THESIS

[ see the castle as a topic which 1s particularly suited to illustrating the
connections in medieval culture between the material and the 1deological. In combining
different sources and approaches, I have been looking for the kinds of complex
architectural 1conography and symbolism which the historians of ecclesiastical
architecture have used to make these connections in their subject. This wide remit has
1ts limitations in practice. I have not been able to discuss, or even to mention, the full

range of different contexts in which the idea of the castle participates in medieval

culture.

Rather than attempting this huge task, I have therefore focused on a small
number of examples which can be closely related to one another. I have already
explained my reasons for avoiding the idea of defence as a guiding topic. The
alternative themes through which [ explore the idea of the castle have been chosen
primarily in order to allow the cross-referencing of concepts between practical
architecture and its visual and literary representations. Two of these topics seem at first
glance to mirror the kinds of concerns which are now routinely dealt with in castle
survey volumes. Chapter 2, ‘The Urban Castle’ and Chapter 3, ‘The Spiritual castle’
appear rather similar to chapter-headings used by both Pounds and Thompson.®’ In both
these cases my approach is entirely different, dealing with these topics on a
predominantly symbolic and ideological, rather than a practial level. However, the fact
that both have been explored before in terms of practical castle architecture has been a
great help, providing a springboard to the more 1deological aspects of these topics. The
imperial theme is similarly motivated. A.J. Taylor’s famous article provides several
hints about how the practical and ideological aspects of such a topic might interact. In
Chapter 4 I have followed up these leads, again including much more ideological

material.

However, the first chapter provides the foundation for all these themes. The

most basic junction of the idea and the form of the castle occurs in the word itself, The

fundamental level of meaning in the word, as with the architectural form, is that of

*7 <Castle and Community’, “Castle and Church’, Pounds, The Medieval Castle in England and Wales,

pp.184-221, 222-245; ‘The Castle as Midwife: Monasteries’, ‘The Castle as Midwife: Towns’, Thompson,
The Rise of the Castle, pp.131-144, 145-156.
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defence. However, through examining the connotations and nuances of the word more

closely, I have been able to discover a network of more complex ideas attached to the
basic defensive function. These additional meanings coincide with and confirm the
topics of my other chapters. This 1s not just a lucky coinctdence. The separate topics I
have chosen for chapters 2 to 4 are in fact complementary in many ways. Chapter 1 sets
out the logic of these connections, and provides the justification for the rest of the
thests.

The Idea of the Castle in Medieval England examines in detail a number of
contemporary medieval architectural symbolisms in carefully worked examples,
comparing particular buildings, literary descriptions and visual representations.
Examples are grouped thematically in their chapters, and each theme is traced through
time as well as through different media. Obviously I have only been able to tackle a
limited number of topics and examples with this approach. This study does not,
therefore, by any means represent a comprehensive survey of the idea of the castle in
medieval England. However, the themes which I have examined have proved very
suggestive. They could successfully be used to explore many examples which I have not

discussed, as well as those | have.

The first chapter, ‘The Idea of the Castle’, identifies the fundamental problem of
tracing the concept of the castle in its medieval context. In answer to this problem, I
present linguistic evidence suggesting a broader meaning for the term than is usually
accepted by castle scholars. The castle was an innovative defensive form, developed as
a tool of the feudal system of government, and it has often been assumed that the
Middle English term castel, which was loaned from French at the same time as the
arrival of the buildings, reflected these new and feudal origins. It is indeed possible to
connect the term with these historical processes. However, I argue that the word in
medieval usage often has quite different connotations. It reflects the use of the Latin
term castellum 1n prominent Classical and Biblical texts and denotes a wider range of
fortified enclosures than the strictly Norman, feudal and private defences with which it
is usually associated. In an example at the end of this chapter, I show how these wider
meanings could be used and combined in an interplay of Biblical and Classical

symbolism with communal connotations. These three wider meanings for the term

castle then become the focus for the rest of the thesis.



18
In ‘The Urban Castle’, I investigate the ties between the castle and the wider

community, in terms of symbolic as well as physical and political relationships. Civic
seals, for example, deploy images of castles as badges of communal pride and prestige.
This imagery represents symbolically the physical continuity between town and castle
defences in many urban examples, some of which (like the planted towns and castles of
Edward I's Welsh campaigns) were built and planned together to be mutually
supportive in terms of trade and defence. In many cases, too, I have found that the castle
and its particular situation or appearance have an important role in the formation of
local legends. Castles in these cases may have a reciprocal relationship with mythology,
both generating and reflecting references to local narratives, and so being bound up
with the 1dentity and prestige of the wider community.

“The Spiritual Castle’ deals in a similar way with castles and their relationship
with ecclesiastical arcl{itecture, in structural and stylistic, cultural and political terms.
Castles were from the earliest period of Norman rule an essential part of the Church’s
administration in Britain, built alongside churches by and for the same patrons, often
using the same craftsmen. This close relationship 1s reflected in the intellectual culture,
as the castle became a significant motif in medieval theology. The text of Luke 10.38
(ipse intravit in quoddam castellum...), for example, was often interpreted as a Biblical
reference to a castle, understood to refer literally to a castle in which the sisters Mary
and Martha lived, and allegorically to the castle of the Virgin’s body, into which Christ
entered at the Incarnation. Such images made their way throughout medieval English
culture. The complexity and refinement of some of the relevant imagery confirms that
castle architecture was intellectualised to a similar extent, and often in similar ways to
ecclestastical architecture.

The final chapter, ‘The Imperial Castle’, investigates the imagery and politics of
empire associated specifically and generically with medieval English castles. I argue
that Classical references containing the word castellum, like Biblical references, were
understood to refer to castles of the medieval type. This explains the traditions in
medieval Britain attributing the construction of medieval castles to Julius Caesar and/or
other prominent imperial figures. The famous example of Caemarfon’s polychrome
walls, which are thought to imitate the land walls of Constantinople, has been accepted
as a reference to empire in one particular castle. However, material allusions to Roman

construction techniques, architectural styles and extant remains can be detected in a

wide variety of sites. I identify examples including Pevensey, Colchester and the Tower
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of London from the earliest constructions of the Conquest, as well as later work at

Dover and the Tower. As with the Biblical examples, castles are written back into
Classical contexts. I argue that polychrome motifs, which were used to decorate several
important medieval castles, made connections with imperial architecture described in
medieval literature and art, as well as with the extant Roman remains which were
readily visible in medieval Britain. Such connotations were used to bolster the political
pretenstons of successive royal dynasties, and can be linked to imperial claims in
national descent myths and foundation legends.

As I have noted, however, the first chapter lays the foundation for these more

1deological studies by examining the fundamental meanings of the word castle in its

medieval context.
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1. THE IDEA OF THE CASTLE

1.0 PREFACE

Dover 1s termed a ‘castle’ as early as 1051. In that year, according to the ‘D’
verston of the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, Earl Godwin and his sons threatened the
king with war ‘unless Eustace (Count of Boulogne) were surrendered and his
men handed over to them, as well as the Frenchmen who were in the castle
(castelle)’. The whole context of this passage suggests Dover rather than the
Herefordshire castle which is its usual interpretation, and Florence of Worcester
specifically identifies the ‘castle’ (castellum) as Dover in his version of these
events closely based upon ‘D’. Next, a ‘castle’ at Dover figures prominently in
Harold’s oath to Duke William in Normandy in 1064. William of Poitiers, the
principal contemporary source, states that Harold then promised to hand over to
the duke castrum Doveram, constructed at his own expense, while Eadmer,
writing later, says in the same oath Harold promised to make a casrellum with a
well at Dover for William’s use, and subsequently, in 1066, makes Harold claim
to have done this. Lastly, under the same year 1066, William of Poitiers,
Ordericus Vitalis (closely following him) and Guy of Amiens all speak of a
castle (castrum, castellum) already at Dover when William and his army came
there after Hastings, William of Poitiers stating also that, having taken the place,
the duke spent eight days in adding to those fortifications which it lacked. It is,
however, extremely probable, in a period when feudal terminology had not yet
hardened into its precise eventual meanings, least of all in England, that the
‘castle’ referred to at Dover in 1051 and 1064 and taken by the victorious
Normans in 1066 was in fact an Anglo-Saxon burhi occupying the Iron Age
earthwork upon the cliff, as indeed Mrs Armitage argued more than fifty years
ago, and that within this larger, communal fortress Duke William placed his

castle, on the analogy of Pevensey a few weeks earlier and many places
afterwards.’

[ have already discussed in the Introduction the close correlation which exists in
British castle studies between theories about the origins of the castle in England and the
question of the proper meaning of the term castle. I have also noted that no thorough
study has yet been made of the meaning and development of the word castle, despite its
great significance for the understanding of the whole subject of the medieval castle. I
intend in this chapter to provide a summary of the word’s origins and development in
English usage in order to clarify this point.

The above passage occurs as a postscript to an article by R. Allen Brown. His
position as a defender of Armitage’s ideas of the essentially novel and feudal nature of

the castle is clear from comments I have already made about his work. However, as this

' R.A. Brown, ‘An Historian’s Approach to the Origins of the Castle in England’, The Archaeological
Journal 126 (1969): 131-48, pp.144-5.
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passage demonstrates, these questions about the origins of the castle are also tied up

with fundamental historical issues. The use of language and its interpretation in a
historical context, the use of documentary evidence in its own right and in combination

with evidence from archaeology and social history and with the ongoing politics of the

discipline are all implicated. It will become clear in what follows that I disagree with
the arguments and conclusions presented in this passage, but I have not chosen 1t
specifically in order to criticise its author. This passage touches explicitly on 1ssues of
terminology and definition, but it also illustrates the implicit assumptions which can be
made about language and its meaning in medieval contexts and by modern critics.
Brown’s attempt to come to grips with the issue of terminology has the merit of
acknowledging openly some of the assumptions which underlie the topic, but which are
so often unwritten and undiscussed.

Brown’s examination of the evidence surrounding the early documentation of
the Dover site pivots on the use of various terms. Brown suggests that these terms may
or may not be identified with the Norman fortress which he knows was built there
shortly after the Conquest. He helpfully cites the historical terms he has pinpointed:
castel, castellum and castrum (for ease of reference I will call these historical terms and
their variants collectively ‘castle words’). He acknowledges the discrepancy between
these historical castle words and the modemn term castle 1n his typography, italicising
the historical examples, and using two different formulations to render these terms in
his own language: ‘castle’ and the straightforward, un-apostrophised castle. These terms
are not used in a particularly consistent way,” nevertheless, the use of apostrophes
around the word in one set of contexts seems to hint that this use is problematised in
some way, while uses without the apostrophes at other points are, by implication,
unproblematic. This distinction is used to mark a judgement by Brown as to the
appropriateness of his modern word to describe different kinds of medieval structure.
The problematised ‘castle’ denotes what was ‘in fact an Anglo-Saxon burh’, and so by
implication not properly a castle in his sense of the word. Duke William’s fortress, on
the other hand, built within the larger, earlier structure, can be termed castle quite
straightforwardly. The apostrophised ‘castle’, then, equates to an example in a historical

document of a castle word which does not accord with the modern meaning of the word

2 : :

They seem to be used interchangeably on occasion, as for example when Brown refers to the *“castle’
(castellum)’ mentioned by Florence of Worcester and to the ‘castle (castrum, castellum)’ mentioned by
Guy of Amiens ef al, which he suggests refer to the same site and structure.
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castle. The unapostrophised castle indicates a documentary use which does accord with

his 1dea of what may be properly termed a castle.
This distinction echoes the convention which has been accepted by castle

scholars before and after Brown: ‘that the term “castle” should not properly be applied

to any structure in the British Isles, whether of earth or stone, erected before the
Conquest’, with the exception of the five castles erected shortly before the Conquest by
cronies of Duke William.? Dover is not one of these. In accordance with this tenet,
Brown relies on historical analysis to establish the dating of the first Norman defence at
Dover, and decides on this basis alone whether the documentary terms refer to
fortifications which he would call castles. I do not wish to fault his identification of the
different types of building to which these various documents refer; indeed, his
arguments on this front are skilful and convincing. However, his arguments render the
architectural terminology of the documents quite irrelevant to the conclusions which are
drawn from them. This, in turn, casts doubt on all the instances in which medieval
terms such as castel, castrum and castellum are used by historians as evidence for the
presence of medieval castles: as, for example, in other parts of Brown’s article.

In eftect, then, despite his attention to the specific terminology employed by
contemporary documents, Brown fits the medieval terminology to his pre-conceived
archaeological and socio-historical ideas about castles. Indeed, it seems that he does so
willingly, as his comments about language imply a teleological understanding of its
changing meanings. He speaks of ‘a period when feudal terminology had not yet
hardened into its precise eventual meanings, least of all in England’, suggesting that

ambiguities in language are temporary and occur only early in the use of a particular

word, and implying also that the eventual, ‘hardened’ medieval meaning of castle
coincides with the modern, feudally-defined understanding of the word. The fact that
medieval writers and speakers may have referred to quite different, communal and
Anglo-Saxon structures as castels has no impact upon Brown’s appreciation of the
concept - for him this 1s just a brief aberration on the inexorable journey of the
medieval word towards its modem meaning.4

The most celebrated examples from medieval documents do indeed support the
connection Brown makes between castle words and the Norman fortifications built in

England from around the time of the Conquest, as I will discuss later. Others, such as

*B.St.J. O’Neltl, Castles (London, 1954), pp.1-2.
* Brown, ‘An Historian’s Approach to the Origins of the Castle in England’, p.145.
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the Dover examples, do not. Yet Brown makes explicit an assumption that historians

may choose some examples of word usage as typical, while discarding others, just as
they would do with other types of statistical evidence. In forming a general definition of
a word, the most common meaning will often be used as the primary definition, but less
frequent uses of words are not ruled out of the equation. They may, in fact, supply a
crucial subsidiary meaning which helps to specify the main functions of the word.” If, as
Brown suggests, castle words could be used 1n the early Dover documents to describe
pre-Norman fortifications, then it seems to me that in this instance Brown has in fact
added to Davison’s evidence supporting a re-think of the definition of such words.

As I noted earlier, I have used the example from Brown’s work to point out a
number of important points which were demonstrated there, rather than to criticise his
scholarship in particular. The problem of historical terminology and its meaning is a
very general one, not confined by any means to Brown 1n particular, or even to castle
studies. Susan Reynolds has made many comparable criticisms of historians’
understanding of the terminology of feudalism. Reynolds observes that familiar terms

and concepts, for example, ‘feudalism’, tend to become normative in historical

criticism: that once a meaning is generally accepted amongst historians, this becomes
the yardstick against which the historical record is measured, hindering the examination
of each example for its own meaning and within its own context.® Reynolds finds an
alternative approach to the question of meaning in medieval terminology through a
careful examination of a wide range of documentary evidence, resulting not necessarily
in a consistent definition of the term in question, but an array of different contexts and
connotations which form a composite picture of the range and complexity of the term in
contemporary use.

Reynolds’ ideas and approaches seem particularly appropriate to the problems in
the field of castle studies. She identifies the period around the Conquest as crucial, she
places emphasis on the recreation of the contemporary meanings of words and the

concepts they describe, and she rejects the accepted picture of an abrupt change across
all of society at the Conquest. She concludes that in a legal and administrative context,

the post-Conquest arrangements in England showed a marked degree of continuity with

what had gone before. There are similarities here with the work of Davison, Coulson

> A M.S. McMahon, Understanding Language Change (Cambridge, 1994), p.176.

® S. Reynolds, Fiefs and Vassals: The Medieval Evidence Reinterpreted (Oxford, 1994), Chapter 1 et
passim.



24
and other castle scholars who have argued that the Norman castle was influenced,

perhaps to a great extent, by indigenous defences, and that castle terminology should be
more closely studied with its contemporary medieval meanings and contexts in mind.
As I find these arguments in castle studies convincing and important, and wish to
expand them further into a linguistic investigation, I will use Reynolds’ work as a
model for my own. It is worth quoting from Reynolds’ observations about language, 1ts
definition and its use in historical criticism, to confirm its relevance to the issues I have
already 1dentified in this chapter, and to set the agenda for my linguistic arguments

which follow:

If we start by discussing words we are liable to assume that words like feudum
were used in the sense we expect unless the contrary is specified: many of the
examples cited by Du Cange or Niermeyer are much less specific than the
definitions they illustrate. Discussions of terminology, moreover, generally start
from the assumption, not only that certain words are particularly significant for
feudalism, but that such words have core or technical meanings and that these
technical meanings were somehow more real and more significant than the
others. To do this is to ignore how language works. Words used in real life,
especially abstract nouns, do not have core meanings which are more central or
more right than others. Dictionary makers deduce meaning from usage. They do
not control usage. It varies from place to place, even from speaker to speaker, as
well as from time to time.’

The middle ages have been taken as a time of feudalism, and so whatever does
not form part of the image of feudalism is filtered out of the view or adapted to
fit into the background... If medieval sources use words we consider feudal then

they meant by them what we mean. If they never use them they must have
implied them.

Historians who define fiefs generally say that they are defining the ‘concept of
the fief”, but they nearly always start by discussing the word and its etymology
and origins, while what they are really concerned with is neither the word nor
the concept or notion that people may have in their heads when they use the
word, but the phenomena that the word and concept represent...The concept of
the fief... is essentially post-medieval: it 1s a set of ideas or notions about the
essential attributes of pieces of property that historians have defined as fiefs,
some of which may not appear in the sources under any of the words that we
translate as fief, There is nothing wrong with that, any more than there is
anything wrong with using our own words. We may often legitimately want to
investigate the history of concepts or phenomena of which people in the past
were not aware, like vitamin C or the doctrine of incorporation. But when the
subject under investigation involves notions or attitudes held by people in the
society concerned it is vital to distinguish whether a concept is ours or theirs...
Much of the discussion of fiefs, as of vassalage, seems to me to assume the

7 Ibid., p.13.
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identity of words with concepts, our concepts with medieval concepts, and all

three with the phenomena.®

[ have already shown, using Brown’s article as an example, that many
assumptions of a similar kind have been made about the relationship between the
medieval use of terms such as castel, castellum or castrum and the concept of the castle
in working use by the modemn historian. Feudal and private associations are attributed to
a form of defensive building which, I will argue, did not necessarily connote either of
these things in early post-Conquest Britain. Davison, as I have noted, has questioned the
assumptions which have so often accompanied the word cast/e in modern critical use.

Coulson has commented acerbically on the ‘linguistic burglary’ of scholars who dismiss

medieval documentary use of terms such as castel or castellum when these do not refer
to what are considered ‘proper’ castles.” However, in the absence of any detailed study
devoted to the development and meaning of medieval castle words, such urgings have
had little effect on the kind of linguistic assumptions displayed by most scholars. The
passage quoted above from Brown is in fact from an article written in reply to Davison,
dismissing evidence of the need for an archaeological and linguistic re-think. "

I hope to provide in this chapter an analysis of the word cast/e which will
provide at least some preliminary linguistic findings to promote the continuation of this
debate in new and more convincing directions. I wish to argue that, while the
archaeological and socio-political evidence for medieval castles has 1n recent years
been the basis of some fine work in the field of castle studies, valuable evidence of
other kinds, for example of a linguistic and literary nature, has not often been
recognised. These alternative kinds of evidence, I will argue, present the castle as a
concept with a much broader range of meanings and a much wider cultural significance

than its usual definition in modem use.

Reynolds’ distinction between word, concept and phenomenon is a helpful way
of clanfying the complicated issues involved in such an undertaking. I have therefore
decided to use this distinction as a model for my discussion during this chapter. In the

case of the castle, the phenomenon can I think be described under the heading of the

:Ibid., pp. 9-10, 12-13.
C. Coulson, ‘The State of Research: Cultural Realities and Reappraisals in English Castle-Study’,
Journal of Medieval History 22 (1996): 171-208, p.174; O’Neil, Castles, pp.1-2.

' B. K. Davison, “The Ongins of the Castle in England: The Institute’s Research Project’, The
Archaeological Journal 124 (1967): 202-11.
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archaeological and historical evidence for the origins and development of castle

architecture, function and engineering. As Reynolds implies for the subject of feudalism
and fiefs, the phenomenon is the aspect upon which historians usually concentrate, and
this is also true in castle studies, as I noted in the Introduction. For this reason I will
refer the reader back to the summary I gave there of the physical evidence for castle
forms and origins, rather than devoting more space to this issue. The rest of this chapter
will therefore be divided up into a “Words’ section on the linguistic evidence for the
introduction and meaning of medieval castle words and a ‘Concepts’ section discussing

the wider implications of how both phenomena and words were understood and used 1n
the medieval peniod. Obviously, discussion of the words and concepts will overlap, as

will that of concepts and phenomena, but these general headings will be used as

organising devices, rather than strict divisions between i1deas.

In order to problematise the modem word, concept and phenomenon of the
castle from the start, I will be very careful to specify which of these particular aspects I
am referring to each time I use the word, and whether I am referring to a modem or a
contemporary understanding. I will indicate the medieval phenomenon by the phrase
medieval castle, Norman castle, and so on. I will use castel to stand for Middle English
castle words, even when these are not spelled in this precise way 1n the sources. Chastel
will act similarly for the medieval French word and castellum for the medieval Latin
word. Castle will be used to indicate a linguistic discussion of the term. I will identify
the concept with phrases like medieval concept, modern concept. The undifferentiated

word castle will be used as an inclusive term for the overall subject and debate.

1.1 WORDS

The Conquest has long been noted as a cructal point in English history, marking
changes in government, technology, culture and language. However, the extent and
nature of these changes is, as I have suggested, a matter for careful analysis. Armitage

made a neat summary of her arguments for the novelty of the castle as a technology and
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as a concept when she suggested that ‘the thing as well as the term was new.’ ' She was

commenting on the borrowing of the word castel into English from Norman French
around the time of the Conquest, and correlating this with the introduction of the motte
and bailey castle by Normans at around the same date. I have already supported the
evidence put forward by Davison and others to suggest that Norman fortifications were
not wholly the result of importation from France, which weakens one side of
Armitage’s equation. Although Armitage was correct 1n suggesting that the word castle
was borrowed into English in the period of the Conquest under Norman influence, there
is also reason to reassess the validity of her claims for its linguistic novelty.

In an English context, the words castellum and castel were not entirely new at
the time when Norman influences, linguistic and otherwise, were making themselves
felt. While the experts agree that castel was re-borrowed into English from French

around the time of the Conquest, there also existed an older loan into English of the
word castel, which had been made at some point before the year 1000, from Latin. '
Dieter Kastovsky notes the rarity of loan-words into Old English. " The roughly 150
examples which were borrowed from Latin at around this period, he suggests, were

absorbed in the context of scholarly research resulting from the Benedictine reforms
and the growth of learned monastic communities, and this group of loan-words reflect
the Classical Latin read in monasteries.'* The word castellum had been around in Latin
from Classical times'> and occurs a number of times within the Bible. In these contexts
it is usually translated as meaning a village or small town, as this accords with the
ancient meaning of the words in these texts. The attested examples of castel and
castellum at this period in English sources confirm a specialised use in Biblical study,
associated closely with Biblical instances of the word castellum. This context for the
word would have been especially important in monastic circles, consistent with

Kastovsky’s analysis.'® However, the odd contemporary use of the Latin word castellum

''E.S. Armitage, The Early Norman Castles of the British Isles (London, 1912), p.24.

2AC. Amos, A. di Paulo Healey, J. Holland, D. McDougall, I. McDougall, N. Porter and P. Thompson
(ed.), Dictionary of Old English (Toronto, 1988 -), 2nd fascicle.

'* D. Kastovsky, ‘Semantics and Vocabulary’, in R M. Hogg (ed.), The Beginnings to 1066, The

Cambridge History of the English Language 1 (1992), pp.290-408, p.294; see also B.M.H. Strang, 4
History of Old English (London, 1970, repr. 1974), p.314.
' Ibid. p.307.

' See P.G.W. Glare (ed.), Oxford Latin Dictionary (Oxford, 1982).

' R.E. Latham and D.R. Howlett (ed.), Dictionary of Medieval Latin from British Sources (Oxford,
1975-), Amos et al., Dictionary of Old English.
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indicates that this word could also be used outside the context of Biblical commentary,

to refer to the kinds of defences which Norman castles were later to replace.'’

While this first loan 1s attested by only a few examples, the second, from French
at the time of the Conquest, was marked by a sudden and frequent usage, and was
borrowed under very different circumstances. There are therefore some important
differences between these two different loans. However, the need to interpret and
translate the Biblical word castellum in English usage did not end with the introduction
of Norman terminology. Linguists have suggested that the sense of the earlier loan-word
lived on well into the Middle Ages, reserved exclusively for dealing with Biblical, and
sometimes Classical uses of castellum. However, if castellum could be used in an
English context in the ninth century to describe a defended settlement'® and the Norman
term could also be used in a similar way around the time of the Conquest, there was
obviously some overlap between the meanings of the two loan-words. I will suggest
later on that this specialist Biblical usage need not necessarily be kept separate from the
mainstream meaning adopted for the words castel and castellum under Norman
influence, if the evidence for this period is examined without pre-formed expectations
as to the military and feudal meaning of the words. The Conquest certainly did herald
some profound changes in the composition and use of the English language, but as with
developments in defensive architecture, these changes are not always to be explained by
abrupt changes in administration, technology or even vocabulary.

The relationship which was created between French and English by the
Conquest 1s characterised by ‘intimate borrowing’, which is often the linguistic result of
a conquest, annexation or mass migration which juxtaposes one language against
another. In these circumstances of intimate borrowing the less dominant language group
borrows words from the language of the dominant group, and these words often mark
the nature of the social and political relationship between the two groups.'” Leading

linguists Jeffers and Lehiste cite the Norman Conquest as an example of exactly this

kind, describing the word loans from Norman French into English which occurred from
the 11th to 13th centuries, including castle, as examples of intimate borrowing.*’

However, Jeffers and Lehiste note that ‘intimate borrowing, unlike cultural borrowing,

'” J.H. Round, ‘Tower and Castle’, in Geoffrey de Mandeville: A Study of the Anarchy (London, 1892),
pJJ.323-46, p.332.
'* Ibid.
"> R.L. Jeffers and I. Lehiste, Principles and Methods for Historical Linguistics (Cambridge, MA, and
gaondon, 1982, repr. 1989), p.150.

Ibid.; see also MacMahon, Understanding Language Change, p.202.
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is not limited to cultural novelties’.?' In other words, in intimate borrowing contexts

such as prevailed in England after the Conquest, words are not borrowed only to
describe those new phenomena for which a word did not exist in the reciptent language.
Words may also be loaned for social reasons, when the borrowers adopt terminology
associated with the prestige of a powerful group.?* Careful attention to the documentary
evidence shows, to my satisfaction, that the word cast/e falls into this category: it is
borrowed into English around the Conquest to reflect the terminology of the dominant
social group, but not to mark a completely new form of defensive architecture.

There are several sources from around the time of the Norman Conquest which
are often quoted as illustration of the earliest evidence for castles, and for the word
castle, in an English t_:onte:xt.23 The ‘D’ manuscript of the Anglo-Saxon chronicle

mentions Duke William’s policy of castle building and its unfortunate effects on the

English people in the entry for the year 1066:

Oda biscop 7 Wyllelm eorl belifen her cefier 7 worhton castelas wide geond pas
peode, 7 earm folc swencte, 7 a syddan hit yflade swide.

(Bishop Odo and earl William were left behind here, and they built castles far
and wide throughout the land, oppressing the unhappy people, and things went
ever from bad to worse.)**

Similar sentiments are also conveyed in Latin by Orderic Vitalis. He mentions in his
Ecclesiastical History (1109-1113)* the power of the new fortifications against the
English, who were ill-equipped to deal with them:

Munitiones num quas castella Galli nuncupant Anglicis prouinciis paucissime
fuerant, et ob hoc Angli licet bellicosi fuerint et audaces ad resistendum tamen
inimicis extiterant debiliores.

(For the fortifications called castles by the Normans were scarcely known in the
English provinces, and so the English - in spite of their courage and love of
fighting - could put up only a weak resistance to their enemies.)*

*! Thid.

22 Ibid., p.201.

 N.J.G. Pounds, The Medieval Castle in England and Wales: A Social and Political History

ggambﬁdge, 1990, repr.1994), pp.3, 7, M.W. Thompson, The Rise of the Castle (Cambridge, 1991), p.48.
G.P. Cubbin (ed.), MS D, The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle: A Collaborative Edition 6 (1996), 1066, p.81;

g_N . Garmonsway (ed. and transl.), The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, 2nd edn (London, 1973), D1066, p.200.
M. Chibnall, 7he World of Orderic Vitalis (Oxford, 1984), p,176.

* Orderic Vitalis, The Ecclesiastical History of Orderic Vitalis, ed. M. Chibnall (Oxford, 1990),2, Book
4, paragraph 184, pp.218-9.
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It is not surprising that these sources are often quoted 1n debates on the origins of

English castles. They both provide very succinct evidence of the Normans’ use of
fortifications during the Conquest, of the name - castelas, castella - which the
conquerors gave them, and also of the application of this name to these fortifications by
English speakers, whether they were writing in Latin or in Anglo-Saxon.?” Orderic’s
observation seems to imply a perception of the Norman castle as a novel piece of
technology, and the attachment of the word casrellum to this novel concept. On the
other hand, however, Orderic’s comments are specifically directed towards the novelty
of the Norman defences in remote rural areas, where defences of any kind may have
been lacking at the time of the Conquest: Orderic could be commenting specifically on
the 1068 campaign in Northumbria.?® Furthermore, Orderic’s phrase, ‘munitiones num
quas castella Galli nuncupant’ expresses explicitly the urge to preserve the correct
Norman terminology, indicating, I suggest, a social motive for perpetuating Norman
vocabulary rather than a need to coin a new term.

On a broader examination of the texts from which these extracts are taken,
further complications emerge to disturb any neat correlation between a new word and a
new technology. As the passage I quoted from Brown showed, the ‘D’ manuscript of the
Anglo-Saxon Chronicle could also describe an Anglo-Saxon burh as a castelle,
confounding the idea that defensive technology of pre- and post-Conquest England
could be neatly distinguished by differences in vocabulary. Evidence of very diverse
uses of Latin castle words is also available from a broader survey of Orderic Vitalis’
text.*” Marjorie Chibnall notes that Orderic uses castellum and castrum interchangeably
with several other Latin words, such as municipium, praesidum and oppidum, to
describe a range of defences from fortified towns to military defences and fortified
houses.”® Chibnall also provides an example of a contemporary charter which uses the
term castellum for Anglo-Saxon burhs, adding weight to the similar evidence from the
Anglo-Saxon Chronicle.’’ It seems, therefore, that the words castelle, castellum and

castrum in these sources covered rather a wide range of different kinds of defences and

27 Although Orderic spent his adult life at the Norman monastery of St. Evroul, he was born and brought
up in Shrewsbury: Chibnall, The World of Orderic Vitalis, pp.3-4.
2: Coulson, ‘The State of Research: Cultural Realities and Reappraisals in English Castle-study’, p.172.

M. Chibnall, ‘Orderic Vitalis on Castles’, in C. Harper-Bill, C.J. Holdsworth and J. Nelson (ed.), Studies

gg Medieval History Presented to R. Allen Brown (Woodbridge, 1989), pp.43-56; pp.53-4.
Ibid., p.53.
! Ibid., n.67.



31
were not confined specifically to Norman fortresses, even if they did refer to the new

defences in the majority of cases.™

The small number of studies focused on the early use of castle vocabulary
confirm this wider range of meanings for the Latin terms castrum and castellum both
before and after the Conquest. J.F. Verbruggen, writing in 1950 and using a variety of
Continental and British Latin sources of the period before and after the Conquest came
to some similar conclusions as to the wider meaning of the terms castrum and
castellum.” His impressive collection of documentary examples includes many
instances in which castrum and/or castellum is/are used to describe lordly fortresses, but
also ecclesiastical and urban defences: examples of these wider meanings start with the
annals of the abbey of Saint-Vaast for the year 895°* and end with Roger of Wendover
writing in 1197.% In 1976 Coulson was able to provide some very similar references in
pre-Conquest Continental sources to the fortified precincts of abbeys as castra or
castella, which complement Verbruggen’s thesis very effectively. In 1996 Coulson also
noted that pre-Conquest work services of burh-bot were Latinised afterwards as
operatio castellorum, providing further evidence of linguistic equivalence between
burhs and early castles. There is, therefore, a substantial amount of documentary
evidence already collected, from both before and after the Conquest and from English
and Continental sources, to back up a wider range of meanings for the Latin words
castrum and castellum.

There are also early instances in which the terms could be used with
considerably more precision, and these examples were the subject of research by J.H.
Round, a colleague and collaborator of Armitage. Round published in 1892, as an
appendix to his volume on Geoffrey de Mandeville, a study of the use and context of the
words for tower and castle in early sources, in Latin and French, describing both the
Continental and the English building campaigns of the Normans.*® Here Round
combines documentary with archaeological evidence to identify the careful distinctions
which were made in medieval usage between the different elements of the castle
structure, especially between the turris, mota or arx - the tower or keep - and the

castrum or castellum which in these cases seems to be used specifically to indicate the

*2 Ibid., p.53.

33 . : :
J.F. Verbruggen, ‘Note sur le sens des mots castrum, castellum, et quelques autres expressions qui

§14ésignent des fortifications’, Revue Belge de philologie et d'histoire 28.1 (1950): 147-55.
Ibid., p.148.

;’ Ibid., p.152.
¢ Round, ‘Tower and Castle’.
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fortified enclosure surrounding, appended to or separate from the keep element. He

suggests that, in the early post-Conquest examples he cites, this meaning of a fortified
enclosure 1s still in use, referring specifically to the walls enclosing a site, as opposed to
the other buildings which might be enclosed by them. For example, in one charter of
Matilda in 1141, the Tower of London is referred to as ‘turris Londoniae cum parvo
castello’, and in another of 1142, Colchester Castle is described as ‘turrim et castellum
de Colchestr[a)’.”’ The castellum in these contexts is the surrounding defensive wall,
rather than the main keep or the whole complex, either of which we might refer to if we
were to talk about the castle of Colchester today.

Round stresses that this is a transitional semantic stage, which is preserved in
poetic formulae such as ‘/e chastel e la tur’, but which gave way in the face of the need
for a compound name for the entire fortress.” A fortified enclosure can be understood
in contradistinction to other elements of a defensive complex such as the main tower,
but can also be used metonymically to refer to all the elements enclosed either literally
or mentally within it. This transitional use of the terms in a precise way also
complements the more general meanings the words can have in medieval usage. It
underlines the non-specific nature of the defended arrangement characterised by early
castle words, which could equally well describe the walled monasteries, the small
defences and the lordly fortresses cited by Verbruggen and Coulson. Castellum was
understood as a word denoting enclosure and fortificatton; 1t did not carry the
connotations of feudal lordship or of private fortification which are associated with the
word 1n modern usage, and so could be used at this early period to describe any fortified
enclosure. Any special relationship between the word and the new Norman fortresses
would certainly be of a social nature, as the word did not imply any particular kind of
fortification except by context. Indeed, Round supplies examples in which he argues
that the word castellum is used to describe fortified enclosures of all sorts, from the
works of the Normans to pre-Norman earthworks and even Roman remains, reflecting a
comparable range to the examples collected by Verbruggen and Coulson.”” It would
also be entirely possible for this range of meanings to encompass the meaning of the

earlier, Latin-derived loan-word: the small towns or villages of Biblical examples.

*7 Cited in full, ibid., pp.89,180; see also p.328.
;: Ibid., pp.331, 333-4.
Ioid., esp. pp.331 (and n.3), 332, 336.
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A thorough survey of the words castel, castellum and indeed castrum in early

post-Conquest sources concerned with Britain is a desideratum. I am confident that, if

and when such a survey is eventually undertaken, more evidence will be found to back

up the observations of Round, Verbruggen and Coulson. I am equally confident that the
reason such evidence has not previously been identified 1s because, upon seeing castle
words in the documentary record, scholars have assumed that these words could only
refer to Norman private fortresses, and have interpreted their sources accordingly. The
evidence has simply been written out of the record. It 1s also true to say, however, that
such a survey would not be able to provide a complete picture of the range of meaning
at one period, or of changes in meaning over time, and that many of the examples with

which 1t dealt might at best be highly ambiguous. This is inevitable from the

l40

fragmentary nature of the record with which historical linguists have to deal.™ I do not

In any case have at this time the considerable resources which would be needed to
tackle such a survey. Instead I will provide a series of carefully selected examples
which seem to me to provide particular insights into the range of meanings which were
attached to castle words at particular points in the medieval period. This selection
cannot be exhaustive, but it does facilitate close attention to individual examples, many
of which seem to me to illustrate some important aspects of the medieval castle which
fall outside the limits previously set.

[ have argued up until this point for a broader meaning for the word cast/e 1n
the early period after the introduction of the word to Britain at the Conquest,
encompassing a variety of different kinds of structure. Bearing in mind Reynolds’
discussion of the reductive and normative tendencies of definitions, and the reductive
definitions which Brown, O’Neil and others have applied to the word castle, I have tried
to avoid suggesting any definitions for medieval castle words. The closest my argument
has come to a definition of the broader understanding of the medieval castle I have been
advocating has been in quoting Round’s work.

Round’s suggestion that the Latin terms castrum and castellum should be
understood as meaning a fortified enclosure in many of the medieval contexts in which
they are discovered comes close to a definition. But it seems to me to stand apart from
the usual run of reductive or tedious suggestions as it is sufficiently broad and yet

sufficiently succinct to present the range of possibilities medieval people might have

9 McMahon, Understanding Language Change, p.185.
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had in their heads when they thought about castles. However, I also think that Round’s

definition has a sound claim because it accords rather well with some medieval
explanations of castle terminology which I have found, but which I assume Round had

not come across. Contemporary medieval definitions, like other kinds of definition, may

also simplify a concept for concision, or apply only to certain contexts, and i1t may be
particularly hard to determine these matters in a historical context with incomplete
information. However, the examples I have found, like Round’s definition, have the
virtue of being remarkably specific, yet keeping open a number of possibilities. I
present them here not as the final word on the meaning of medieval castle words, but as

a genuine contemporary illustration of some of the ways in which these words could be

understood.
My first example comes from a homily sometimes attributed to Anselm of

Canterbury (1033-1109) and dated tentatively to twelfth century or earlier.*' The work
elaborates on the text of Luke 10.38 and is headed with the Biblical text: “ipse intravit
in guoddam castellum’.** The Biblical passage describes Jesus’ literal entry into the
castellum of Bethany to visit Mary and Martha, but was interpreted as a figurative
description of Jesus’ entry into the protective body of the Virgin Mary at the
Incarnation.” The author develops this text into an allegory of the Virgin as a castellum
of a recognisably Norman type, which most archaeologists would be quite happy to

term a ‘castle’:

Castellum enim dicitur quaelibet turris, et murus in circitu ejus +

(Any tower with a wall around 1t 1s called a castle)

' R.D. Comnelius, The Figurative Castle: A Study in the Mediaeval Allegory of the Edifice with Especial
Reference to Religious Writings: A Dissertation (Bryn Mawr, PA, 1930), p.43.

2 1 uke 10.38: ‘Factum est autem dum irent, et ipse intravit in quoddam castellum; et mulier quaedam,
Martha nomine, excepit illum in domum suam’ (Now it came to pass as they went, that he entered into a
certain Zown: and a certain woman named Martha, received him into her house). In all cases where Biblical
passages are cited in the Vulgate, I quote from Biblia Sacra Vulgatae Fditionis (1959). All translations are
taken from The Holy Bible Translated from the Latin Vulgate: The Old Testament first Published by the
English College at Douay and The New Testament first published by the English College at Rheims
(London, Manchester and Glasgow, 1899). I italicise or replace the Douay-Rheims translation of the
Vulgate term ‘castellum’ throughout this thesis in order to problematise assumptions about translations of
this word. The Douay-Rheims edition routinely translates this word as ‘town’ or ‘village’. By doing this I
wish to alert readers to the broader meanings which a medieval understanding of the Vulgate text may
have encompassed.

*> This text seems to have been interpreted in connection with the Virgin since the 7thc, and interpreted as
an image of the Virgin as a ‘castellum’ from the 9th: Comnelius, The Figurative Castle, pp.37-48.

* Anselm of Canterbury, ‘Homilia IX, in Patrologiae Latinae Cursus Completus, ed. J.P. Migne, (Paris,
1844-64), 158, col. 645.



35
This definition is elegantly succinct and yet open-ended. A tower surrounded by a wall

might well be found in an Anglo-Saxon burh, or 1n a fortified urban setting, as at
Rouen, Le Mans or London, where the Norman tower keeps were defended by the city
walls (see illustration 8). It could also, depending on the nature of the tower, refer to an
ecclesiastical arrangement or possibly a more private fortress. This medieval definition
of a castle demonstrates how the broader meanings I have suggested 1n this chapter for
the castle might be understood to come together in a certain combination of structures.
It provides a concept of the castle which is both succinct and carries the possibility of
application to a wide variety of structures with equal validity. There 1s nothing here to
suggest that castles are necessarily feudal or private fortresses, or that the word can only
be applied to particular types of structure.

The use of the adjective quaelibet is notable in this example, as it indicates the
open nature of the definition, inviting readers to supply their own range of examples
freely: it gives a striking impression of the inclusiveness which the author envisages for
the term castellum. This accords with the many contexts for the use of the term I have
noted in earlier parts of this chapter. The Biblical inspiration for this description makes
a compelling case for the reintegration into the mainstream of the whole range of
excluded Biblically inspired medieval castle words. The open nature of this definition
explains simply and effectively how medieval readers of the period could have
reconciled their ideas of the castle against the castel/la mentioned in Classical and
Biblical contexts. The symbolic comparison of the Virgin Mary to a castle further
underlines the point that castles were in no way seen as being incongruous to sacred
scripture.

This concept of the castle is very simple, and invites comparison with a range of
structures which were not necessarily feudal or private. Aelred, abbot of Rievaulx from
1147 to 1167" chooses the same text and a similar interpretation for his Sermon on the

Assumption of the Virgin.*® The castle which Aelred describes has three elements, a

ditch (for humility), a wall on the ditch (chastity) and a tower (charity):

In castello fiunt tria quaedam, ut forte sit, scilicet fossatum, murus et turris 4

**P. Fergusson and S. Hammson, Rievaulx Abbey: Community, Architecture, Memory (New Haven, CT,
and London, 1999), p.38.; M.L. Dutton, ‘The Conversion and Vocation of Aelred of Rievaulx: A
Historical Hypothesis®, in D. Williams (ed.), England in the Twelfth Century, Proceedings of the 1988
Harlaxton Symposium (1990), pp.31-49, p.33.

* Aelred of Rievaulx, *Sermo XVII: In Assumptione beatae Mariae’, in Patrologiae Latinae Cursus

Completus, ed. Migne, 195, cols.303-5.
‘7 Ibid., col. 303.
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(Three things make up a castle, so that it may be strong, and they are a ditch, a

wall and a tower)*®
Again, the openness of this definition is striking, especially in contrast to the formulae
created for this function by modemn historians which I cited in the Introduction. Still,
there 1s no suggestion of a social or political criterion to define this castle, and still the
three elements are described in loose affinity. Perhaps it is no coincidence that Aelred, a
monk, leaves open the possibilities for his definitions of the castle to be applied to
structures such as monasteries as well as to lordly fortresses. I discuss this possibility in
Chapter 3, ‘The Spiritual Castle’. It may also be that there is a similar motivation
behind the ‘quaelibet’ of the previous example, inviting readers of listeners to fit the
castle scenario to their own surroundings. Once again, there is evidence that, far from
being carefully segregated from the contemporary meanings of medieval castle words,
Biblical castles were integrated in a broader, less feudal definition of the concept.

This 1s of course a very small sample from which to draw wide-ranging
conclusions about the semantic development of the word castle. However, these
examples provide evidence of that way the medieval castle could be understood as a
number of defensive elements in a certain relationship, rather than as an entity defined
by social or political constraints. They also demonstrate that the castella of Biblical
texts were conceived in a way perfectly consistent with the other defensive buildings of
the Middle Ages. In the final part of this section, I will aim to extend my examples
further into the later Middle Ages to look at the later developments in the semantics of
castle architecture.

I am aware that the majority of examples I have mentioned so far are from Latin
writing, with only a few examples of the use of castel and its variants in English. Post-
Conquest England is often described as a trilingual society in which Latin, English and
French jostled alongside one another; however the relationship between these different
languages is often not explored by dictionaries and studies, which confine themselves to
_ asingle language, or assume that all three are interchangeable and comment no further.
It seems especially important to clarify this situation with regard to castle words in
English usage, because of the suggestion that a separate, earlier and Latin-derived sense
of the English word castel was preserved in Middle English for translating castellum

from Biblical or sometimes Classical Latin. I have suggested above that, if Biblical (or

4 My translation.
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Classical) use of the word castellum suggested a village or small town, then these

meanings could have been encompassed quite happily by the castle words used in
England under the influence of Norman culture. Linguistically speaking, too, there 1s no
reason to suggest the preservation of a separate and archaic meaning for a word when it
occurs in one particular context. Linguists agree on the polysemousness of words: their

ability to absorb a number of meanings, even possibly contradictory ones, and their

ability to preserve an older meaning while taking on a newer and changed meaning.*’
More importantly for this case, perhaps, linguists also agree that an
understanding of historical and/or obsolete meanings of a word, and of the processes of
semantic shift, is suited to modern ways of thinking about words rather than those of the
Middle Ages. The idea of semantic change is dependent on the Saussurian concept of
the arbitrary connection between the linguistic signifier and its referent. Before the
advent of this idea, etymology, of the type practised in the Middle Ages, was thought to
reveal not a series of linguistic associations and shifts, but the true and immutable
meaning of a word. >’ At any previous historical period, such as the Middle Ages, the
meaning a word held at that time was assumed to be the meaning it had always held.
Therefore medieval English readers of around the beginning of the 11th century,
coming across the word castellum in a Biblical or Classical text, must have accepted
that this word had the same range of meanings as the castel/lum used in a property
charter or chronicle written in their own time.”' This would probably not have produced
very many problems for medieval observers, as such words are very often employed in
ambiguous contexts, under the assumption that the meaning will be known. Under these
circumstances, a medieval understanding of the word castellum, particularly the open
understanding of the term I have illustrated, would have fitted in to a great many
historical texts, including Biblical and Classical ones. The question still remains,

however, of the nature of the relationship between English castel and Latin castellum.

* McMahon, Understanding Language Change, p.176; J. Milroy, ‘On the Social Origins of Language
Change’, in C. Jones (ed.), Historical Linguistics: Problems and Perspectives (London and New York,
NY, 1993), pp.215-36, passim.

*® McMahon, Understanding Language Change, p.177; R. Lass, Historical Linguistics and Language
Change (Cambridge, 1997), pp.10-11, 17.

*! Some dictionaries suggest that the two loans of the word castel into English preserved the different
genders of their original languages: the earlier castel being neuter like the Latin and the later being
masculine like French chastel. Other sources, however, acknowledge that such a distinction was never
systematically maintained, and by the twelfth century grammatical gender had anyway disappeared; J.A.
Burrow and T. Turville-Petre, A Book of Middle English (Oxford and Cambridge, MA, 1992), p.4.
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In order to investigate further this relationship I have looked at a series of

closely related texts in different languages which show interaction between Latin and
English, and indeed French, castle words. These texts do not belong to the charter or
chronicle evidence more usually consulted for castle vocabulary, but they do provide a
unique linguistic resource of the early post-Conquest period, just as valid for linguistic
information as historical records of a more conventional kind, which have been
analysed before for the considerable linguistic information they record. Geoffrey of
Monmouth’s Historia regum Britannie (History of the Kings of Britain) was written in
Latin in 1138, and rapidly came to prominence. In 1155 the poet Wace translated and
adapted Geoffrey’s work for the English court into Anglo-Norman as the Roman de
Brut, and at some point between 1189 and the middle of the thirteenth century, Wace’s

work was turned into an English poem, now known as the Brut, by La3amon.”® These
texts span a time of crucial importance in the development of post-Conquest language
structures and relationships; their subject-matter, the history of Britain from its earliest,
legendary times, was of great importance and popularity throughout the Middle Ages. In
fact, the perspective these legendary histories provides raises interesting questions about
medieval perceptions of the past which are germane to this investigation. As each
successive text is, loosely speaking, a translation of the former, it has been possible to
1dentify castle words in one text and search the corresponding section of the other two
to determine whether the usage is consistent between the different languages and
authors.

For each instance of the word castellum or castrum in the Latin text of Geoffrey
of Monmouth’s Historia regum Britannie, Wace’s Anglo-Norman contains several
more chastels, and La3amon often adds more castels. This numerical incidence is partly
accounted for by the relative lengths of the three texts: each expands on the former
version. However, on comparison of the positioning of these terms in each of the texts,
the transmission of vocabulary from one text to another does seem to follow certain
patterns. While Geoffrey, in Latin, has several different words including castellum for
fortresses, Wace and La3amon are much more consistent: they translate Geoffrey’s
different words only as (respectively) chastel and castel. This suggests that, at least in

the minds of Wace, vernacular castle words can be used as the equivalent of the Latin

*2 Ibid., p.94.
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word castellum, and also of other, interchangeable Latin words; but it also shows in
both authors a marked preference in the vernacular for the words chastel and castel.

53 «

For instance, in paragraph 7 of Geoffrey’s text,” ‘tria castella’ are mentioned,

which are the inheritance of a certain Assaracus:’* Wace renders these into French as
‘tres bons chastels’;”> La3amon into English as ‘sele preo castles’.”® When Geoffrey
describes in the next paragraph how Assaracus provisions these strongholds, they
appear as ‘oppida’, and again one of these, an ‘oppidum’ reappears in paragraph 10>’
However, these passages are given the word ‘chastels’ 1n Wace,,,5 ® who, furthermore,
scatters ‘chastels’ freely around the intervening lines, adding instances where no
fortress of any kind is mentioned by Geoffrey.”” La3amon, following Wace, mentions

these fortresses as ‘castlen’.®’ A similar pattern occurs when Geoffrey employs the word

‘castrum’. In paragraphs 19 and 20 of Geoffrey’s work, the word is employed in 1ts

: . : . . 62
various forms seven t1mes.6] Wace substitutes the word chastel and uses 1t ten times.

At this level of analysis, the texts provide a fairly consistent picture of the use of castle
words, showing an appreciation of the equivalence of castle words in different
languages. However, in other ways the use of these words is much more problematic.
Geoffrey uses a variety of different words for fortifications but also for
settlements and towns, and it is difficult to know if these terms are always used
pleonastically or in order to draw distinctions between structures which Geoffrey

wanted to differentiate. Tatlock accepts that Geoffrey means a range of different
structures, sometimes fortified towns and sometimes for lordly fortresses; he suggests
that in the eleventh century the broader meaning of castel/lum was still current, although
it was becoming more usual to associate it with the more recently arrived private, lordly

structures.®” Wace and La3amon add many chastels / castels to their narratives, but they

>3 1 refer here to t<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>