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This volume has a particular focus on the interrelations between the 
various parts of north-western Europe. After the opening piece on Lothar-
ingia, there are detailed studies of the relationship between Ponthieu and 
its Norman neighbours, and between the Norman and Angevin duke-
kings and the other French nobility, followed by an investigation of 
the world of demons and possession in Norman Italy, with additional 
observations on the subject in twelfth-century England. Meanwhile, the 
York massacre of the Jews in 1190 is set in a wider context, showing the 
extent to which crusader enthusiasm led to the pogroms that so marred 
Anglo-Jewish relations, not just in York but elsewhere in England; and 
there is an exploration of poverty in London, also during the 1190s, 
viewed through the prism of the life and execution of William fitz 
Osbert. Another chapter demonstrates the power of comparative history 
to illuminate the norms of proprietary queenship, so often overlooked 
by historians of both kingship and queenship. And two essays focusing 
on landscape bring the physical into close association with the histor-
ical: on the equine landscape of eleventh- and twelfth-century England, 
adding substantially to our understanding of the place of the horse in 
late Anglo-Saxon and early Anglo-Norman societies, and on the Brut 
narratives of Geoffrey of Monmouth, Wace, and Laȝamon, arguing that 
they use realistic landscapes in their depiction of the action embedded in 
their tales, so demonstrating the authors’ grasp of the practical realities 
of contemporary warfare and the role played by landscapes in it.
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EDITOR’S PREFACE

The forty-fourth Battle Conference of Anglo-Norman Studies again took place in 
the virtual sphere, and we owe a vote of thanks to the School of History at the 
University of East Anglia for allowing us to use their Zoom account. I would also 
like to record my gratitude for the enthusiasm with which the Battle community 
embraced the online platform. The format of substantial papers coupled with time 
to discuss them worked because those who attended embraced the opportunity to 
be involved fully in the conference. A notable success was the poster session for 
early career researchers, organized by Dr Leonie Hicks: all the participants were 
welcomed, and this contributed immensely to the good atmosphere which pervaded 
the three days of the conference.

I also want to record my personal thanks and the thanks of the Allen Brown 
Memorial Trust to Professor Lindy Grant, who has stepped down from the Trust 
after more than two decades of service, most recently as its Chair. We have all bene-
fited enormously from her expertise and her good sense, and also from her abiding 
friendship. Dr Laura Cleaver has kindly agreed to become a Trustee.

Stephen Church
January 2022
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Plummer, 2 vols, Oxford 1892–9

ASC, trans. 
Swanton

The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, trans. and ed. M. J. Swanton, 
London 1996

ASE Anglo-Saxon England
BAR British Archaeological Reports
BL London, British Library
BM Bibliothèque Municipale
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Monasticon

William Dugdale, Monasticon Anglicanum, new edn by Henry 
Ellis and Bulkeley Bandinel, 6 vols, London 1817–30
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novorum in Anglia, et Opuscula duo; De Vita Sancti Anselmi et 
quibusdam miraculis ejus, ed. Martin Rule, RS 81, London 1884

EEA English Episcopal Acta
EETS Early English Text Society
EHR English Historical Review
EME Early Medieval Europe
English 
Lawsuits

English Lawsuits from William I to Richard I, ed. R. C. van 
Caenegem, 2 vols, Selden Society, 106–7, London 1990–1

Freeman, 
Norman

Edward A. Freeman, The History of the Norman Conquest of 
England, its Causes and its Results, 6 vols, 1st edn, Oxford 
1867–79, revised edn, New York 1873–6
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x Abbreviations

GDB Great Domesday Book, followed by the folio number, a or 
b (for recto or verso), cited from Domesday Book, seu Liber 
Censualis Willelmi Primi, 2 vols, London 1783, I, or from Great 
Domesday Book: Library Edition, ed. Ann Williams and R. 
W. H. Erskine, Alecto Historical Editions, London 1986–92; 
followed in parentheses by the abbreviated county name and the 
entry number (substituting an oblique for a comma between the 
first and second parts) used in Domesday Book, ed. John Morris 
and others, 34 vols, Phillimore, London 1974–86

Gesetze Die Gesetze der Angelsachsen, ed. Felix Liebermann, 3 vols, ed. 
Liebermann, Halle 1903–16

GND The Gesta Normannorum ducum of William of Jumièges, 
Orderic Vitalis, and Robert of Torigni, ed. and trans. Elisabeth 
M. C. van Houts, 2 vols, Oxford 1992–5

Harmer, AS 
Writs

F. E. Harmer, Anglo-Saxon Writs, 2nd edn, Stamford 1989

Howden, 
Chronica

Chronica Rogeri de Houedene, ed. William Stubbs, 4 vols, RS, 
51, London 1868–71

Howden, Gesta Gesta Regis Henrici Secundi [now attributed to Roger of 
Howden], ed. William Stubbs, 2 vols, RS, 49, London 1867

HSJ Haskins Society Journal
Huntingdon Henry, Archdeacon of Huntingdon, Historia Anglorum: The 

History of the English People, ed. and trans. Diana Greenway, 
Oxford 1996

IE Inquisitio Eliensis, in Inquisitio Comitatus Cantabrigiensis 
[and] Inquisitio Eliensis, ed. N. E. S. A. Hamilton, London 1876

JEH Journal of Ecclesiastical History
JL Regesta pontificum romanorum ab condita ecclesia ad annum 

post Christum natum MCXCVIII, ed. Philipp Jaffé, Wilhelm 
Wattenbach, S. Loewenfeld, and others, 2 vols, Leipzig 1885–8

JMH Journal of Medieval History
John of 
Worcester

The Chronicle of John of Worcester, ed. R. R. Darlington and P. 
McGurk, II–III, Oxford 1995–8

KCD Codex Diplomaticus Aevi Saxonici, ed. J. M. Kemble, 6 vols, 
London, 1839–48 – cited by charter number

LDB Little Domesday Book, followed by the folio number and a or 
b (for recto or verso), cited from Domesday Book, seu Liber 
Censualis Willelmi Primi, 2 vols, London 1783, II, or from Great 
Domesday Book: Library Edition, ed. Ann Williams and R. W. 
H. Erskine, Alecto Historical Editions, London 2000; followed 
in parentheses by the abbreviated county name and the entry 
number (substituting an oblique for a comma between the first 
and second parts) used in Domesday Book, ed. John Morris and 
others, 34 vols, Phillimore, London 1974–86
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Lanfranc

The Letters of Lanfranc, Archbishop of Canterbury, ed. and 
trans. Helen Clover and Margaret Gibson, Oxford 1979

Malmesbury, 
Gesta pontif-
icum

William of Malmesbury, Gesta pontificum Anglorum: The 
History of the English Bishops, ed. and trans. M. Winterbottom 
and R. M. Thomson, 2 vols, Oxford 2007

Malmesbury, 
Gesta regum

William of Malmesbury, Gesta regum Anglorum: The History of 
the English Kings, ed. and trans. R. A. B. Mynors, M. Winter-
bottom and R. M. Thomson, 2 vols, Oxford 1998–9

Malmesbury, 
Historia 
novella

William of Malmesbury, Historia novella: The Contemporary 
History, ed. Edmund King, trans. K. R. Potter, Oxford 1998

MGH Monumenta Germaniae Historica
ODNB Oxford Dictionary of National Biography, usually cited from 

online edn (www.oxforddnb.com/view/article/), with article 
number and date accessed

OED Oxford English Dictionary
OMT Oxford Medieval Texts
RADN Recueil des actes des ducs de Normandie de 911 à 1066, ed. 

Marie Fauroux, Mémoires de la Société des Antiquaires de 
Normandie 36, Caen 1961

Orderic The Ecclesiastical History of Orderic Vitalis, ed. and trans. 
Marjorie Chibnall, 6 vols, Oxford 1969–80

P & P Past & Present
PL Patrologia cursus completus, series Latina, ed. J.-P. Migne, 221 

vols, Paris 1844–65
Poitiers The Gesta Guillelmi of William of Poitiers, ed. and trans. R. H. 

C. Davis and Marjorie Chibnall, Oxford 1998
PR The Great Roll of the Pipe for [regnal year, king], Pipe Roll 

Society; except for 2–4 Henry II, ed. Joseph Hunter, London 
1844; 1 Richard I, ed. Joseph Hunter, London 1844; 26 Henry III, 
ed. Henry Louis Cannon, London 1918

Proc. Brit. 
Acad.

Proceedings of the British Academy

Regesta Regesta Regum Anglo-Normannorum, 1066–1154, 3 vols, I, ed. 
H. W. C. Davis, Oxford 1913; II, ed. Charles Johnson and H. A. 
Cronne, Oxford 1956; III, ed. H. A. Cronne and R. H. C. Davis, 
Oxford 1968
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William I

Regesta Regum Anglo-Normannorum: The Acta of William I 
(1066–1087), ed. David Bates, Oxford 1998
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Charters

A. J. Robertson, Anglo-Saxon Charters, Cambridge 1939

RS Rolls Series (Chronicles and Memorials of Great Britain and 
Ireland during the Middle Ages, Published under the Direction 
of the Master of the Rolls)
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P. H. Sawyer, Anglo-Saxon Charters: an Annotated List and 
Bibliography, London 1968, and with a revised and updated 
version largely edited by S. E. Kelly, available at www.esawyer.
org.uk/

SS Scriptores (in Folio) [in MGH]
s.a. sub anno, annis (‘under the year, years’)
s.v. sub verbo, verbis (‘under the word, words’)
Tabularia Tabularia: Sources écrites de la Normandie medieval [online 

journal: www.unicaen.fr/mrsh/craham/revue/tabularia/]
Telma Chartes originales antérieures à 1121 conservées en France, ed. 

C. Giraud, J.-B. Renault and B.-M. Tock, Nancy 2010: www.
cn-telma.fr/originaux/

Torigni ed. 
Delisle

Chronique de Robert de Torigni: Abbé du Mont-Saint-Michel, 
ed. L. Delisle, 2 vols, Rouen, 1872–3

Torigni ed. 
Howlett

Chronicles of the Reigns of Stephen, Henry II, and Richard I, 
ed. R. Howlett, 4 vols, Rolls Series, London, 1884–9, volume iv

Torigni ed. 
Bisson

The Chronography of Robert of Torigni, 2 vols, ed. Thomas N. 
Bisson, Oxford 2020

TRE tempore regis Eadwardi (‘in King Edward’s time’)
TRHS Transactions of the Royal Historical Society
TRW tempore regis Willelmi (‘in King William’s time’)
VCH The Victoria History of the Counties of England [with county 

name], in progress
Vita Eadwardi The Life of King Edward who Rests at Westminter, Attributed to 

a Monk of Saint-Bertin, ed. and trans. Frank Barlow, 2nd edn, 
Oxford 1992

Wace, trans. 
Burgess

The History of the Norman People: Wace’s Roman de Rou, 
trans. Glyn S. Burgess, Woodbridge 2004

Whitelock, AS 
Wills

D. Whitelock, Anglo-Saxon Wills, Cambridge 1930

x [The form 1066 x 1087 indicates an uncertain date within the 
range]
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The Christine Mahaney Memorial Lecture

WILD, WILD HORSES: EQUINE LANDSCAPES OF THE 
ELEVENTH AND TWELFTH CENTURIES

Robert Liddiard

The importance of horses to Anglo-Norman society needs little introduction.1 While 
the significance of the horse in eleventh- and twelfth-century warfare has tended 
to loom large in historiography, especially in the debate over the existence of the 
Anglo-Saxon ‘warhorse’, a by-product of scholarly attention in this area has been 
the welcome dismissal of the idea that the English beast was no more than a shaggy 
pony and its Norman counterpart only a thoroughbred.2 Far from being overshad-
owed by its continental neighbours, selective breeding of horses in England before 
1066 is well-attested, as is the existence of specialized studs, raising the possibility 
that the kingdom may have been comparatively well-horsed.3 Without diminishing 
the potential importance of the Conquest to equine culture, the more recent tendency 
of historians not to unduly differentiate between the kind of horses found on both 
sides of the channel either side of 1066, provides a more balanced approach.4 In 
similar vein, this essay discusses the geography of horse breeding in England, prin-
cipally in the eleventh and twelfth centuries. There are specific reasons why this period 
in particular might be worth exploring. Before 1200 the horse was becoming increas-
ingly significant as a beast of agriculture and it became more so thereafter, drawing 

1 I should like to thank Stephen Church for the invitation to speak at the Battle Confer-
ence and all those who generously supplied advice and references after the online session. 
Nicholas Vincent and especially Katy Cubitt provided much assistance during the period of 
library closures resulting from the pandemic. This essay is based on work undertaken as part 
of the ‘Warhorse’ project led by the University of Exeter, https://medievalwarhorse.exeter.
ac.uk (Arts and Humanities Research Council, UK (AH/S000380/1) and Gary Baker, Alan 
Outram, Kate Kanne and Camille Vo Van Qui all provided specific references. All errors of 
fact and interpretation remain my own.
2 R. H. C. Davis, ‘Did the Anglo-Saxons have Warhorses?’, in Weapons and Warfare in 
Anglo-Saxon England, Oxford University Committee for Archaeology Monograph No. 21, ed. 
Sonia Chadwick Hawkes, Oxford 1989, 141–4; eadem, The Medieval Warhorse, London, 1989; 
Charles Gladitz, Horse Breeding in the Medieval World, Dublin 1997; for the pre-Conquest 
period specifically, Sarah Larratt Keefer, ‘Hwær Cwom Mearh? The Horse in Anglo-Saxon 
England’, Journal of Medieval History 22, 1996, 115–34; Jennifer Neville, ‘Hrothgar’s Horses: 
Feral or Thoroughbred?’, Anglo-Saxon England 35, 2006, 131–57.
3 Debby Banham and Rosamond Faith, Anglo-Saxon Farms and Farming, Oxford 2014, 
79–80 drawing attention to the potential significance of place-name evidence; Campbell esti-
mates a total of 162,500 working beasts in 1086; Bruce M. S. Campbell, ‘The Land’, A Social 
History of England 1250–1500, ed. Rosemary Horrox and W. Mark Ormrod, Cambridge 2006, 
179–237, at 184.
4 Sally Harvey, ‘Horses, Knights and Tactics’, ANS 41, 2019, 1–22.
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36 Robert Liddiard
speculation that improvements in breeding must have occurred, not least to increase 
numbers.5 The emergence in the late pre-Conquest period of middle-ranking ‘riding 
men’ whose position in society was determined in part by mounted service arguably 
drove a need for steeds of certain quality and fed rivalry among this particular social 
group: something reflected archaeologically in the widespread occurrence of deco-
rative horse gear.6 It might be assumed that competition from below motivated the 
higher elite to differentiate their mounts from those of their inferiors and while the 
horse burials of the early and middle Saxon period attest that equestrianism on the 
part of the aristocracy was something of a constant, arguably the renewed interest 
in the material trappings of wealth in the late pre-Conquest period took this interest 
further.7 The perennial demands of warfare and hunting must also have fed a motiva-
tion for breeding.8 Perhaps more mundanely, the growing governmental sophistica-
tion of late Saxon England that rested in part on efficiency of communications may 
also have been a driver of change.9 The subject of horse breeding therefore touches 
upon a series of fundamental issues that shaped the development of eleventh- and 
twelfth-century society and this alone is perhaps a justification for attention.

Equine place-names

In a period when horse breeding is otherwise poorly documented, the evidence 
from place-names assumes some significance. Self-evidently, equine names mark 
locations where horses were important enough for a name to be coined, but in addi-
tion consideration of the wider environments in which these names occur may shed 
light on management strategies. Names relating to equines are relatively common, 
principally those deriving from OE hors ‘horse’ and stod ‘stud or herd of horses’ 
and their Scandinavian and Cornish equivalents, together with a smaller number that 
refer specifically to stallions, mares, colts, foals and, occasionally, to racing.10 Terms 

5 J. Langdon, Horses, Oxen and Technological Innovation, Cambridge 1986, 22–79; Gladitz, 
Horse Breeding, 141.
6 J. Gillingham, ‘Thegns and Knights in Eleventh-Century England: Who was Then the 
Gentleman?’, TRHS 5, 1995, 129–53, at 139–41; James Graham-Campbell, ‘Anglo-Scandina-
vian Equestrian Equipment in Eleventh-Century England’, ANS 14, 1992, 77–89.
7 Chris Fern, ‘The Archaeological Evidence for Equestrianism in Early Anglo-Saxon 
England, c. 450–700’, in Just Skin and Bones? New Perspectives on Human–Animal Rela-
tions in the Historical Past, ed. A. G. Pluskowski, BAR International Series 1410, Oxford 
2005, 43–71; Robin Fleming, ‘The New Wealth, the New Rich, and the New Style in Late 
Anglo-Saxon England’, ANS 23, 2001, 1–22.
8 R. H. C. Davis, ‘The Warhorses of the Normans’, ANS 10, 1988, 67–81; Gale R. Owen-
Crocker, ‘Hawks and Horse-trappings: the Insignia of Rank’, in The Battle of Maldon AD 
991, ed. Donald Scragg, Oxford 1991, 220–37; Katharin Mack, ‘The Stallers: Administrative 
Innovation in the Reign of Edward the Confessor’, Journal of Medieval History 12, 1986, 
123–34; breeding horses for food would seem to be unlikely as the consumption of horse meat 
does not seem to have been widespread in pre-Conquest England, albeit with some evidence 
for regional variation in dietary patterns; K. Poole, ‘Horses for Courses? Religious Change 
and Dietary Shifts in Anglo-Saxon England’, Oxford Journal of Archaeology 32, 2013, 319–33.
9 James Campbell, ‘Some Agents and Agencies of the Late Anglo-Saxon State’, in Domesday 
Studies, ed. J. C. Holt, Woodbridge 1987, 201–18; for mobility as a factor in successful rule, 
Andrew Fleming, ‘Horses, Elites … and Long-Distance Roads’, Landscapes 11, 2010, 1–20.
10 A. H. Smith, English Place-Name Elements, Parts 1–2, English Place-Name Society 
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Fig. 1 Distribution map of principal equine place-names down to the early  
thirteenth century. (Robert Liddiard)
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38 Robert Liddiard
that refer to horses feature in both major and minor place-names, in the case of the 
former given to settlements or significant topographic features, and in the latter to 
fields, farms or boundary features. While a plentiful source of evidence, their analysis  
is, however, far from problem-free. Names may attest to the commonplace –  
an abundance of horses might make for a distinguishing feature – or the precise 
opposite – their rarity might make the place where they did exist distinctive. There 
are also potential ambiguities of meaning. The word stot for an unexceptional horse 
could also refer to cattle and there are difficulties in knowing whether use of Hengist 
and Horsa referred to the presence of horses or to a personal name. The chief diffi-
culty lies with precise dating, as the first recorded occurrence of a horse name may 
reflect new circumstances, or an earlier association that may itself have long since 
ceased by the time the name appears in the documentary record. To at least militate 
against some of these difficulties, the following analysis (principally derived from 
the county volumes of English Place-Name Society) includes only those names 
where the element that relates to horses is secure and is also recorded prior to the 
early thirteenth century.11 A similar exercise was conducted by Hallam for names 
down to 1086, but a more thorough trawl and the longer chronology employed here 
have resulted in a much larger body of evidence. For the purposes of analysis these 
names have been mapped here and, while especially in the case of minor names, it 
cannot be thought of as definitive, it does permit a series of observations12 (Figure 1).  
The evidence shows that, when taken as a group, the majority of equine-related 
names are topographical, with the prefix relating to horses and compounded with 
a suffix that refers to the wider landscape context. Significantly, the latter usually 
references either wetlands, or one of what are often termed ‘marginal’ environments, 
specifically semi-open woodland, downland or heath.

The close association between horse names and watery places is seen most readily 
where hors is compounded with eg ‘island’, resulting in Horsey ‘horse island’ which 
is found in Essex, on two occasions in Sussex, Norfolk and Somerset.13 An excep-
tionally early occurrence of the use of stod in a watery context is at Stodmarsh in 
Kent ‘the marsh for a stud of horses’, recorded in 675 and which stood at the conflu-
ence of the Great and Little Stour.14 In addition, there are also those names which 

(hereafter EPNS), Cambridge 1956; evidence for major names summarized in V. Watts, The 
Cambridge Dictionary of English Place-Names, Cambridge 2004; for minor names, P. Cavill, 
A New Dictionary of English Field-Names, Nottingham 2018, 215–16, 399; more specialist 
studies, Mary Atkin, ‘Viking Race-Courses? The Distribution of Skeið Place-Name Elements 
in Northern England’, Journal of the English Place-Name Society 10, 1977–8, 26–39; M. C 
Higham, ‘Medieval Horse Rearing in NW England’, Retrospect: The Journal of the Burnley 
and District Historical Society 21, 2003, 9–18.
11 The contents of the majority of those volumes are online: https://epns.nottingham.ac.uk/
12 H. E. Hallam, ‘England before the Norman Conquest’, in The Agrarian History of England 
and Wales, vol. 2, 1042–1350, ed. H. E. Hallam, Cambridge 1988, 27–8. While equine names 
in general are far more numerous, in cases where they cannot be dated before the early thir-
teenth century they have been omitted from this analysis. This said, mapping equine names 
of all periods tends to reinforce, rather than change, the distributions. 
13 P. H. Reaney, The Place-Names of Essex, EPNS 12, Cambridge 1935, 340–1; Allen Mawer 
and F. M. Stenton, The Place-Names of Sussex Part 2, EPNS 7, Cambridge 1930, 444; LDB 
180a; GDB 95a.
14 S. E. Kelly, ed., Charters of St Augustine’s Abbey, Canterbury and Minster-in-Thanet, 
Anglo-Saxon Charters 4, Oxford 1995, No. 6, 26–30.
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refer to places where horses were presumably deliberately watered or where animals 
congregated, as at Horsepool in Cheshire, or where water could be crossed as at 
Horsforth in Yorkshire.15 A small number of more specific horse names also refer-
ence water, as in the case of Hinksey in Berkshire ‘stallion’s or Hengest’s island’ 
adjacent to the Thames at Oxford.16 By contrast upland locations are referred to at 
Horsendon ‘horse/Horsa’s hill’ in Oxfordshire, Stottesdon in Shropshire ‘hill of the 
stud/horseman’s hill’, while the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle records that in 835 Egbert 
of Wessex defeated a Danish-Cornish army at Hengestes dune ‘stallion hill’.17 But 
by far the most important subgroup of names are those that refer to woodland or 
heath, especially those that incorporate the suffix leah ‘clearing’ and so denote a 
semi-wooded environment, with Horsley ‘horses clearing’ and Studley ‘clearing 
for the stud of horses’ common as a major and minor name, and found in some 
two dozen cases across ten English counties.18 Names also denoting woody areas 
in which horses were present include Horswald in Suffolk, ‘upland horse wood’, 
Rossett Green in Yorkshire, ‘horse wood’, and probably Horseheath in Cambridge-
shire, ‘horse heath’.19 Without suggesting an overly rigid or binary classification, 
in respect of the wider environments in which they occur, the majority of equine 
place-names tend to fall into one of these broad categories.

The significance of place-names, especially for those names incorporating 
hors, is that they are suggestive of the presence of semi-feral horses or as distinct 
places associated with the management of probably large, free-ranging groups. 
Such an observation would explain the frequency of the topographic features 
such as islands, hills, higher ground and wooded clearings. Moreover, the name 
elements themselves tend to relate more to areas and the few instances of habita-
tive suffixes such as tun or thorpe that concern settlement, would strengthen the 
impression of roaming populations.20 Given the tendency for topographic names 
to have been coined in the early or middle Saxon period, it follows that, in broad 
terms, at least a proportion of these names attest to the presence of equine herds 
in these places at early date.21

Such a suggestion would seem particularly apt in the case of wetlands. The 
‘horse islands’ at Horse Eye and Horsey in Sussex lay within the larger expanse of 
the Pevensey Levels, which in the tenth century was a tidal estuary and the ‘islands’ 
in question probably periodically cut off by sea water.22 A similar situation probably 

15 GDB 269a; GDB 379a.
16 S. E. Kelly, ed., Charters of Abingdon Abbey Parts 1 and 2, Anglo-Saxon Charters 7–8, 
Oxford 2000–01, No. 9, 44.
17 M. Gelling, The Place-Names of Oxfordshire, EPNS 23, Cambridge 1953, 144; M. Gelling, 
The Place-Names of Shropshire Part 1, EPNS 62, Nottingham 1990, 284–5; date corrected to 
838, the battle took place either at Mortenhampstead in Devon or more likely at Gunnislake; 
R. Higham, Making Anglo-Saxon Devon: Emergence of a Shire, Exeter 2008, 64.
18 EPNS volumes, note 11, above, passim.
19 LDB 383a; A. H. Smith, The Place-Names of the West Riding of Yorkshire Part 5, EPNS 
34, Cambridge 1961, 117; P. H. Reaney, The Place-Names of Cambridgeshire and the Isle of 
Ely, EPNS 19, Cambridge 1943, 108.
20 The only habitative name of note is ‘stead’ and is not particularly common, as at Horsted 
‘Horse Place’ in Kent; A. Campbell, ed., Charters of Rochester, Anglo-Saxon Charters 1, 
Oxford 1973, No. 24, 27–8.
21 M. Gelling, Signposts to the Past, 2nd edn, Chichester 1988, 106–29.
22 Allen Mawer and F. M. Stenton, The Place-Names of Sussex Part 2, EPNS 7, Cambridge 
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existed at Horsey in Norfolk, at the lower reaches of the River Thurne and Horsey 
in the Somerset Levels was within the tidal reach of the River Parrett and probably 
intermittently waterlogged.23 Documentary evidence pertaining to horse breeding in 
such areas is scattered, but does exist, as in the Vita Herewardi, where Hereward 
obtained a mare and a colt from an island in Frisia, while the ten horses at Burmarsh 
in Romney marsh that formed part of a marriage agreement in 1016x1020 is also 
suggestive of breeding in a wetland context.24 While not suggesting a straightfor-
ward comparison, the idea of semi-feral horse populations in areas of late Saxon 
wetland finds modern analogy in the management of horses in areas such as the 
Camargue and the existence of genuinely feral herds in island contexts.25 These are 
environments where horses do well, in that they are able to consume salt marsh 
vegetation and cold brackish water is a natural antiseptic that provides benefits for 
the maintenance of lower limbs and hooves. In addition, access to fresh water is crit-

1930, 444; L. F. Salzmann, ‘The Inning of Pevensey Levels’, Sussex Archaeological Collec-
tions 53, 1910, 32–60.
23 T. Williamson, The Norfolk Broads: A Landscape History, Manchester 1997, 74–6; S. 
Rippon, Landscape, Community and Colonisation: The North Somerset Levels During the 1st 
to 2nd Millennia AD, CBA Research Report No. 152, York 2006.
24 M. Swanton, ‘The Deeds of Hereward’, in Medieval Outlaws: Ten Tales in Modern 
English, ed. Thomas H. Ohlgren, Stroud 1998, 12–60, at 34; Robertson, AS Charters, 2nd 
edn, No. 77, pp. 150–1.
25 Robin B. Goodloe et al., ‘Population Characteristics of Feral Horses on Cumberland 
Island, Georgia and their Management Implications’, Journal of Wildlife Management 64, 
2000, 114–21.

Fig. 2 View over the Risborough gap in the northern Chilterns towards 
Horsendon, ‘Horsa’s hill or valley’. In the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries 
Risborough was also the site of a major royal horse stud. (Robert Liddiard)
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ical to breeding herds, especially for mares during periods of lactation, all of which 
makes the appearance of elements pertaining to water in place-names unsurprising.26

More inland, there is a noticeable tendency for equine names to occur at junctures 
in topography where lowlands meet uplands or on the fringes of larger expanses of 
what was originally woodland or grazing, as at Horsendon in Buckinghamshire which 
lies in the Risborough Gap where the Chilterns meet the Midland Plain, or Hors-
monden in Kent on the northern edge of the Kentish Weald (Figure 2).27 Here if the 
names in question were coined early and referred to semi-feral populations, then the 
latter were likely roaming over the relatively large adjacent area of woodland or down. 
In such cases, the actual place-name became attached to the periphery simply because 
of the absence of permanent settlement in the hinterland. While good quality pasture 
is desirable for breeding, the dry vegetation of lighter soils, be it on downland, heath 
or moorland, is also eminently suitable for equine grazing and so along with wetlands, 
the appearance of horse place-names in such areas is entirely rational.28

The existence of semi-feral herds does not, however, mean that the stock was 
unmanaged, and it is probable that at least a proportion of the horse place-names 
represent points of exploitation. In those cases where locations are analogous to 
those identified for the more closely studied cattle vaccaries, the name probably 
marks the location of a horse farm.29 One such example is Horsley in Surrey, which 
lies on the dip slope of the Surrey Hills and first mentioned in 871x889, and here 
the respective settlements of East and West Horsley sit at the heads of two tributary 
valleys of the River Wey and the ‘strip’ form of their parish boundaries is sugges-
tive of links between the pasture resources of the uplands and those of the lower 
ground.30 Moreover, the more general occurrence of place-names on the margins 
of large or upland grazing together with those pertaining to wetlands, raises the 
possibility that naming patterns were in part derived from transhumance networks.31 

26 The benefits of water in equine care were known by the mid-thirteenth century, albeit on 
account of preventing bad humours; see Hieronymus Molin, ed., Jordani Ruffi Calabriensis 
Hippiatrica, Padua 1818, 6; for more modern assessments of the benefits, Melissa R. King, 
‘Principles and Application of Hydrotherapy for Equine Athletes’, The Veterinary Clinics of 
North America: Equine Practice 32, 2016, 115–26.
27 Allen Mawer and F. M. Stenton, The Place-Names of Buckinghamshire, EPNS 2, 
Cambridge 1925, 169; Watts, Dictionary, 318.
28 C. López López et al., ‘Diet Selection and Performance of Horses Grazing on Different 
Heathland Types’, Animal 11, 2017, 1708–17; eadem et al., ‘Comparative Foraging Behaviour 
and Performance Between Cattle and Horses Grazing in Heathlands with Different Propor-
tions of Improved Pasture Area’, Journal of Applied Animal Research 47, 2019, 377–85.
29 Continental comparisons of horse management are instructive here; Hans-Jürgen Nitz, 
‘Settlement Structures and Settlement Systems of the Frankish Central State in Carolingian 
and Ottonian Times’, in Anglo-Saxon Settlements, ed. D. Hooke, Oxford 1988, 249–73; for 
vaccaries, A. J. L. Winchester, ‘Hill Farming Landscapes of Medieval Northern England’, in 
Landscape: the Richest Historical Record, ed. D. Hooke, Birmingham 2000, 75–84.
30 N. P. Brooks and S. E. Kelly, ed., Charters of Christ Church Canterbury Parts 1 and 
2, Anglo-Saxon Charters 17–18, Oxford 2013, No. 96, 809–18; John Blair, Early Medieval 
Surrey, Stroud 1991, 32–3.
31 A. Everitt, Continuity and Colonisation: The Evolution of Kentish Settlement, Leicester 
1986; M. Gardiner, ‘The Changing Character of Transhumance in Early and Later Medieval 
England’, in Historical Archaeologies of Transhumance across Europe, ed. Eugene Costello 
and Eva Svensson, London 2018, 109–19.
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One seemingly clear-cut example of such a situation is Horsham in Sussex, first 
mentioned in 947 as an outlying pasture of the estate of Washington fifteen miles 
to the south.32 Such cases demonstrate that the use of names more commonly asso-
ciated with the seasonal grazing of cattle, sheep and pigs such as Cowden, Shipley 
and Swinley respectively also extended, albeit to a more limited extent, to horses. 
Here it is worth noting that transhumance might also be the origin of other ‘horse’ 
names, especially as they relate to crossing water; in the case of the extensive former 
heath to the north of Norwich, the topographical context suggests that Horsford was 
a fording point for a herd on the way to the adjacent grazing area of Horsham (St 
Faiths), rather than just a place where a single horse could cross the river.33

While there are significant areas of comparison between hors and stod names in 
terms of the wider environments referenced, an important point of contrast is that 
stod was far more frequently compounded with the suffix fald (fold/enclosure) or 
haga (hedge/enclosure) resulting in studfold ‘enclosure for a stud/herd of horses’ 
in a way that was much rarer for hors.34 The possible role of the studfold in horse 
breeding is discussed below, but from its appearance in charter bounds, the studfold 
was, as the name suggests, a physical structure that evidently could be important 
enough for it to be incorporated into a place-name. An added significance of the 
term is that in some half a dozen cases it gave its name to a Hundred in a way that 
‘horse’ did not. 35 Here too there is the possibility that in some cases naming was a 
legacy of transhumance with such places connected with seasonal movement, the 
meeting of the hundred court presenting possibilities for breeding and the chance 
to mix bloodstock, as well as opportunities for horse racing or fighting. In cases 
where studfold became a major place-name, there is some, albeit slight, evidence 
that they represented early sites of exploitation associated with larger, especially 
ecclesiastical, estates. Studfold in Hertfordshire lay only a short distance from the 
major centre at Hitchin; Statfold in Staffordshire was a prebend of Litchfield, while 
the Studley in Yorkshire was held by Ripon.36 But whatever its precise status, the 
studfold seems to have been related more to settlement, rather than large areas and 
so may have had a more specific purpose connected with breeding.37

In summary, place-name evidence does not show all areas where equine manage-
ment occurred, nor give a precise chronological framework, but it does suggest that 
possibly from early date wetlands and particular ‘marginal’ uplands were places in 
which horse rearing was regionally significant. By extension the evidence also points 
to localities where it was less important, such as the heavy going of the Midland 

32 Kelly, Abingdon, No. 40, 168.
33 LDB 155a.
34 This pattern is clearest for major names, but ‘horse enclosure’ does occur as a minor name, 
but only in a limited number of cases, such the horsa gehaeg at Tangmere in Sussex in the 
tenth century; Brooks and Kelly, Charters of Christ Church, No. 3, 271–83.
35 John Baker, ‘The Toponymy of Communal Activity: Anglo-Saxon Assembly Sites and 
their Functions’, in Names in Daily Life: Proceedings of the XXIV ICOS International 
Congress of Onomastic Sciences, ed. J. T. I. Donada, Barcelona 2014, 1498–1509.
36 T. Williamson, The Origins of Hertfordshire, Hatfield 2010, 101–2, 119–25; M. W. Green-
slade, ed., ‘Litchfield: Churches’, in A History of the County of Stafford, 14, London 1990, 
134–55; D. A. Woodman, ed., Charters of Northern Houses, Anglo-Saxon Charters 16, Oxford 
2012, No. 7, 139–48.
37 Della Hooke, Anglo-Saxon Landscapes of the West Midlands: The Charter Evidence, 
BAR British Series 95, Oxford 1981, 228–9.
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and East Anglian clays. While horse breeding in these distinct areas was no doubt a 
sensible and utilitarian exploitation of ‘marginal’ land, at the same time it also repre-
sented a more considered agrarian practice that paired specific environments with 
suitable stock. Such a conclusion is supported by two other points of evidence. Firstly, 
the place-name signature of cattle is almost identical and as bovates and equines are 
compatible grazers it is suggestive of co-management or similar rearing strategies in 
similar environments.38 Secondly, the evidence from place-names as it relates to the 
geography of horse breeding dovetails neatly with that of Domesday Book.

Domesday Book

Domesday provides quantitative information about numbers and location of horses 
at a point in time in a way that the place-name evidence does not.39 Domesday is 
only a partial record however, with horses not recorded at all across large parts of 
the kingdom and unsystematically elsewhere. The majority of references are found 
in Little and Exon Domesday, but neither text is internally consistent and detailed 
examination of the relevant entries show that the information recorded and termi-
nology employed is far from uniform.40 Where it does exist, however, the evidence 
gives the impression that England was seemingly well horsed and with a variety of 
types, with eleven separate terms used to describe some 4,500 beasts.41 The most 
numerous are those described as runcinus and on the manors in which they are 
found chiefly listed in ones or twos. It is unclear if these were rounceys in the sense 
of how the name was used by the thirteenth century and it has been suggested that 
they might be light pack or draft animals; in any event they were evidently not of the 
highest status.42 In addition were beasts described as equos, which are again chiefly 
recorded in small numbers on manors, but with the suggestion of a superior status 
to the rouncey which they frequently appear alongside. In Norfolk and Suffolk the 
additional appellation ‘at the hall’ is frequently given for these animals, a designa-
tion suggestive of messenger or carrier duties or a horse that was used in the conduct 
of manorial business and here it is noticeable that these entries tend to be found on 
hundredal manors, or large manors listed first in their respective hundreds.43 When 
consideration is given to the incomplete nature of the Domesday record, it is the 
quantity of horseflesh in England at the time of the survey that is worthy of note. 
That Domesday was recording only demesne stock can only heighten the impression 

38 Andrew Margetts, The Wandering Herd: The Medieval Cattle Economy of South-East 
England c.450–1450, Macclesfield 2021; Gladitz, Horse Breeding, 148.
39 For discussion of the Domesday evidence as it relates to horses, see Kerry Cathers, ‘An 
Examination of the Horse in Anglo-Saxon England’, unpublished PhD thesis, University of 
Reading 2002, 335–80.
40 There is the suspicion that more consistent recording of horses on the lands of specific 
Tenants in Chief is related to the submission of their own returns; in Somerset, for example, 
the majority of ‘wild’ horses are found on manors belonging to the bishop of Coutances, 
Robert of Mortain and William of Mohun; see H. C. Darby and R. Welldon Finn, The 
Domesday Geography of South-West England, Cambridge 1967, 206.
41 Cathers, ‘Examination’, 367. Statistics minus Great Domesday given in H. C. Darby, 
Domesday England, Cambridge 1977, 164.
42 Keefer, ‘Hwær Cwom Mearh’, 132.
43 LDB 138a, 228b, 259a.
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that there must have been areas in which horse breeding formed a significant part of 
the regional economy and which served as centres of production.44

Such wider schemes of horse management are evidenced by Domesday’s use of a 
small number of other terms: equa (mare), equa indomita (unbroken mare) and equa 
sylvatica/silvestris (woodland/wild mare).45 In comparison to other horses, relatively 
large heads of stock are often recorded, sometimes into the hundreds, and so is indic-
ative of herd organization and breeding, as at Wereham in Norfolk where there were 
twenty-eight mares and twenty-five foals TRW.46 While it is possible that these differ-
ences in nomenclature reflected specific variations in management regimes, such an 
idea should not be pushed too far as mapping the respective distributions shows that 
‘wild’ and ‘unbroken’ mares often lie side by side in the same kind of places, which 
suggests that differences in Domesday’s terminology are more apparent than real.47 
While the precise meaning of the terms employed remains elusive, what is significant 
here are the kind of places in which these animals are recorded in Domesday, not least 
because they bear comparison with the evidence from place-names. Here differences 
in terminology matter less; rather, it is the distribution of hooves on the ground and 
the environments in which they are found that is of interest.

In Norfolk and Suffolk groups of mares are associated with significant areas of 
heath, most notably on the edge of Breckland, with some 220 wild mares recorded 
at Hockham, sixty-three mares at Tottington in Norfolk and thirty-one wild mares at 
Mildenhall in Suffolk.48 Clusters of horses are also associated with wetlands, most 
notably in the area of what is now the northern Broads and around what in the elev-
enth century was the estuary of the River Thurne, where there is also a ‘horse island’ 
place-name.49 A slightly different watery environment, that of the Norfolk Fen edge 
and the lower reaches of the Rivers Ouse and Wissey, also see spikes in numbers, 
such as the twenty-six wild mares at Stow Bardolph (Figure 3).50 In the south-west 
there are the expected clusters of manors with horses in uplands such as Bodmin 
Moor and while there are fewer occurrences overall, large numbers of stock are 
also recorded on the fringes of Exmoor, where there were seventy-two wild mares 
at Lynton, 104 unbroken mares at Brendon and thirty-six unbroken mares at neigh-
bouring Cutcombe.51 The Domesday evidence also draws attention to less obvious 
uplands where horse breeding was clearly a feature of the local economy, such as 
the Blackdown hills on the Devon/Somerset border where a total of twenty-four 
wild mares were recorded at the neighbouring manors of Mohuns Ottery and Combe 
Raleigh.52 Wetlands also feature prominently with sixty unbroken mares, the second 

44 Levels of horse keeping by the peasantry may have been higher than on demesnes, even 
in 1086; Langdon, Horses, 79.
45 Darby, Domesday Geography, 337; Gladitz, Horse Breeding, 143–5; Keefer, ‘Hwær Cwom 
Mearh’, 132–3.
46 LDB, 230b.
47 The only instance in Domesday of wild and unbroken mares together is at Cutcombe in 
Somerset, but here use of both terms probably relates to entries for the main and sub-holding 
respectively, rather than indicating two different management regimes; GDB 95b; Exon 357b1 
(www.exondomesday.ac.uk/), hereafter EDB.
48 LDB178a, 174a, 288b.
49 LDB 134a, 148a, 179b, 180a.
50 LDB 206a.
51 EDB 402a1, 337a1, 357b1.
52 EDB 348a1, 348b1.
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highest total of such horses in Exon, recorded at Long Ashton in Somerset towards 
the lower levels of the Avon and spikes in numbers are seen in similar locations for 
other major rivers, such as at Musbury near the mouth of the Axe in east Devon.53 
But by far the most significant area and which on the Domesday evidence must have 
been a major horse pasture ground was the Somerset Levels and its tributary rivers, 
with cumulatively significant numbers of stock either on the marshland islands or 
scattered around the rim.54

The significance of the Domesday evidence is that the areas where large numbers 
of horses are recorded are also the kind of environments referenced by place-names. 
Similarly, there is a tendency for manors on which higher horse numbers occur to 
sit on or close to margins of wider areas of grazing or at junctures of topography 
and here the stock was no doubt simply being recorded at the manor into which 
resources was deemed to lie, with grazing taking place over the larger adjacent area 
of ‘waste’. Domesday also permits a degree of comparison between the distributions 
of different types of horse. The distribution of rounceys is greater than those of 
herds of mares, which is suggestive either of a smaller-scale network of manorial 
or peasant level breeding, or that the manors on which mares are recorded acted as 
areas of production that supplied the horses recorded elsewhere. While impossible 
to prove either way – in all likelihood, both situations probably occurred – the 
balance probably lies towards the latter. The distribution of foals in Essex, the only 
shire where foals are recorded in any number, is more even across the county, but 
with a noticeable bias in favour of the margins, such as the wetlands along the 
Thames at Tilbury and areas of later forest such as Writtle, the latter significantly 
also the site of a baronial stud in later centuries.55 Such evidence would support 
the idea that a ‘flow’ of animals from breeding areas to markets or specific manors 
familiar to later centuries was already in existence by the eleventh; at Lewes in 
Sussex the borough was the setting for horse dealing by the time of Domesday, a 
chance refence to the final link in what was probably a much longer supply chain.56 
One of the characteristics of the horse trade throughout the Middle Ages was the 
movement of beasts over long distances and when the provenance of purchased 
animals starts to become clear in the early thirteenth century, it confirms that horses 
were often sourced from relatively far-flung locations; in 1210–11 the manors of 
the Bishopric of Winchester in Hampshire were stocked with foals and ‘woodland 
horses’ purchased from Wales.57

At this point it is worth noting the small quantity of documentary evidence for horse 
studs in pre-Conquest England, which confirms the picture of horse breeding taking 
place in the same kind of environments under discussion here. Troston in Suffolk lay 
on the edge of the Breckland heaths; Ongar in the western part of Essex much of 
which later became designated as forest; Coldridge lay on the Wiltshire downs, as did 
Faccombe Netherton, one of the possible locations for the wild horses mentioned in 

53 EDB 143b2, 313a2.
54 Some locations are also candidates for possible early transhumance networks, such as 
Rodney Stoke, which lies at the foot on the Mendips but also borders the Somerset Levels; 
EDB 137a2.
55 LDB 42a; for the later stud, TNA E101/99/27 (Accounts of John de Redmere, 11–17 
Edward II).
56 GDB 25b.
57 N. R. Holt, ed., The Pipe Roll of the Bishopric of Winchester, 1210–1211, Manchester 1964, 
15, 30.
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the mid-tenth-century will of the high-ranking widow Wynflead.58 In addition, one of 
the few archaeological identifications of a possible pre-Conquest horse farm, in this 
case associated with a large enclosure at Walkhampton in Devon, lies in a similar 
context on the fringes of Dartmoor.59 While the evidence for horse breeding areas 
becomes more disjointed after 1086, it confirms the picture of management in the 
same kind of environments and serves to fill in the geographical gaps for the places 
where we might suspect horses were being bred earlier, but for which the evidence is 
unforthcoming. In 1067 the Conqueror granted to Westminster the tithe of two hundred 
unbroken horses, the exact whereabouts of which are unknown, but was probably on 
the heaths around what is now Richmond and Wimbledon to the south-west of London 
as Domesday records a man keeping the king’s forest mares at Kingston.60 Before 
1093 Ivo Taillebois granted a tenth of his foals at Spalding in Lincolnshire to Spalding 
Priory, suggesting that the wetlands in what is now Holland Fen was then a horse 
breeding ground.61 In the 1120s Peterborough Abbey had eleven unbroken mares with 
their foals in a similar Fenland location at Glinton in Northamptonshire.62 At some 
point before 1159 Adam fitz Waine granted to the monks of Mount Bretton Priory in 
Yorkshire the tithe of colts grazing on his demesne wherever he had herds of mares, 
suggesting that he had pockets of horses spread across his upland estates.63 Where 
numbers of stock are recorded they confirm Domesday’s picture of large breeding 
herds, such as the pasture for eighty mares granted to Byland Abbey by the Mowbrays 
in 1172 at Nidderdale in the Yorkshire Dales.64

The totality of evidence therefore points to towards the idea that from the tenth 
to the twelfth centuries horse breeding was both widespread and concentrated in 
particular environments, principally a range of ‘marginal’ wetlands, uplands and 
wooded grazing. Of significance here is that in the post-Conquest period the latter 
areas in particular were favoured by elites for the creation of deer parks, in which their 
horse studs were typically located. In the mid-twelfth century Hugh Peverill granted 
to Christchurch Priory the tithes of foals and horses from his stud at Ermington on 
the edge of Dartmoor, which almost certainly lay within the baronial park.65 At Burst-
wick in Holderness, in 1119 the count of Aumale granted tithes that included the ‘colts 
of my horses’, indicating that the Humber estuary was already by that date a centre 
of breeding, with Burstwick park, first mentioned in the twelfth century, becoming 

58 Whitelock, AS Wills, No. 13, 33; No. 31, 83; No. 20, 61; No. 3, 15; for Wynflead, see Kath-
erine Weikert, ‘Of Pots and Pins: The Households of Late Anglo-Saxon Faccombe Neth-
erton’, in The Middle Ages Revisited: Studies in the Archaeology and History of Medieval 
Southern England Presented to Professor David A. Hinton, ed. B. Jervis, Oxford 2018, 57–70.
59 Rosamond Faith and Andrew Fleming, ‘The Walkhampton Enclosure (Devon)’, Land-
scape History 33, 2012, 5–28.
60 Regesta: William I, No. 290, 324; GDB 36a.
61 N. Sumner, ‘The Countess Lucy’s Priory? The Early History of Spalding Priory and its 
Estates’, Reading Medieval Studies 13, 1988, 81–103, at 85.
62 T. Stapleton, ed., ‘Liber Niger Monasterii S. Petri de Burgo’, in Chronicon Petroburgense, 
Camden Society 47, London 1849, 163.
63 W. Farrer, ed., Early Yorkshire Charters 3, Edinburgh 1916, No. 1666, 321.
64 D. E. Greenway, ed., Charters of the Honour of Mowbray 1107–1191, Oxford 1972, No. 54, 
42–43.
65 Katharine A. Hanna, ed., The Christchurch Priory Cartulary Hampshire Records Series 
18, Winchester 2007, 285, No. 908.
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a well-documented stud from the mid-thirteenth.66 In short, when it comes to the 
environments in which horses were bred, it is difficult to see the Conquest at all, let 
alone the status of 1066 as any kind of watershed; rather, the evidence is of specific 
environments serving as places for horse breeding over the long-term.

Equine management

If there were specific environments in which horses were bred, then this does not 
necessarily mean that management arrangements were the same or remained static; 
more likely that they were the settings for a range of stock rearing strategies.67 It 
is possible that in the early and middle Saxon periods especially in upland areas 
with low population densities and large areas of grazing, genuinely feral herds were 
exploited by letting wild stallions run with mares and desired animals drawn off 
as required. More likely, however, given that horses are not especially fecund and 
improvement of stock almost impossible in such an arrangement, more managed 
schemes especially at elite level were the norm. By way of comparison, in the thir-
teenth and fourteenth centuries, horse breeding in forests took the form of rounding 
up otherwise itinerant herds at designated times of the year, corralling animals into 
parks where the stock was separated and designated animals were drawn off for 
use elsewhere. It was also on such occasions that selected stallions covered mares 
in small purpose-built enclosures, after which the herd was released back into 
the forest and the cycle repeated, with the whole process involving hundreds of 
animals.68 While it cannot be proved, there is the strong likelihood that similar prac-
tices operated in pre-Conquest England and as places where horses were corralled 
provide an explanatory context for at least some of the equine place-names and also 
probably the location of at least some of the Domesday mares recorded on manors 
at the edge of forests and wastes.

At the same time, it is probable that sitting alongside such ‘forest’ regimes were 
those that involved the exploitation of herds of dedicated brood mares. That ‘wild’ 
mares are recorded in Domesday at all, together with their appearance in wills as 
heritable, demonstrates that at least some herds were not so wild that they could 
not be quantified, divided up or bequeathed; rather, it evidences their status as a 
productive, and valuable, resource. The idea that breeding herds were subject to more 
considered management is also suggested by the laws of Alfred where a fine for the 
‘stealer of stud horses’ is recorded, which implies mares, rather than stallions, and 
also by the rank of individuals who possessed them; the wild horses at Ashburton 
bequeathed by Aelfwold bishop of Crediton, are unlikely to have been a collection 
of diminutive ponies roaming free over neighbouring Dartmoor.69 More likely here 
are situations where horses were still wandering over distances, but that breeding 

66 Farrer, Early Yorkshire, No. 1304. 30–1; Barbara English, The Lords of Holderness, 1086-
1260: A Study in Feudal Society, Oxford 1979, 87.
67 Davis, Medieval Warhorse, 38–42 discusses methods of horse breeding with the implicit 
suggestion of chronological development; more likely is that his stages 2 and 3 operated 
concurrently throughout the Middle Ages.
68 As was the case at Duffield Frith in the 1320s: TNA E101/100/11mm, 1v–2v (Particulars of 
the account of William de Birchover).
69 ‘The Laws of Alfred’, in English Historical Documents 1 c.500-1042, ed. Dorothy 
Whitelock, London 1955, No. 33, 372–80, Clause 9.2; D. Hooke, Pre-Conquest Bounds of 
Devon and Cornwall, Woodbridge 1994, 186.
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arrangements were contrived, with a stallion left to run with a herd of brood mares 
within a discrete or bounded area. Evidence for such regimes is provided by the 
appearance of equine-related features in pre-Conquest charter bounds. A horse farm is 
suggested at Horsington in Somerset, significant itself as an unusual occurrence of an 
equine habitative place-name, and in the 950s at the neighbouring estate of Henstridge 
‘the ridge where stallions are kept’ the first marker in its bounds was a horse pool.70 
At Tarrant Hinton in Dorset in 935, the horsedich, was part of the estate boundary on 
what is now Launceston Down and suggestive of an area where a breeding herd was 
at pasture.71 If ‘stod’ specifically referenced a herd of stud mares, then the clearances 
on the edge of wastes are again conceivably the origin of the place-name Studley and 
so relate to places where horses were pastured alongside a stallion. At Lottisham in 
Somerset the stud clearing ‘stodleghe’ recorded charter bounds of 842 are suggestive 
of a block of grazing set aside for equine use and stood adjacent to the ‘bulls abode’, 
which not only references cooperative grazing, but as the bull is a breeding animal, it 
suggests that the ‘studley’ had a similar function, but for horses.72

In terms of the propagation and improvement of stock the key element arguably 
was the stallion. The wild horses of Domesday were not the individual animals 
referenced separately in wills, such as the black stallion bequeathed to Abbot Aelf-
sige by Athelstan Aetheling around 1015, or the high value horses found in law 
codes.73 Such prime beasts were difficult to obtain and were highly prized for their 
breeding potential. Gerald of Wales famously related that Robert of Bellême went 
to great pains to obtain horses from Spain, which Gerald believed some of the 
best horses Powis in his own time were descended.74 It is, however, difficult to 
judge the extent to which specialist equine management undertaken by elite for the 
purposes of improvement dovetailed with that associated with forests and wastes. It 
is entirely possible that there was a degree of separation, with breeding taking place 
at estate centres; at Burton abbey in 1114, there was stud at the abbey itself, with wild 
horses on their wider estate at Whiston in Penkridge, on the edge of Cannock Chase, 
suggesting a bifold arrangement of elite ‘stud’ and more vernacular ‘forest’ manage-
ment seen in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries.75 But given the comments by 
Gerald which imply interbreeding between the Bellême imported and native stock 
on their border estates, it can probably be assumed that in many cases suitable mares 
were drawn off from existed populations and utilized as breeding animals or that 
stallions were introduced to existing stock when the forest mares were corralled 
during the breeding cycle. When the actual mechanics of elite breeding is first seen, 
it clearly shows stallions being taken to parks in forest areas in order to cover mares. 
In 1130 Swein the king’s shield bearer took a stallion to Gillingham (almost certainly 

70 S. E. Kelly, ed., Charters of Shaftesbury Abbey, Anglo-Saxon Charters 5, Oxford 1996, 
No. 18, 73–6.
71 Ibid., No. 9, 35–9.
72 S. E. Kelly, ed., Charters of Glastonbury Abbey, Anglo-Saxon Charters 15, Oxford 2012, 
No. 18, 311–17.
73 For discussion, see Keefer, ‘Hwær Cwom Mearh’, 125–8.
74 L. Thorpe, ed., Gerald of Wales, The Journey Through Wales, London 1978, 201.
75 Charles G. O. Bridgeman, ed., ‘The Burton Abbey Surveys’ Collections for a History of 
Staffordshire, William Salt Society 41, Birmingham 1916, 212, 228; it is tempting to link these 
horses to the bequest of ‘a hundred wild horses’ made by Wulfric Spot in the early eleventh 
century; P. H. Sawyer, ed., Charters of Burton Abbey, Anglo-Saxon Charters 2, Oxford 1979, 
No. 29, 53–6.
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Gillingham park) to cover the mares. This is obviously a sign of selective breeding 
and the fact that this was undertaken by a major household official is probably an 
indication that high quality horses for royal use were the intended outcome.76

Evidence that elite beasts could be of greater stature than run of the mill horses, and 
so potentially change aspects of conformation via breeding in the manner suggested 
by Gerald of Wales, is also provided by skeletal remains. The most recent and compre-
hensive assessment of excavated bone evidence suggests that most horses in the 
eleventh and twelfth centuries were 12–14 hands high, but of significance here are 
the small number of animals that were of 14–15 hands and which have been exca-
vated from post-Conquest castles and so suggestive of elite ownership.77 These are 
most likely candidates for the classic Norman thoroughbred, but there is little reason 
to believe that English elites lacked such mounts, especially as both historical and 
genetic evidence suggests that Arab bloodstock was appearing in England prior to 
the Conquest.78 This scientific evidence would not only seem to confirm that special-
ized breeding programmes were undertaken, but also their existence on some scale. 
Whatever the exact motivation, then, as now, the propagation of a bloodline or aspects 
of conformation was determined by how successfully the selected stallions covered 
specific mares. It is in this context that the studfold, especially as it existed as a piece 
of estate infrastructure, may have assumed some significance.

As explained above, the term studfold appears in a variety of contexts and so is 
unlikely that its meaning or function was the same in each case. But whatever a stud-
fold was, it was not simply where horses were kept and was evidently different to the 
kind of place described as a horse croft (horsacrofte) in the mid-tenth century at Wick 
Episcopi in Worcestershire.79 Previous discussions of the term studfold have drawn 
attention to its occurrence in relation to prehistoric earthworks or post-Roman enclo-
sures and suggested that the name was coined because such places resembled the kind 
of horse enclosures found elsewhere.80 If so, then the name may not provide evidence 
for the geography of horse breeding, only examples of figurative naming. While such 
naming is highly likely, as is the idea that older enclosures could be re-tooled for the 
purposes of equine management, elsewhere the use as a term for a functioning horse 
enclosure seems secure. This seems to be the case where studfolds appear in envi-
ronments in which animal rearing was already a feature, as at Grimley in Worcester-
shire, where the ‘old stud fold’ in 969 was next to the king’s old haga, an enclosure 
associated with stock management.81 That the studfold was a place into which animals 
were funnelled is suggested by Blewbury in Berkshire which was described in 944 as 

76 Judith A. Green, ed., The Great Roll of the Pipe for the Thirty First Year of the Reign of 
King Henry I, Pipe Roll Society, New Series 57, London 2012, 10.
77 Carly Ameen et al., ‘In Search of the “Great Horse”: A Zooarchaeological Assessment of 
Horses from England (AD 300–1650)’, International Journal of Osteoarchaeology, 32 (2022), 
1247–57; in general, the archaeological evidence confirms that there was a range in the height 
of horses, but also that the trend towards arguing for all horses being of small stature should 
be resisted.
78 Keefer, ‘Hwær Cwom Mearh’, 125–8; A. Fages et al., ‘Tracking Five Millenia of Horse 
Management with Extensive Genome Time Series’, Cell 177, 2019, 1419–35.
79 D. Hooke, Worcestershire Anglo-Saxon Charter-Bounds, Woodbridge 1990, 286–90.
80 O. G. S. Crawford, ‘Place-names and Archaeology’, in Introduction to the Survey of 
English Place-Names, ed. Allen Mawer and F. M. Stenton, EPNS 1, Pt 1, Cambridge 1924, 
143–64, at 150–2.
81 Hooke, Worcestershire, 115–18.
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having a hurdled ditch on the approach.82 The use of the term ‘fold’ and the figurative 
link to prehistoric earthworks place the emphasis on the enclosure element and in 
956 the ‘stud ditch’ was referred to at Corfe in Dorset.83 Archaeologically, the closest 
evidence for the nature of such an enclosure is at Stotfold in Bedfordshire, where 
excavations have revealed the possible studfold to which the place-name refers.84 Here 
a large circular enclosure fossilized in the historic field pattern is probably the ‘fold’ 
itself, within which excavations have revealed a smaller and sub-rectangular enclo-
sure of mid-to late Saxon date from which pieces of late Saxon horse gear have been 
recovered, suggesting that it was functioning into the tenth century. It may be that this, 
smaller, feature is in fact the studfold, but the two ideas are not mutually exclusive; 
it is possible that the arrangement was an enclosure within an enclosure, with certain 
activities taking place within the smaller space and others in the more substantial 
remainder. How typical such arrangements may have been is unclear but it may have 
been a major example of its kind; especially as it seems to have ceased to function 
after 950 yet still gave it name to the settlement.

In sum the evidence suggests that the studfold was most likely a ditched or 
fenced enclosure that at its largest may have served as a place into which stock from 
a wider area were corralled and separated. It may also have been the place where 
stallions were introduced to mares in order to facilitate effective covering. This latter 
interpretation may also explain the existence of the Waernan festen, ‘the stronghold 
of stallions’ in the bounds of Creedy near Crediton in Devon.85 If this was a place 
where mares were covered then it was a stronghold in a metaphorical sense, or it 
may have been a pen where such feisty beast was corralled but in any event it seems 
to prefigure the documented stallion enclosures at later royal studs, such as that 
constructed in the 1290s at Woodstock in Oxfordshire.86 If this interpretation of the 
function of a studfold is accepted, then its appearance as a feature in charter bounds 
is important as it not only attests to their status as a piece of estate infrastructure, 
but confirms that efforts to improve stock were widespread.

Conclusion

This essay has made an argument for some long-term continuities in the environ-
ments in which horse breeding took place down to 1200 and stressed the tendency 
for evidence relating to horses to occur on the margins of those areas usually referred 
to as wastes. The significance of such edge locations has been noted before, signif-
icantly in the large proportion of known meeting places of Anglo-Saxon councils 

82 Gelling, Signposts, 198; eadem, The Place-Names of Berkshire, Part 3, EPNS 51, 
Cambridge 1976, 758–61.
83 Kelly, Shaftesbury Abbey, No. 19, 77–80. 
84 The full excavation report and interpretation is in preparation; W. Keir, Albion Archae-
ology, personal communication; John Blair, Building Anglo-Saxon England, Oxford 2018, 
320–2.
85 Hooke, Devon and Cornwall, 86–99, for discussion of the term stronghold, see John 
Baker, ‘The Language of Anglo-Saxon Defence’, in Landscapes of Defence in Early Medi-
eval Europe, ed. John Baker, Stuart Brooks and Andrew Reynolds, Turnhout 2013, 65–90.
86 A. P. Baggs et al., ‘Blenheim: Park to 1705’, in A History of the County of Oxford: Volume 
12, Wootton Hundred (South) Including Woodstock, ed. Alan Crossley and C. R. Elrington, 
London 1990, 439–48.
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within, or on the fringes of later forests.87 The role of hunting on these gatherings is 
well known and so might suggest that English horse improvement prior to 1066, if 
not motivated for the kind of cavalry warfare seen on the continent, may have been 
connected to the demands of the chase; King Edmund’s mount that miraculously 
came to a halt at the edge of Cheddar Gorge in 943 was one capable of sustaining 
a prolonged pursuit of a stag that speaks of improved stock on an equal par with 
its post-Conquest counterparts.88 Historians of deer parks have tended to stress the 
motivations behind imparkment as the preservation of game reserves and the lordly 
appropriation of timber and grazing resources, but it is worth pointing out that 
the environments in which the Saxon and Norman aristocracy hunted were also 
those where horse breeding took place. That major deer parks became the site of 
horse studs is therefore perfectly logical. Such a situation, it is also worth noting, 
would have been entirely familiar to incoming Normans as in their homeland studs 
tended to lie in similar geographical contexts.89 Moreover, if imparkment repre-
sented the concentration into one place of the rights and resources that pertained 
over a wider area, then it brings the connection between horse and park closer. 
Without suggesting that park creators imparked horses, something of a shared 
setting is apparent in Domesday Book, which records only two kinds of ‘woodland’ 
beast: those of the chase, presumed to be deer, and horses. The link is also seen in 
those cases where deer parks incorporated an equine place-name, as in the Bishop 
of Winchester’s the twelfth-century Merdon ‘mare’s hill’ park at Hursley ‘mare’s 
clearing’ in Hampshire.90

From the late thirteenth-century documentary survival permits the royal stud 
network to be seen in sharp focus for the first time. In southern England, the core 
of this network was made up of seven constituent parks: Windsor, Woodstock, Corn-
bury, Guildford, Odiham, Risborough and Rayleigh.91 All were significant places in 
the pre- and post-Conquest period and most lay on the edge of a forest or chase. In 
two cases, horse keeping can pushed back to the early thirteenth century. At Odiham 
in Hampshire, the park was first recorded in the early 1130s, with the earliest specific 
mention of stock in 1224 when constable of Windsor castle Engelard de Cigogné 
was permitted to take his horses and cattle from the park.92 At Rayleigh in Essex, 
the first suggestion of a stud is in 1220 when Hubert de Burgh gifted horses to the 
king, with the park itself that of Swein of Essex mentioned in 1086 and that this was 
also an early stud site is suggested topographically by its location on the junction 
between the Rayleigh Hills and the wetland of the Thames estuary.93 It was within 

87 Graham Jones, ‘A Common of Hunting? Forests, Lordship and Community before and 
after the Conquest’, in Forests and Chases of Medieval England and Wales c.1000–c.1500, 
ed. John Langton and Graham Jones, Oxford 2010, 36–67, at 59.
88 Michael Winterbottom and Michael Lapidge, ed., The Early Lives of St Dunstan, Oxford 
2012, 49.
89 Davis, ‘Warhorses’, 77–9.
90 R. Coates, Hampshire Place-Names, Southampton 1993, 96–7.
91 N. Neilson, ‘The King’s Hunting and His Great Horses’, in The English Government at 
Work, 1327–1336, ed. J. F. Willard and W. A. Morris, vol. 1, Cambridge, MA 1940, 435–44.
92 T. D. Hardy, ed., Rotuli Litterarum Clausarum in Turri Londinensi Asservati, 2 vols, 
Record Commission, London 1833–44, Vol. 1 (1833), 585.
93 Magnus Alexander and Susan Westlake, Hadleigh Castle, Essex, Earthwork Analysis: 
Survey Report, English Heritage Research Department Report 32, Portsmouth 2009, 33; 
LDB 43b.
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this stud network that the crown bred beasts destined for military use in the house-
hold and so it would not be unfair to say that the cradle of the English warhorse of 
the Hundred Years’ War were the deer parks of the early twelfth century.

In more general terms, the eleventh and twelfth centuries were those that preceded 
what is taken to have been a significant growth in numbers of horses during the thir-
teenth as their use in agriculture increased. A consideration of the areas in which 
horses were raised permits two observations. Firstly, the growth in numbers may 
not necessarily be as large as has sometimes been assumed as it seems probable that 
growth took place from an already significant base. Secondly, the longer-term history 
of these environments is one of slow, but more sustained exploitation; from seasonal 
to permanent grazing, from transhumance to permanent pasture.94 The place-name 
evidence for studfolds which ranges from hundred names to estate infrastructure 
would seemingly refer to such a process. The ‘marginal’ environments in which 
horses were bred were increasingly subject to division and enclosure, albeit never 
entirely. In the case of horse breeding, closer management, even in small units, may 
cumulatively have served to aid efficiency. At Pilton on the edge of the Somerset 
Levels in 1201 Glastonbury abbey pastured six mares, six foals, three fillies and a 
colt of two years old and two foals of one year; even allowing for movement of 
stock, an impressive return that speaks of effort to ensure mares were successfully 
covered on a regular cycle.95 Around 1190 a grant to Basedale priory, in Westerdale 
in the North Yorkshire moors, included pasture for a range of stock including that 
for twenty cows and a bull; eleven swine and a boar; five mares and stallion, a 
small unit suggestive of ensuring a return.96 If the idea of continuity of environment, 
but increased return, has any merit then those places with high concentrations of 
horses in Domesday would also be centres of production in the better documented 
thirteenth century. In Breckland, this would certainly appear to be the case where 
Blackbourne Hundred in west Suffolk on the edge of the Brecks had one of the 
greatest proportions of draught horses to be found anywhere in the country and the 
region as a whole fed a wider hinterland with horses of all kinds.97 Evidence for 
longer-term trends in exploitation is also suggested by a comparison between the 
locations of horse breeding in the sixteenth century and the places discussed here, 
which shows a remarkable coincidence.98 In turn, this history stretched back not just 
to the pre-Conquest period, but probably much earlier.99

94 A. Margetts, ‘The Hayworth: A Lowland Vaccary site in South-East England’, Medieval 
Archaeology 61, 2017, 117–48.
95 N. E. Stacy, ed., Surveys of the Estates of Glastonbury Abbey c.1135–1201, Oxford 2001, 
249.
96 W. Farrer, ed., Early Yorkshire Charters, 1, Edinburgh 1914, No. 565, 444–5.
97 M. Bailey, Medieval Suffolk, Woodbridge 2007, 80–1.
98 P. Edwards, The Horse Trade of Tudor and Stuart Horse England, Cambridge 1988, 23.
99 D. Miles et al., Uffington White Horse and its Landscape. Investigations at White Horse 
Hill, Uffington, 1989–95 and Tower Hill Ashbury, 1993–4, Oxford Archaeology, Thames 
Valley Landscapes Monograph 18, Oxford 2003, 78.
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