
DOI\{ESDAY IDEIITIFICATIONS-THE HUNDREDT

tsY lt, \r. 1\roRTH, l'. c,s.

(Reul at Oliehau)I)tor1, Jul)', 1Sr5,)

Tun appearance in the last volume of. lhe Transd,ctions 0f tii.
Devonshire Associctt,ion of three Domesday papers by the Rev.
O. J. lteichel, one in effecb a criticism of my " Identifications
of the Domesday Manors of J)evon," compels some coruments
frol myself. It is perfectly true that it could hardly be
gathered from Mr. P'eishel's " Suggestious to aid in Identifr -
ing the Place-names in the Devonshire Domesday," that-I
had published a list of identiflcations at all, and that the
only references to myself are passing and casual. SbiII, it is
inevitable that the two papers should be in some sort read
together by our {'ellow-members ; and as the most irnportant
phase o{ this question is accuracy, cluite apart from aur
personal relations to the subject of 1\{r. Reichel or ruyself'.
comment on my part seems irnperative.

!t was my sense of the supreme irnportance of accuracJ-,
and of the desirability of leaving no stone unturned to seeuie
that end, that led rne to incur the trouble and expense
of sending my proposed identifications to every membeinine
months before I sent in my paper; and it seems to me a
matter much to be regretted, if any information tending to
secure that accuracy, and to enhance the value of the 

-list

and of olur 'Itansaalzons, should have been withheld. Be that
as it may, my duty now is clear-without delay, to give what
aid I can in the Iuriher solution of these debated Domesdar
problems.

My remarks will be almost wholly confined to Mr.
Reichel's longer paper, in which the point raised in that on
the " Ilundred of Hartland in the Geld Ro11," is already fulh-.
dealt with. His remarks on the Leuca or Lug of Domesday
do not, I think, need any further comment than simple
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reference to the fact, that, so far back as 1885, the late Mr.
J. B. Davidson published his reasons for assessing lhe qg?l
Ieuca ab 120 

-acres, which is precisely Mr. Reichel's
conclusion.

The greater part of the paper on Dom-esday Place-names
consists" of a -very fuII diicussion of the various aids to
identification. lIion two of those only have I anything to
say ; but that, with one exception, all were before me when
I compiled my list, the following extract-from my intro-
duction to that list wili prove. That I did not allow my
scaffolding to remain when the building was- completed was
a mere *"ait., of detail, and due in the main to my desire
not to trespass unduly on the means of the Association.
What I said then, in brief, was this:

" Where the name of a Domesday manor is distinctive and
continuous, aII is of course clear; and this is the case, so far
as Devon is concerned, in the majority of instances' Beyond
this, ideubification is chiefly helped bv the fact that the
entries commonly follow a rough-glouped or. topographical
order, based mainly upon the Hundrecls-a point which do-es

not seem to have hailthe attention its importance demands.
It is when this fails that the ruain difficulties arise. Losali-
ties are, Itowever, often suggested by the occurrence of
fisheries or saltworks or of other special features' Relativo
areas are also of inrportance: but the Iarge increase in the
number of manors since l)omesday by sub-divisiou; with
the non-inclusion of waste in the Domesday assessment I

the vagueness of the terms as used; 
- 
and the not infrecluent

shifiin[ of boundaries, render it needful that areal deductions
should.-be most cautiously made. Some help is to be had
fronr the Hundred Lists; some from the secondary names

attached for distinction to sundry manors, indicating situation
or ownership. At times the name of the Saxon holder has

supplied a valuable s1ue. A point to be-.carefully borne in
mirrd, is the fact that names are quite as 1ikely to change in
the direction of modern lbrms as away from the old ones, and
that a current resemblance may after all be wholly fictitious.
StiII more important, however, in this connection is it to
remember that- the Domesday scribes attached their own
phonetic values to the alphabetical-characters they used, and
ihut traces of both Norman and Italian hands are manifest."

The one source to which I must confess I never did look,
and never should have thought of looking, for aid, is the
comparison which Mr. Reichel endeavours to draw as to the
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relative values of estates from the figures given in Domesclay,
and_the present poor-rate assessments-valuations notoriousiy
rnade upon bases rvhich differ quite flfty per cent., not only
in- !h-e same county, but ac times in acijacent parishes, and
which cannot be taken as any real test of land-values in the
gross, seeing. that they include houses and other buildings,
which it is impossible to distinguish without a minute aid.
detailed examination in every instance.

The central feature of Mr. Reichel's paper is, however, his
assumption gf thc+ supreme irnportance of the GeId Inquest,
as au aid to idenbillcation. He lays it down as a canon, that
the treatment applied by him to I{artland Hundred ,,must
be accorded to all the Hundreds of Devon before we can be
certain that our identifications of the Dornesday Place-names
are correct."

_ Norv, the particulars of the Hundreds given in the Geld
Inquest are^parbicularc of po.rsons, not of 

-places-a 
sirnple

stateurent of the hiLlage in each Hundred, and irs liability to
geld. The only way'of connecting these entries with"the
places named in Domesday, is through the or,vners, and the
assessment or non-assessment of their holdings. ff an orvner
has two estates or manors in demesne, .uiih giu"o at one
hide, or four at half a hide a piece, and he is 

"set down as
holding a geld-free hide in each of trvo Hundreds, it is
utterly imlossible, on the evidence of the Geld Inquest only,
to say which is rvhich, or where either is situated. At tlie
best, therefbre, the aid to identification here rendered, is
indirect and collateral.

But we do uot get it at the best. There would be rnuch
more to be said in lavour of Mr. Reichel's method if we could
only be sure of three or four things, that, as a matter of fact,
are more Lhan seriously in doubt. What he says in effect is
this. The Geld Incluest shorvs the taxable distribution
of the various holdings in the county wlten Dotnesitl,ay was
compiled. - T!e1e is a list given by Risdon whioh gives the
names of the different members of the Hundreds. D-omesday
identifications, to be accurate, must bring the two intb
h_armony. You must connecl the properbies"of the one with
the persons of the other, or your work will not stand.

And no doubt this would be a perfectly fair method,
certain premises being granted. IJ- the Geld Inquest is
absolutely accurate, is precisely of the same d.ate- as the
Domesday record, and represents exactly the same state
of things. If also there has been no change in the Huudrecls
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between the compilation of the GeId Iuquest ancl that of the
list in Risdon. The smailest variation, and the whole value
of the Geld Inquest as an absolute and final court of appeal,
disappears. Now it is admitted on all hands that the Geld
Inquest and the Domesday Record are not absolutely con-
temporaneous--the Incluest being earlier, and dating from
1084-and it is impossiblq therefbre, in a widespread county
like Devon, that some shiftings of ownership should not have
occurred. tr'or the rest, Mr. Reichel himself admits dis-
crepancy bebween the old and modern llundreds, though not
to any great extent, and especially when compared with
those that have taken place in counties like Berkshire. It is,
however, rather a truism than a paradox, to suggest that the
greatest changes are often those whic,h have left least evidence
behind; and it is well, therefore, to examine what grounds
there are for Mr. Reichel's belief; and what is the real
weight to be attached to the rule which Mr. Reichel believes
will commend itself to all-that no " identification of the
Domesday Place-names can be considered satisfactory which
does not account for each and all of the contributories to the
Hundreds, as they have come down to us by tradition." 1

And may I say at once that this is no new inquiry with
me. Thirteen years since, I dealt with the help to be drawn
from the GeId Inquest in the jdentification of Domesday
Place-names, in my second Presidential address to the
members of the Plymouth Institution, and reviewed. the
question at some length, as may be seen by reference to the
?,t'ansact,ions of that Society.

I then pointed out that a Hundred was a numerical term
defining a unit of local government, depending originally
upon population (in what precise form is not material now),
and that when it was a living thing its area fluctuated with
the population, just as in some countries electoral districts
do at the present day. 1\{y conclusion then was precisely
the same as my conclusion now, that so far from the changes
in the lfundreds being slight, they were both many and great.

Three lists of the llunclreds of Devon are given in
Dom.asduy. Two are mere enumerations of narnes. The

1 Tonching thc aecnlacy of the Lrc4rest rvitliiu its ol.n four coruers,
it rvill suffice to indicate that the dctails alrl tlie totals are tliscrcpant irr
tlie Hundreds of Tarvton, Bamptou, Calsrvell, Plympton, lYonfoid, anrl
Iircrnington, it clualtities varying frorrr a hide to a ferling-quite enough to
mislead in many points ; ancl that the possessiorrs of thc Abbbt of Tavistocl<
iu Tavistock ale left out altogether', It is al.lsuld to suplrose tLat this is the
only slip of the hind.

1rol,. xxYIL 2 C
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third is that general summary of the lords and contents of
each Hundred, anct of its taxation, already referred to as the
GeId Inquest. The flrst is clearly the oldest, and diffels
material] from the other two, which are aII but identical.
That of ihe Inquest is presumably the latest, and yet it d"oes

not agree so nearly, as far as names go, with_the Hundreds of
the piesent day, which in cerlain features follow in preference

either the firsL or seconil. Probably, in some cases, dup]icate
names were current; and it may well have been, seeing that
the Eundreds were named after the places where the Hundred
Courts were held, that in some large Huudreds there were
two Courb seats, used alternately, as in some shires alternative
Assize and Sessions towns. The lfuntlrecl, Rolls-of- which
more hereafter-shorv, however, that the names of the
Devon llundreds have remained practically unchangecl since
the reign of Edward f., and i1 a-ny case we are less con-
ceruecl witir tUe names than with the areas they represenb.

The table opposite sets forth the three Domesday lists;
the hidage and laxation, as given in the GeId Inque-st; the
moclern 

-names; the uumber of contributing members in
each Hundred, as given in the list in Risdon (the second
fiqure in each case being the number of sub-members
additionat), aud the amount which each Hunclred had been

set to pay to the tenth and fif'teenth, or subsidy-a sum
which eeitainly did uot vary in arnount or relative pro-
porbions from the eally part of the fourteenth century, and
ias as definite a fiscal unit as the Danegeld had become by
tlie Conquest. These figures are worthy of note, for without
nressins the comparison too hard, it is evident that if there
irad be"en ,o te.ioo. changes either of area or value, the
Hundred taxation of 1086 should bear some recognizable
relation to that of t334. It is quite cIear, however, as wiII
be shown hereafter, that the list in Puisdon is anything but
trustworthy or comPlete.

In each'of the three Domesday lists we may trace some-
thing of a definite topographical arrangement, though B is

mord consecutive than A, and C than B. The order of A is
shown in the table. C begins with Lifton, passing thence
to Ilerteland, Toritoue, tr'ramintone, and 1\{ertone-West
Devon. Theu we have Brantone, Scireuelle, Sut-Moltone,
Chridiatone, Tauuentone, and Witric-North Devon. Next
come Tuuuertone, Clistone, Sulfertone, Hamiohc, Offecolum,
Bud,eleie, I:[asbtone, Otri, Axeminstre, Culintone, Axemuda
and Badentone-East Devon, though not in such direcl
order, tastly there are Esseministre, Taiutone, Carsewilla,
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Dippeforde, Cadelintone, Plintone, W'alchentone, Allerige,
and Wenfort-Mid and South Devon. As I said in 1882:
" It is impossible that such an arrangernent can be accidental;
and if rve look at the map of Devon, we shall see that it is
really governed by the physical conditions of the county.
The first group covers the district west of the Tavy and the
Taw; the second, that bounded by the Taw on the west, the
Creedy and Exe on the east, and Dartmoor on the south;
the third lies mainly east of the Exe; and the fourth, starting
from the Tavy, follows round the flank of Dartmoor, and is
bounded by the sea and the Exe south and east. The ouly
point r,r,here there is any real absence of natural definition
is in the vicinity of Exeter and Creditou; and this is
precisely the neighbourhoocl in rvhich there have been the
greatest, changes in the dispositions of the Elundreils."

This matter is rvorth looking into a little more in detail.
The llundred of Black Torrington norv interposes between
Lifton and Hartland Hundreds; but there is a d,etached
part of Hartland llundred lying in Fremington-the parish
of Yarnscombe ; and it seems clear, therefore, that the area
of Hartland was once more extensive than we knorv it; and
that Black Torrington most probably grew at the cost of its
neighbour or neighbours.

The next group is about as consecutive as n'ell can be;
but here we get evidence of a change or changes, in the
appearance of a detached part of Braunton Hundred. in the
midst of South l\{olton, including the parishes of East ancl
IMest tsuckiand and Filleigh.

The East Devon group is less regularly enumerated, yet
there are not wanting indications that the irregularity may
to some extent be more in present appearance than in
ancient fact. Tiverton, Cliston, and Silverton (Hayridge)
lie together; and that Cliston was once more extensive, the
existence of its Butterleigh outlier in Hayridge shows.
Hemyock and Uffculme are one; and if they do not touch
East Budleigh now, there are the remains of the old con-
nection sti1l exiant in the {hct that Washfield, while lying
topographieally in the llundred of Tiverton, is still attachecl
to lMest Budleigh, while Halberton adjoins as a matter of
collrse. The only real departure from a consecutive order
in this group is the ueglect to name Bampton after Hal-
berton, and the itrsertion of Ottery, Axminster, Colyton, and
Axmouth betrveen. But, as Pole shows, Ashford in Bur1es-
combe, Bampton Hundred., belongs to lfalberton; ancl we
note other evidence of change in the presence of a fragrnent
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of Dorset between Axminster anrl Colyton Hundreds, with
par contra the establishment of a part of Axminster Hundred

-the parish of Thorncombe-in Dorset. I may add, for
further comment hereafter, that the two Budleigh Hundreds
*once one-are now separated by a spur of Wonford.

The last group is remarkably consecutive, but for one
interpolation. Exminster, Teignbridge, Heytor (Carswell),
Coleridge and Stanborough (Dippesfbrde), Plympton, and.
Roborough (Walchentone), follow eash other with absolute
accuracy, save for the insertion of Caedlintone between
Dippesforcle and Plintona; and so do Hayridge anil Wonford.
We cannot teII how far Caedlintone llundred extended
southward; but all that is needed to bring it into line with
the rest of the group is its transposition after Walchentone.
I was, indeed, disposed to identify it, in 1882, with the
district of which Cadleigh forms the centre, when the con-
nection with Hayridge would be clear enough. Herein,
however, I was rvrong; and furbher survey has set me righi.
Caedliutone is Chittlehampton - a large and important
manor belonging to Gytha, and therefore a very natural
Hundred-head.

And iucidentally I may here remark that Mr. Reichel's
rule, if a goocl one, ought to work both ways. If we are
to reason from the Hundred to its components, we ought
to be able to reason from the components to the Huudred.
If, however, the attempt be made to identify Caedlintone
in that way, the result will be utter failure. The Geld
fncluest mentions as holders of land in this llundred, Oliver
uuder Baldwin, Robert tr'itz Gervin under Baldwin, and.
Godeva. Now, reference to Domesclay will show that there
is no Oliver holding under Baldwin at all. Nor is there
mention of Robert I'itz Gervin. There are undistinguished
Roberts holding under Baldwin, besides Roberbs de Bello
Mont and . Pontecardonis ; but it is a hopeless task-the
endeavour to make up out of their holdings, the three hides
which I'itz Gervin is-said to holtl in demesne. AII we can
say is that most of these Robertian tenures are in the north
of the county, and so far may be helcl to favour the Chittle-
hampton theory. But Godeva is wholly irreconcilable.
Iler two manors are Torre (Mohun) and Dodbrook; but
instead of holding one hide only in demesne in either or
both (the Geld Inquest figure), she has a hide and four
ploughlands iu each. Here we are at once confronted with
inaccuracy or change; though a third cause of variation may
be suggested by the fact that we actually fincl Robert Fitz
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PaEan Davine in Wonford for a hide in another Hundred
wtr'ictr woirtA"be bound to upsct other calculatiorrs'-TL;r; 

[sts, then, I thinli show clearly that although the

Uoif. of the flornesday Huuclreds may have been much the

,u*e ua now, there ure *urry iulpoitant variations-quite
too i*portuni to allow of tfie GEld Incluest being taken
i) ,"tlriara on a (ritestion of obscure Domesday i$e3-t1tl9a,ti91'

Merton is nori represented by Shebbear, and Winkleigh
mav have been carvred out of either it or North Tawbon I

or. 
"for what we know to the contrary, Caedlintone'--'Dippesfortie 

and Herrntone nrust be taken togethg';.o?U
as th;'latter tlocs not appear iu list' C, it ruust be iucluded
,rr,i"rl orr" of the adjoining Elundreds, i.o' either-Dip.pesforde

or i'ly-ptoo. Wehnd, -[o*-eue^r,. 
that Diptfbrd, rvhere,the

Hundrecl Courb tvas held, is lairly central for the three

mo,le.o Hundreds of Erurington, Stanborough, and Cole.ridge'

Ii is cettainly represeuted" by the two latter, and -in all
probability inctuaea also the greater part of Ermington,
i'tvrrrptoritaking the rest up to the Brme. I have suggested

eh'"*irer" that t"he reasotr for the disappearance of Errningbon

may have been the depopulation caused by descents from

the sea.- 
tt"rto, Hundred we flnd under the name of Carswell I

urrd li.t" we are confronted bv the noteworthy fact that the

Hundred really cousists of two d-etached parts, which may

[e called the barswell and the Heytor sections, and whic]r

are dividecl by a piece of lMonford. Moreover,. -S"ytg',
*h"rr.. the liundr-ed is now named, is not within the

Hundred. at all I Domcsclary does afford evidence of some

connection betr,veen the two sections, in the mention of

beptone after Cockington - Deptone being Dehndon, in
Wiiecombe-on-the-Moolr, and an appendage to Cockinglon
to the Dresent clav; bttl that is not suflicieut evidence that
the Hindred wai the same then as now. Indeeil, some

verv snecial cause must have been at work to give t'he naute

otr i Dlrtmoor height to a district on the shoreq of Torbay ;

,"a ifr" fact that frevtor, if it ever was withiu the Hundred,
i. to ,ro longer, seems to point to a series of changes, rabher

than one.
Wonford is a verv remarkable Hundred, and' I am not

disposed to go back-on a suggestion made in the address

aUiuau quotid, that it mav 
-have once occupied what ale

now TLignbridge and Heytoi Hundreds as wcll as. its preseut

iimits. "IL ha-s the rnoit retuarliable configuttrtiotr of an1'

Hundred iu the cottnty-stretching west' fi'oul llxeter, r'igllt

.
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away to South Tawton, circling round the city east to
Topsharn, seudiug a spur north dividing the trvo Budleighs,
sweeping round the norbhern flank of Dartmoor, by Throw-
leigh, Ohagfbrd, and Drewsteignton, and claiming two
detached portions south of the Teigu, one courprising the
Ogwells, and the other Coombe and Stoke-in-Teignhead and
Shaldon. It is qluite impossible, oo any reasonable sup-
position, that such a unit of local governrnent could be of
original design; and when we corupare the figures given in
Risdon for the tenth ancl fifteenth with those set lbrth in
the Geld Inquest for the Danegeld, we shall find very
strong corroborative evidence for this suggestion of limita-
tion. But on that head more anon.

The chief differences between the ancient and. modern
Hundreds, more clirectly apparent, are in East Devon. Two
Hundreds which appear in A-Clauueton (with Badentone)
and Hertesberie - are nol found in B and C, and have not
re-appeared since. Axemuda, in a1l three, is also gone, rvith
Sult'ertone (A and C), and Offeculm (B and C). West Budleigh
has beeu added. Thus rve find that while in list A East
Devon is comprised in ten Hundreds, in list C it is divided
into thirteen - an absolute proof, seeing that the Hundred.
was then a living thing, that in the interval between the
two there had been a considerable increase of population,
the density of which may further be gathered from the fact
that Axemuda, Offeculm, and Hasbertone were the three least
in area in the county, Budleigh on the other hand being,
with Wonford, the biggest. It looks as if the Hundred
system had been gradually establishecl in l)evon by an
advance frour the east, and that there rvere ab least tlvo
periods r,vhen the rvhole sweep of the encroaching frontier,
with its necessarily sparse Saxon population, formed a
Hundred-first Budleigh, then Wonford, to be divided and
limited as time went on and the constituencies-to adopt a
modern term-increased.

Clauueton is of course Clayhidon I and here again we
find change in the fact that while it is grouped with l3ampton
in list A, it disappears from B and C, while instead of being
in Bampton Hundred now, the parish is in that of Hemyock.

Sherrvill and Braunton are kept separate by name in all
three lists; but the details in the Geld Inquest are given
for both together, so that there is no Domesd,ay possibility
of distinguishing the holdings in either.

And there is anothel cruo in connection with the Hunclt'r:cls
of Lilbon and Tavistock" The latter, which is uot lbund irr
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Dom,esd,ay, was evidently carvecl oub of Lifton ; ar.rd indeed
a part of Lifton-Sydenham and Lamerlon-is islanded in
Tavistock. But there is no mention of the Abbot of
Tavistock in the Geld Incluest under lifton, nor indeed. in
the uext Hundred-Wa1chentoue, now Roborough
. It seems to me, therefore, that the Donr,asd,ay iecord yields

?lundanl proof that in the reign of the 0orrclueror, the
Hurrdred system of Devon was iu a constant sta-te of flux
and reflu_x; and that as the Hundred remained a living
unit of local government long years afterwards, il would
be against analogy and common sense to suppose that
changes-and importanb changes*came to an end at this
particular time ; even if we lvere not able to lay our hauds
upon positive evidense to the contrary.

IMhen I flrst ruade this topic a matter of encluiry, I tried
to see what light might be got from a comparison of the
ancient ecclesiastical divisions of the county with the ancient
civil-that is, of the Deaneries with th6 Hundreds. We
know, of course, that to a wide extent the older parochial
arrangernent reflects the manorial, and that parishes-are ver.y
commonly manors or groups of manors; and it seemed 

-a

reasonable thing, therefore, to enquire whether there lvas
not in iihe manner some relationslip between the Deanery
and the_ Hundred, at any rate in-I)eyon. It not only
appeared that.such a correspondence did exist, but singularly
enough that it was most clearly seen in connectioi with
presumably the oldest list-A.

Thus the deanery of Tavistock is the o1d Hundred of
Lifton, or bhe modern Hundreds of Tavistock and Lifton, with
a fringe cut off to the north and easb, more convenient of
access from Okehampion, and joined thereto. Okehampton
Deln_ely- takes, however, rnost of its parishes from Torring-ton,
arrd Holsworthy Deanery is wholly so formed. Hartland
Deanery- iucludes-and tlris is very noteworthy-not only
the whole of the present Hartland Hundred, but ihe northerir
portion of Shebbear, over which the Yarnscomb ouilier has
already givln u,s reason to believe this Hundred formerly
exteuded.._ Torrington Delnery in the main represenis
Merton Hundred. Sherwill I)eanery is another si$nificant
$cto1, f-or it includes, just as the Geld Incluest, Soth the
Hundreds of Sherwill 

- 
and Braunton, except Barnstaple,

Pilton, and Filleigh, which are taken by Ba-rnstaple itself,
thus- partly -carvJd out of botli. Chumleigh Dtanery ii
chietly North Tarvtou Huudred. South Molton inclirde.
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parts.of its own Hundred and that of Witheridge. Cadbury
is-lnainly West Budleigh Hundred, with the bulY< of Creditoii
added. Tiverton Deanery swallows the Hundreds of
Tiverton, Bampton, and Halberton. The other deaneries in
{ast_I)evon, as we should expect.to fnd from the changes in
the Hund.reds, are very muc-h mixecl. Dunl<eswelL inJludes
p,arts of l-I3myo-ck .and Axminster, and may fairly represent
the lost Hertesberie. Honiton is chiefly 

-Axminstei, 
with

Axmouth and pari of Colyton_ plymtree Deauery is cnieny
tlayrrdge, and may rnost nearly represent the ancient Silvei_pn. AyJesbeare De-11ery tak-es- in East Budleigh and
Ottery, the bulk of Cliston, and a little of \4ronforcl." K"oo
il mainly. Exminster, with portions of 'Wonford ; while
D-urnford is mostly 'Wonford,'with a portion of Exminster.
lvloreton l)_eanery closely corresponds with Teignbridge
Hundred.- -Ipplepen is Haytor liundred, with th; Sou;h'leign parishes of W-onford added. In fact, of aII the Hun_
dreds, Wonford is the most parcelled, ancl the only one
which does not retain a fair amount of individirality.
Tgtpes and \Moodleigh Deaneries cor.respond in the main
w^tth Stanborough and Coleridge Hundreds, but the extension
of the latter westwarcl into the Hundred. of Ermington seems
to indicate a close reflection of the ancient Dipp6sforde, es-
peclally- as .the whole of the rest of Ermington"I{undred is
inciuded with that of Plympton in the plyLpton Deanery.
Ihg Dea-uery of Tameitoi represents [he' HundreA 6t
Roborough, nt,itttts the Three Towns, which no doubt went
to Plympton.Deanery (ere they were recently erected into a
d.e?nery of their own), in consequence of the proprietorial
rights exercisgd by Plympton -prio-ry.

- Of course, it is not contended. thal the Deaneries have been
free from change, any more than the Hundreds. AII that is
sug-gested is this:-That the Deaneries do indicate a close
aud unmistakable connection with the Hundreds, in their
earlier rather than their later stage, and. that they have
retained their original characters mJre closely, in accJrdance
wrth the more conservative instincts of matters ecclesiastical.

At bottom, however, the existing divisious of the Deaneries
are based upon parochial lines, w"hile those of the Hundreds
are founded on manorial.

T,et us now see what deductions, if any, can be drawn
flom the comparison of the Domesday seld of the various
Hu_ndreds, rvith the subsidy coritributiois given in ltisdon
under the same names. \ve cannot hope" for u.ry 

"*u.i
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results, nor, where towns are concerned, is it possible to
deduce data that can be regarded. as approximately trust-
worthy. But if areas of the sarue class remain fairly
unchangecl, and subject to the same general conditions, their
financial positions in 1084 or 1086, and in 1334, when the
tenth and fifteenth hacl become a fixed levy, ought to be

reasonably proportionate.
IMe find, then, on examination, that Hartland, Merton,

Teignbridge, Plympton, Tiverton, Crediton, and Colyton,
shew on the average a flve-fold increase; that llayridge,
Haytor, Exminster, North Tawton, IMinkleigh, Witherldge,
anci Ottery give between three antl four-fold; that in R-lack

Torrington 
-the 

increase is six-foId. And as this deals
with s-omething tike half the total, these conclusions will,
I think, give 

-us some figures on which we may fairly
work.

Hence, it would seem likely that W'onford, which had only
risen from 56 15s. to S13 7s. 8d.-not two-fo1d-had
suffered serious limitations, a conclusion to which we have
aheady been led by other considerations; and that Bamptou,
with its S4 16s. 4d. aud f12 5s. 3d.; Axminster, with its
f 11 7s. 5cI. ancl S20; Halberton, with its €3 18s. and
fi7 5s. 2d.; and flemyock, with its fi7 0s. 4d. and
S10 11s. 4d. were iu a similar plight.

On the other hand, the teufold advance of Fremingbon
fronr S2 14s. 6d. to fi24 6s. may probably be set down to the
prosperity of Torrington; as the still greater advance of
hoborou[h, from 54 1tis. to fi48 2s. 2d., is undoubtedly
due to t[e growth of Plymouth, especially as the list for the
Ilundred in Risdon is seriously imperfect.

But there must have been other causes at wolh for
the enormous increase of South Molton, froru J2 8s. 7d,
to f36 14s. 6d.; and that there are very good grounds
for ascibing this to the addition of C.edelintone, is apparent
when we adcl the gelds of these two llundreds togeLher,
the joint fB 1s. 3cl. bearing to this f36 14s. 6d., precisely
whai we have been led to regard as the norual relations
between the two periods.

Sherwill antl Braunton gelded together at €8 10s., and
their joint subsidy quota is S71 1Bs. 9d. This, of courser

is larg-ely in excess of the relative proportions indicated, and
it may point to some enlargement. The more reasonable
explanation, however, is the fact that the quota of Barnstaple
alone was fl8 14s., the deduction of rvhich brings the
case practically withirr the sixfold urargin.
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The case of East and West Budleigh points directly to the
ltpi^tglio-ns 

-s-uggested 
by the map. fhe Domesday gelct

of 5L2 5s. 5d. should be-at leasi S6O in the subsidy, wheieas
that is but S37 1s. Besides, so extensive a Hunclred, in such
a-flourishing part of the county, had exceptional chances
of progress. _The probability is lhat somethiirg tike a half of
the ancient Budleigh must uow be sought fo1 under other
names.

This conclusion is strengthened by the fact that Silverton,
now par-tly represented by Hayridge, gelded at S10 6s. 6d.,
ylile_ .Haylidge, gelding at fi6 Zs. 6-d. only, advanced to
822 74s. 70d. The deficient proportions ibi Budleigh and
Silyerton are, however, so nearly balanced by the r-equire-
ments of most of the other East Devon Hundreds, is to
furnish additio:ral-proof-that-this quarter of the county
has been specially fruitful in Hundred changes.

The case of the Hundr.ed of DippesfordJ is at first sight
very remarkable. It gelded at, f,7 12s., which we day
p-ut as representing a normal subsidy taxation of some f40.
We find, however, Coleridge taxecl at f56 16s. 5d. and
Stanborough at. €43 - 9s. 6d,, and undorrbtedly something
g."ght- to be added for the 546 11s. 11d. ot' Errningbn]
lhough part went to Plympton. 'We shall not, in all pi,oba-
bility, b_g.very- fa,r wrong-if we put the subsidy qubta of
aucient,Dippesforde at f,100 urore lhan the proporlioial J40.
Sorne of-thi. poy have 

-beeu ?ppropriated-byihe Coleridge
section from Haytor, where the pioportionate advance -is
below what lve have taken as the normal; and far-reaching
Wonford, too, may have been a sufferer. But they would
not suffice. It is quite evident also that allowance lias to be
made for the wealth of some of the members of these
Hundreds. Thus, Dartmouth in Coleridge 'was assessed to the
subsidy in S11 2s., Harberton and Stokenham, f,5 14s. 1d.

1lq {5 3,s.- 4d.,.respectively, and, Totnes, f8 7s.-togeilrer
530 6s. 5d. Still it is impossible to bring this parb'icular
instance within even exceptional lirnits; and I am-forced. to
the conclusion that not only are we to allow for chanse
of area between what was Dippesforde with the adjaceit
Huudredq and {br the.exceptional town growth of Coleridge,
but that a portion of the South Hams area cannoi be brousif
into the calculations; and that mush of the ancient Hunclied
of Ermington is not represented in any collective form in
the Geld Inquest at all-that somehow or other it has
disappeared, in fact as rvell as in narne.
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It may have been observed that I have not spoken, as Mr.
Reichel has done, of the list in Risdon as Risdon's 1ist. Mr.
Reichel, indeed, says without limitation of any sort, " Risdon,
inhis Bu"oey o1f Deaon, gives a list of the Eundreds as they
existed iu Edward III.'s time, and the places contributory to
each Hundred."

, That, lowever, is a point on which I am by no means
clear. The list, such as ib is, appears in the'last edition
of Risdon; but it does not appear in some, at any rate,
of the MS. copies of the Swraey. It makes no claim to
be Risdon's; it has no date attached, and it is obviously
inaccurate. I at first t[ought it might have been com-
piled from the Hundred Rolls of the early years of Edward
I.; but f soon {bund that this could uot have been the
case; and I am cluite at a loss myself to suggest its
source. I can, however, do what is more importanl,-test
the value of this second term in Mr. Reichel's argument.

Bisclon's Su,t'aey was written early in the seventeenth cen-
tury. Before Risdon, however, came Sir William PoIe, whose
Collections (from which Risdon derived much help) contain a
mush more detailed genealogical and topographical place and
personal view of the county, classed. under the several Hun-
dreds. It would take up too much space to make a complete
comparison, but I give the results for several Hundreds in
every part of the county, taken at random, showing the
distribution in Pole, about the year 1600-20-(the fullest
and most accurate old Hundred list we have), as compared
with the list in Risdon.

Por,n. Rrsoox.
A:tm,in stct''';"';"""''' ,, H ttnrlrerls fle(Lt\(L ALnLOttuL
H undrctl. A'ctntltster'

Thorncoml-re Thorncombc
tr'orcle
Holclich
Beerball
Sutborough
Uplyme Uplime
Axminster
Prestaller
Kihnenton Killmington
HilI
Dt-rvilshavs
Batleluyi
1\IaimburS'
lrlsh ][orrr]rrrr'r-
Yalty

Por,r.
Arminster

and A*"moutlt
Hund,red.

'West .Waters

Childhave
Swobridge'W'ycroft

Haccorrbfee
Uphay
Wike
Trill
Musburv
Forde "

Ash
Axmouth
Bowdou
Shuttecomb
Buckland Trill

Iitsnox.

IIutrlrctJ,s rl,:
A'rtitiit;lo.

Tlill
)Ius'f-rcly

Axurouth
X[embury



A:aninstcr. -l.ritrittsttr.
Bnclil:lrrr1 Plior'
J),xlnc Ritlrlr
('urrrl,l).rtr,. ('s;111,1,i:rt'

l)orvllTmf ralill c t rLrt l)oivur
Upottory
0hnlIol,orr
\\rclcotnl r

('i tlseltill'es
'I'rerrlraycs
Ytrl<corrrlr
Plyrslty

Potl.

Coliton Huttrlrul.

Colitur
lVhillold
Colconrbe
Tuill;lv or'

llinc}enLonre
lYhits.elI
Yarclhl-r;
Ilalu'or-rcl
iilmtir
Nore
S;ialklLcelrcs
llolcoruJ r

Grrtcomli
Sto'n folrl
Heclhal'n or'

IIcthc'n
Bt ere
St irtorr
Bolye:
Brausrronlr
Eage ol Jilge
Hrilcr
J,i ttlccornl r

S;rltrolnl r

Por,n.
.IItLllx,ftott IItur-

rlntl.
I{albcltol
Hrl bet't.onAl-rl-rot
Bo.\'cotr)
0orreLarii
Ilatleglr
Llolhor'
IIorstoIr
Or,eltorr
J,r'Dor
13icdurpotpil
Pytt

Churleton

Yearcourbc

Rrsoow.
Ifu,ndreds d.e

Colliton,
Colliton
Whiteforil

Inls-ood

Bearc
Seaton

Bran.scombe

Salcornbe

Rrsoon.
Hunclretls ile

Halberton,
Halberton

]Iorstorr

Lvrror Ablrott
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Por,p.

Col'iton Hu,nclretl.

Sol.thlegh
\\'i-*conrlr
llorganLavs
Scrivell.
Northlegh
llarrval,
Netherton
1\riclecornlr
\Yhitlegh
Bromlegh
Poltirror
KnoII
Bovcomlr
lYilll.orthy
Sutton Lue;,
Luc5"s[2-1't
llorecokshal's
Ofvell
CoIwell
Cotlegh
lYornbernforcl
Ilunkton

Axmhtster.
Shevehayne
Loveputt
Dolclich
Sabbecombe
Combralegh
Ellishayes
Honyton
Battishorne
Nolthcote
Blancombc (?)

Por,r.
Jlalbutoir. Hun-

Llrtd.
Esse
Soure Apeld.orc
nlokisbeare
Sealake
\\robernforcl
lYildelonil
Sanforcl

Esseforcl
Legh Boty

Atvttinster.

Hunnington

Ottery Mohun

Rrsoox.
Htutdreds de

Collitott.
Southleigh

Northlcigh
tr'rtrrvay

lYichvorthy

lVombriforrl

Culliforcl
Giclcsh:rlr

RrsooN.
Htuttlrecls tle

Halbertott.
A,rh Thomas
SouthAppleclore
IVlonkesbeare
Sela1ie Manley

lYillancl
Sanpford

Peverell
Ashford
Boterleiglr
'trYitneigh
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IOI-8.
Crccliton Hut-

dred.

Bp 1\Iorchard
Itraston
Colbrooke
lYootton
Horu.ell
Copleston
Dos'r'ish
Cleeclv
Sanclfbrcl
l(ynal.elslcglr
lYolttter'-*trln
CoDrl) friulcellos
Oumli
'I'rorvl;r,jggc
Bisshopiegh

Por,m.

Erni,nrlton
Ihuttlrel,.

Riilrnore
Bilrberv
A.Y"tori GilIar',]
Kingstot
Wones,el1
Ncl'ton 1,'crlcLs
PosbliuoL
Pnrtestorr
Holbeton
Fleete Damclcll
Mymelarcl
Adeston
Carsl'cll
Rcvelstolie
Combe
Moclbiry
\Yyrnston
Pencpit
Orcherton
Shilston
Little l\{oclbiry
Edmerston
Bromston
Oldport
Legh Durant
Colemore
Trewin
Boyshele
Vgbororv
Barvcomb

RISDON.
jluncli'eds tle

(.'rerliton..

Carnfee E. Tos,n
ColLrrooke

Iiingrr':u'cl1eigh
\Yolmcr'..ton

Rigbisshops (?)

Rrsoox.
Htntdreds tlc
Armlitt11ton,

Riumore
lliqburv
Afthto"r Gifforcl
Kingston

Ncl'ton tr'clrers

Painston
Holbeton
Flete Daurcrell

lloclbury

libburrorl'

lorrli.
(.\'ctliton Iltn-

dL'ttL.

Clecliton
Yervton ilrol-

r1e11

Iel'e

RISDON.

Hunrh"ecls de

Credi,tott.

Crecliton
Yctton

1\roorlland.
Knolle
Yr-ruforcl
Hingcst-hill
Doclridge
Piclslcv
Northirroolre
Snralebroolit:
Southcott
Rige Arunclle
Lolrveston

Rrsoon,
Hu,ntlretls cle

Armingtou,,

Longforrl do lcsst'

Arnington

Por,n,
Ertni,ngton
Hunclrecl,

Forvelscombe
Fileham
Spridelscoml:
Langfortl Lestre
Tomepeake
Stone
Woocllaud (Ug.)
Ermington
Strechlegh
Woodland(Erm)
Ivebrigge
Worthyheale
Strocle
Hereforcl
Stowforcl
Cornwood-
Slatle
Hele
Farclell

T{ar{ord

Cornn'oocl

Farclell
Bu.tterforcl
Lupriclge
Ilorley
Batoksbororve
Ledbrocke
Esse Abbes
Ileathflelcl
Stoclbury
Killburey
Dunston
Lambsicle
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1'ot,u.

Hurtlunl. IImt-
tlruL.

TTrrrtelan c1

.[{altclilncl
ALhey

Soul,lrolo
]Iil lorcl
]lnrclesurlthv
Holo
-tslnuourlt:s-

l.oltlrr.
1\telt,oru j'r

t\l t nu rsLou
( )lnvel11.
l:lohishc
\\itllrrr
Elnscourl r

Lit,tle Elrrscornb
llccIc1cm
l)upeforr I
l\ tilfr,sl orthl-

Por,n.

Li;ftoi,t l{tnrlrl1..

L:tmortorr
Colhconbe
\\rcllestrcwr-r
\ortlLcot,
-(otth Sidclhaur
lliltorr
l)orrtcr'1,on
llarv Stol.c
Splcy
Iittl,y
AslLleglr
lh'rulcstorr
Uoi'itou
Litlfolr I
T)oubrige
Lrivo
\\Intlelescot
Sourton
'Iirrrsselton
llilfor<1
Jllidestow
0liharnton

Rrsnos.
Hunclretls de
Ilartlancl.

Hartlancl
Stoke St. Nectan

Harclsrvorthv
Hole
Ashrnansworthy

'l\relcr.nlJre

C1ole1ley

Yernscornbe

Por,u.
Sherwell, Eun-

d,red,.

Shirwell
Alrington
Chollacomb
Parracomb
Ilrington
Mattinho
Kerne Welton
Lynton
Heanton tr'oryn
Stoke Rivers
High Bray
Charneys
Loheshore
Over Lokeshore
Nither Loke-

shore

Rrsoox.
Hutdrecls tle

Slrerewi,ll.

Sherelvil1
Arlingtou
Challucornbc
Parracornbe

\Iartinhorv

Lynton

Stokclivcls
Highlu'ar'
Charles

Rlatton
JI icll etou
lftllacornbe
Piclies'i11
Lvnmouth
Ilienclorr

Rrsnox.
If tuulr,:tls d e

L,ifton.

Stoforcl

Liftou

Siclenham

Bradrvoocl

Germansrveeke

Virgenstow
Bratton
Mary Tavy

RrsooN,
Ifutrl reis cl,e

Lifton.
Larriberton

Siclenhaur

Duntcrtou
Marstorv

Kelly

Braditou
Coliton
Liclforci

Lov Trcncharcl

Sourton
Thrushelton

Briclestorv
Okehampton

Poln.

Lifton Hu,nrlretl.

Stratton
Corube
Goncliscot
Burneby
Storvforcl
Bovelancl
Stone
IIar.ue
Asirlegh
l,i{ton
'lYestwike
N. Siclenham
lYoltharn
1\rorrington
N. Peclenv"vn
Braclrrootl \\rigcr
Noltorr
Gemran's rvecke
South'wike
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Por,n. RrsooN.
Roborou,qlt Hurlretls de
Hlmrl,rerl.. Rotcbu"r'rotc.

Pl;'nrutLllr Brrr'g de PIl -
ruo'.rth

Est Stonhous
\\rest Stonhous
Stoke Darnerell Stole Darnercll
Eggr: Buc,kland Ecbucklalcl
Cornpton Colnpton
Eflorcl
fYe-ston Peverel'l lYeston Pe'r-erc]l
St: Buclocks St Rnrlrlox
Tamerton lol- Tamerton

liott
Bicklcgh
Berle l.'etrr't'. B"t', f, tt is
Legh
Bucl<1anc1

Ilonachorril
Ileul- ller'y

Por,n. RrsooN.
Rnborot,,Jlt I l,,,t,l r",ls ,1,

llrLntlrerl. Fot.'but to,t'.

Gocl 1\Iervy
Huge llel,y
Gropeton
\1-aggefen
Loveton
North Rucklancl North Buckland
Shcitestor
lYakLamnton
S;rrrrl,forci Srnrpforrl

Slritrel' Sf inr;'
1\'lLil,:hiLrch lVl,itcihnlclr
Brittesrvorthv
Tavy Tolliot
Ta\,)-tor
lYhite.ham
Ilarv Tavr-
pete"rs Tai.r. Peter,c Tavy" Colriclge cum

Leigham

The plain fact now comes out that this presumeal Hundred
list in Risdon, whether it belong to him or not' is ro
Hundred List at all; but simply what ib professes to be, a
memorandum of the tenbh and fifteenih assessments in
Devon arranged. under Hundreds, and very imperfect at that.
The heading-is perfectly clear: " Memorand. xv' Devon in
I)ecimis subsequent et Patet."

The mosb casual glance will show, from the examples
given, that Pole is not merely much fuller than Risdon; but
[hat there are differences bet\yeen them that are utter]y
irreconcilable by any parochial grouping or kindred alterna-
tive. Pole's is a generally consistent list of manors, of which
some form parishes and some do not, while the catalogue
in Risdon is a jumtrle of parishes, manors, and tithings,
and ancient lordships.2 The difference will be clear enough
to those who are acquainted with the cotlnty, but still a ferv
of the more important variations may be indicated, by way
of sample.

Thus in Colyton Ilundred, Shute parish appears in Pole
anal not in Risdon ; aud. a'ice aarsd', Grttisham in Risdon and

2 I hail never heard, until I read IIr. Reichel's paper', of the Hundred of
trYonlbrd passing by the lame of " Southinge " I antl surely_ the re_fer'-

ence in Rilsdon to the " antiqua dom. de Southinge " is to the alcient
lordship or rlomain of Southing, just as in the cuse of tlle_" antiqua clom. de
Lifton.; \\rhen an eallier name of a Hundred is intenderl, the reference, as

in " IIolland quoldam Hundred," is nnmistakable. The Rev' IIr. lYhale
rea,l Southinge, or the manor of South Teign'
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not in Pole. In Ermington we get both Mernblanil ancl
Iievelstoke in Pole, and o-nly Lamtlsiae in Risdon. a"^i*
ster- is actually absent from the Hundred of that name in
Ilisdon; and it cu,nnot have fillecl the blarrk opporiG-tiru
second- monetary entry of s1 7s. rn n{r. Reicrre'rf serecteJ
exampl_e . of Hartland, the parish of 1Volfarcliswortlry 1s
ornitbed iu- [iistlon, given by ]ole. In like manrer ]iisdon
drops l oxlrore in Sherwiil. The Risdon list gives Virgin_
sborv, Ilratto, Cloveliy, and nIa.y Tavy in Lift;, ueithei of
whicl,r appears in lroLe_; but it ourits tire irnportant parishes
of .Werrington and NoLtlr_ I,etlierrvyn, giveir by p;[, ;d
t,a.sfers thc,r to lilack ror.ington. The crirnix .u.ril" iobe leached in Iioborough, lrolm r,vhich the ltisdon lisi
drops 

.Stoneho_use, IMest- Sto-nehouse, l3ickleigh, Il*.f.f"n,i
Monachorum, lValkharnpton, Sheepstor., and Uiry fouy i 

--'

. I 
Sorv gJve a list of the llundrecls of Devon, as they appearirr tlre Hu,,ttl,red lir,ttls ol the seco,cl anrl iburtli 'y;r:{-;i

Ed-wgd L, in tabular, Ibr,r, as co,rpared with thc lists" in Irole
and Itisdcrn. I'he first seb ale ilrc l{urtclrett, Botti ffp*and shc.ruld be, but a,e not cornplete. Those of the'foLirtli
are extracts frour various inquisitio,s nracle urrcier the
sarue Iiead.

Ifuxrrnr:u Ilorr-, Iluxnnr;rr {1911_.
2 lrd. l. 4 l,ltl. I. ' roLE' Iltsoox.

Axetuuc Axorninstcr Axrnjlster Asnrinster

BarnrLo, rJrrurllr)u Jl:lli.,'.,1t*I"t""'lt rJ,,,n,,,,t..r,lllali'Lo'il,ou Iilalir.r'ito* 1il.1it,r..yLo, rjl.ueri l.'u,.irrctu1rl]'!Ltol l.h,:lutorLc ]]r'lLrntrirr 1lir,i,f,,, 
"-""""""

llrr,l,l,,l,.*' lirr,l,.l,,,r J l'). ll lJ' iglr Ii. ltrt,ll,'iqlr

(.ritr,rL (,jifr,,rr t 
lT;-,Yll;"'',r" ))i;.1:1i,"',

(',,1 r.ig r j,,l,.r.i,lx" Colri,_lg,r('ulttutl (','iJ t,,r, ( ulii,,rr f',,llir,it(',llxlrrlr ('r.).,li,rto1 (Jrrrr1it61 O'erlilr.rn
l-11il,\ l,,I( I.,r,r,rIrrt,,il El.lllitrllurr Afl]lill,]Lutr
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Hoxonno Rout, Hur onto Tlorl, poL,u.
2 Ed. I. 4 ELI. I.

Schefbeare Shifbeare Shebeare
Syrcu'cll Sircl ill,' Sl,''r'uell
Sianbtrrs' Stanlrur{ SlitltLrll'lo\\'c
StL,lr,,olion Sttdr,rrlirtt S. -\lolton
Tavistok Tavistock
Teyncbrttqg' Ting"t,rigg 'fingeLligge
Tr,"r,t,,,, '" Tvv'to:r.-- Tit-"r'torr
ffonforcl \\ionforcl fYonford
1\,.r'nkclesh \\'r rrLcl,.Sh \\'ir,kleiglr
1Vi lisg " \\ i r,,3g - \\'it1r' r'idg

RrsooN.

Shebbere
Sherervill
Stamborrow
Moulton
Tavistocke
Tengbridge
Tiverton'Wonford

lYinkleighe'Withericlge

The Rolls of 2 Ed. T. also include the ville of Aspton, the

burghs of Barnestable, - Bidevorde, Colford, Huniton,
Okli'mton, Pltmpton, Sudmolton, Taustok, Toritone,

Totteneys, Tyv'tonithe city of Exeter, the-manor of Braneys,

H;"i;;;, bf6ol., i(enton,"Yalhamptou; the fee of Wonford
I{undred (which is said to contain 66 vills;, and the baronies

of Plympton, Okehampton, Gloucester, Barnstaple, Braneys,

IlarUton-, Swale, Ot'ton, and lleri.
In like manrer the Inquisitions make inclependent men-

tion of Exon, Plumton, Bianeys, Crediton, Lideford, Sutton,

Ochamton, Bideford, Tiv'ton, Colford, Touton, Derta-
mouth, Ta-vistock, Toteneys, Modbyr', Suth-mouton, Aspton,

I{oniton, Kenton, Moland.- Like itl" C"ld Inquest, lhe Eu.ndrect Rolk d'eal rather

with persons and. tdxation than witl places, which 
-are

indeed'cited incidentallv, .'ather [han of set intention' They

do, however, carry us- a good deal I'urtl'rer in the topo-

sraphical direction than 
"the earlier record, while -still

io.fiaaiog the conpilation of an accurate and comprehen-

sive comparative list.
There is only one other ancient record to which we can

refer on this topic-that linown as the Testa de Netlill,in the

rnain an enquiry into fees and loldings-in chief, dating-some-

where in tfie later years of llenry III. and the earlier of

Edward I. The Devonshire llundreds cited, a few in set

form ancl the bulk incidentally, are : Laston, trYyrig'

Buddelegh, Stanburgh, Haytor, Erminthon, I{arrig, Tiverton'
Alb'ton," Clifton, - Axeminstr', Exemi,str', Tennebrug,

Staneburs, Corig', Blaketorrinton, Seftbere, Braunton'
For th8'po.pii. of comparison, I have selected from the

half-dozen 'Huinclreds given ari ee:tenso in this record, tha:

of Ermington, as beinf the one of which I have the mos;

iocal. knEwledge. T[e letters 2 and r indicate tte
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occurrence of a name in either the pole or Risdon list. Itwill be seen that of the 48 names-assuming that the
doubtful equivalents are rightly placed-l5 ociur in both
lists, 14 are found in Pole atorre, tO only in Risd.on, while 9
can be traced in neither. On the other-hand, 19 names iu
Pole cannot be found in ?esta d,e Neai,il-Wonewell, Carswell,
Revelstokq Penquit, Oldport, Colemore, painston, Trewin,
Boyshele, Fowelscomb, Fileham, Stone, Woodland, S[rechlegh,
Ivebrrgge, Strode,, Stowford, Slade, Ifele; while 2 in t'he
Risdon set are in the same category-painston and Esse
Abbas.

E rm,inqton Hun d,red,-Testa d,e Neuilt.
p r Laugefcrcl

r Batcr{ord
r Lupering

p r Auethon fGitrar',11
1r r Brke1,1.'1
p r HLighelgn fIlolbeton]

Halevill
Nottordou

p Curnb
p r Riclurore
p Orchcrclton
p Cumb Spriclel
p \lrrmuncleston

r f,uclbrook
p Baricumb [3arvcumb]r _Dyvcnton [Dunston ?J

p Yedmarestou
p r Flethe

Bikecumb'
r 1\r;rrrlr.sleglr [[lor.)rr ?]
r Lrlnr-.ide

p Pva llodbyr
Kalsington

p r Nil-ctot fEerr.elsl
p r PoselincJi
p \Yolthyhole
p Legh fDurrantl
p r Cornwoocl

L-trttathon
p r llerefolcl

Rrirckrford
lienthon

p Pak' fTolrepeak'lprFerbhcilel - -

p r Euuinton
p r Kingcston

I{aLrothun
r Killebyre

p r UggabLrgh
Nvthereblac,hesrvorth

r Stoclbr-r
p B.r'rnardestonfBrorrnston]
1r Silveltore iShilstunlr Hetlfrldl,ono

r Battekesbergh

p
P
p

Alretlestun fAdeston I

Ilvlrrlan,l
r Mbclb-vre

l{ake whatever allowaDce, then, we please for subdivision
and change of name, is it not e.iuall-v evident that other
causes of change have been at ryork: that there exists no
aDcient Hundred lisb that can be regarded as irrfallible, and
that the list in Risdon is the least co-mplete and trustworthy
of them ail ?

It is quite unnecessary to go further. Change and
eriormous change in the llundreds has been plovid, and
the causes and method of the change do not concein us
Lere, either by u-ay of fact or of libera'i specrrlation. Enouqh
has been said to show that instead of a; infaliible court"of
appeal in the matter of Domresday identifications the GeId



396 DoMESDAY rDENrIFrcArIoNs-THE HUNDREDS.

Inquest is the most untrustworthy of broken reed's, in its
relation to continuous conditions.

It now remains to consider the identifications approved'

by Mr, Reichel. So far as I cau see, these are-just under
two hundretl in uumber, not a fifth of the fuli total {or
Devon. Of this two hundred, two-thirds, or t'hereabouts,

are in agreement between Mr. Reichel and myself. .Sixty-
four are- in d.ifference ; and of these sixteen are in m-l-

doubtful, and twenty-two in my probable class; tw-enty-s-is

only being in my opinion tlefinile1y recognizable. Were ]'{r'
Reichel rlght in eiety ore of these cases, arid I wrong, I
should stiil be well wibhin my limits of cautionary error-

In my vierv, however, the actual corrections and imf'roved
.ogg"ition. form a much sriraller total. After what I have

saici"touching the untenability of deductions founded on the
Ilundred hylothesis, it wiII not be needful for- me to go into
fuII detail,-where 1\{r. Beichel's conclusions have no better
foundation; and before proceeding rvith my comments, ii is
onlv necessarv further to add that iu all cases of difference
bet"ween 1\Ir." Reichel and myself, to which I do not, now
refer, I adhere to my olvn view.

Actd,abiri,a (945), given by me as probably 
-Ol{-bgry,I\forchard Bishop, Mr. Reichel claims as Yardbury, Budleigh,

But it lies in the list between the two Cridies, all three being
held by William.

Atforde (?11) is suggested as Halford, S. Tawton, instead
of Aifordon, Okehamftbn" The order helps neither vie\
but Alford has Mildedone added to it, and it does not appear

to be questioned that this is }Ieldon, in Okehampton.

Alt"aforcl (553), placed by 1\{r. Reichel in Axminster
Hundr"ed, instead of in Marvstow. This may be. It Lies

between Ford (Abbey) and SurreIecome (Smallacombe, Ilsing-
ton). The chief evidence in favour of the Axminster assign-

alion is that both Ford and Alreford were held by Rannulf.

Alw'inestone (355) occurs as added to Donicestone, a very
doubtful maoor. My suggestion was that Donicestone might
be Datton, and Alwinestone Austin in Otterton adjoining.
Mr. Reichel makes Donicestone South Zeal, in South
Tawton, and Alwinestone Allison in the same parish.

Bitred,e (813,815). North and South Buda,Iangtree, seemed

suqsested, but I believe Mr. Reichel is right in identifying
thd"Buehills in Burlescombe, the wider nominal divergence
notwithstanding. The historical evidence seems conclusive
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Bradeli.e (7L32). 1VIr. Reichel assigns this to Tiverton instead
of Newton. It is one of four manors held by lfaimeric-in
ord.er : Bovecome, Hille, Cumbe, and Bradelie ; the three
last having been held by Edmar. Now, Mr. Reichel puts
Rovecome in 'W'onford Hundred, while I suggest Ruckham
in Cruwys Morchard, as probable. The fact that it follows
Poltimore, in Clyston, gives no help. As, however, HilI and
Cumbe are probably in Christow, it does seem more likely
that,Edmar's Bradelie \Mas in their vicinity, at Newton, than
at Tiverton.

I)uri,etescome (16l). Mr. Reichel makes this Burnscombe,
Challacombe, while I thought Buriet, Atheringtou, probable.
The fact, however; that it follows Witef'elle, which is clearly
in Challacombe, seems to fix it rather in that parish ;
and Burnscombe is within reasonable limits of nominal
deviation.

Cacleleclona (1051). I fail to see that Collinsdorvn, Bulk-
worbhy, is more probable than Chaldon, Martinhoe. There is
really no definite c1ue.

Ccdelintone (47). Mr. Reichel gives this as Chillington,
instead of Chittlehampton. Ordel renders little help, since
ii lies between Woodbury and Tiverton. As part of the
land of Gytha, the north rather than the south of Devon
is, however, indicated; and the only link with the south
of Devon is the fact that Sireford, or Sherford, is appendant.
It does not, however, by any means follow that a depeudent
manor is of necessity contiguous. Moreover, Cheletone (615)
is Chillington. FinaIIy, the area of Oedelintone is conclusive

--to wit, fifty-three plough lands, twelve acres of meadow,
150 of pasture, and wood twenty lurlongs long by half a
lenga broad. Chittlehampton parish is 8720 acres; and.
Cedelintone accounts in round numbers for 6500, an ex-
cellent proportion. Indeed, if Cedelintone is not Chittle-
hampton, I cannot find this important parish in Domesclay
at all.3

Clteneoltone (16l). The evidence is about equally good for
this being Krrowltone in Braunton, as Mr. Reichel says, or
Chilton, Thorverton, which I think probable.

Cltetelascome (545). IMhy with Chettelscombe in Tiverton,
or Down St. Mary, waiting claimants; and the next manor,

3 I rcckon the plough-land.s on the old 120-acre basis, which has the great
merit of getting rid of all troublesome arbitrary deductions for balks, rvaste, and.
the like. I fin<I that by arlcling Mr. Reichel's deductiors to his plough-lanil
estimates, his own figures average very reasonably near this ilmount-in
some casesr intleed, exceetling it !
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Chiveorne, clearly Chivenor, either in Tiverton or Heanton
Punchardon, we are asked to accept Gallowscombe, Marldon,
I cannot conceive. There can hardly be a shadow of doubt
that both are in the former parish.

Chisewi,c (939). AII I have to say here is that with such
a sommon 

. 
place-.particle- as wick, I cannot accept its

presence as indicating the Saxon ownership of W'ichin.

*_Crid,i,e (943, .945). Mr. Reichel claims these as Creedy
Ilelion and Pictavin, ,instead of Lower Creedy, Uptoir
Helion; but the second is only a ferling in Crcdie, wirich
1t segms-quite too puch to regard as i potential ruanor.
p_esid-e, tley qre held by the same lord is Addeber.ie, in
Morchard Bishop.

_ Ierse (725). Though this may be I'urze in Chitile-
hampton, named as probable, the- fact that it lies in the
list beiween Combe Martin and Parracombe gives greater
weight to Mr. Reichel's identification of Foss, Biaunto'n.

Greted,one (167). I do not think we can do more than
add Ntr. Reichel's Granton, Braunton, to the other doubtful
claimants.

Hei,rde (1107) is:egarded by _U" Reichel as HackworthS
9r $ayw91t!y, io Tedburn Si. Mary, instead of llachevr<ie
(1_991),-which he places in Whitston-e, while, to me, yard in
Clisthydon seems more probably indicated. This series turns
mainly upon whebher we are to regard the final ,, d ,, as the
Saxou " th," for which f can see- no shadow of reason.
There are no other clear clues. But Iesta d,e Neai,ll shows
that Baldwin's Heirde is Yarde !

,Eeppa:lebe (9+?). -I quite fq4 !o fotlow the process by
31hich ..Heppastebe -become-s Haske, in Uptou Hellion.
Henstell, in Sandfbrd, though not free from dbubt, is surely
nearer the mark. Raclulf had seisin of it with Hanc (Anke),
in Clisthydon. I-b lies between Danescome (which i pladein Crediton, and not in Cheriton - Fitzpaine with' Mr.
Beichei) and Cridie_(Lowe_r Creedy). Topographicul u..arg"-
ment, therefore, I'ails to decide between- Upto" Helion #d
Sandford, and I tliink it wisest to fall back on the principle
of least corruption.

I[erlesconte (1001) m_ay, ag Mr. Reichel suggests, stand for
parts of.Yarnscombe; but the variation is hiidly'greater to
Ilolcombe, added to which is the significant fact" that its
Dom^esday- owner is Tetbald, son of Be*rners, so that we have
not far to look for the distinstive Burnell.
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Eawi,se (697). Whether we are to find this in Huish,
Tedburn St. Mary, which I suggest as probable, or iu
Wichenshays, Collumpton, with IIr. Reichel, ver.y much
depends upon whether Colebrooke, its successor, is in Brad-
ninch-as I think-or in Collumpton, though the two are
too close together to be absolutely certain. However, as
Wichin held llewise, thau" should be conclusive.

Eochesile (983). Suggested by me as probably Oxhays,
Honiton Clist; given by Mr. Reichel to Haskhill, Frithel-
stock. This seems very temptiug; but when we find that
the preceding maror is Were, at Topsham, and the succeed-
ing llulham, in Littleham-Ruald holding both-very serious
doubts arise.

Eolecome (92I). This was a manor which I could not
clearly distinguish; but Mr. Reichel may well be right in
identifying it with the Dawlish Holcombe.

Magnelage (857). West Manley, Tiverton, has about equal
claims rvith Manlegh, Halberton ; but it is impossible to
decide.

Mannaheae (1191) is placed by Mr. Reichel in Exminster
Hundred; bui the proof of its being Mayne, in Dunsford,
is conclusive. It fbllows Durrsfbrd, and is held by the
sarrre lord, Saulf.

Mi,l,cltewis (f191), the nexb in order, is also placed by
Mr. Reichel in Exrninster llundred; but hitherto it has
uot been certainly identified.

tYerton (499). This suggested itself as part of the-parish
of that name. Mr. Reichel's identification as Mardon, in
South Tawton, is confirmed by its position between Hitter-
leigh and Melhuish, in Tedburn St. Mary, and, moteover,
turns the latter from a probability into a certainty.

Notone (257). I cannot conceive how this can be sug-
sested as being in Crediton, wheu the monks of Buckfast
continued to h"ola their manor of Norton, in Churchstow, so

many centuries after the Concluest.

Ogew'illee (935, 937). Taking these with Wogwill (417,
1161), I said that the Ogwilles were too large for 4ast
Ogwill, while, if Wogwi! wirh its mill re-pres_e_nted ll-'ast

O[wilI, then the two Ogwilles were too large for'West. And
I lhought, therefore, that the Ogwilles Pight be the two
parishei of that name; and. that Wogwel (1117) might be
iought elsewhere-there being a Vogwell, for example, in
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Manaton. \[ogewille (1161) I thought more likely to be
Yagglefield, in Cookbury. The whole of the difficulty, with
me, lay in the areas. Mr. Reichel, dealing only with East
Ogwell, sees none; and assumes, because there were two
manors in East Ogwell, tamp. Edward I., both held of
Pomeroy, that they must have been two at the time of the
Survey, whereas nothing is more common than division.
East OgweII is 7249 acres, West Ogwell 683. Of the two
Ogwells in Domesday, one is 493 acres, the other 377. Of
the two lMogwells, one is 619 acres, the other 246. Thus the
totals of the Ogwell parishes are 1932 acres I those of the
Ogwell and IMogwell nranors 1735, which does uot leave
sufEcient margin. It is clear, too, that the bigger Wogwell
cannot be West Ogwell, though it may be East I nor would
there be room for the Ogwells and Wogewill in East. IIow-
ever, as I have already said, that the two Ogwells are
connected with the modern parishes of that name, seems
clear, whatever else may be in question.

)tritone (277). f am unable to conceive why this should
be regarded as part of Yattington. It is a very important
manor, with 3 mills, 33 salt-works, 25 plough lands, 45
acres of meadow, 150 of wood, and a lerrca and a-half of
pasture-the total of wirich corresponds very closely with
the 3479 acres of modern Otterton parish. It is hardly
possible to imagine a stronger case.

Pantesforcl, (4Bl). Poundsford, Collumpton, seems a more
likely suggestion than Painsford, Ashprington, though only
of equal cl.aims with Passfbrd, Otterton.

Raord,in (695) might possibly be reacl Radworthy, as Mr.
Reichel suggests, but one of the Rowdens of Witheridge or
Shebbear still seems, to me, preferable, the former for choice.
Are we dealing in the "din" with a d, or a tlt,? I confess I
think the former.

Rinestandone (221). This, Mr. Reichel thinks, is Rousdon
It is a very small holding, only one plough-land and six
acres of meadow. Of course llousdon, or St. Pancras, is
very small also; and that, to me, seems about the only
ground, for the suggestion, while I do not think the corrup-
tion involved at aII likely, though possible. It lies between
Cravelech (Creely), in Farringdon, and Cheletone, or
Charlton, which rendered to Axminster; probably Charlton,
in Comb Pyne; aud Kingston, in Colaton Ralegh, seemed a
fair query.
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Sotebroclt (293) is claimed, by Mr. Reichel, for Shobrooke
(Schipebroc), but I cannot think the identification of the
latter admits of a doubt; and Southbrook is assuredly a
more likely variant of Sotebroch than Shobrooke. It is a
small manor-only two plough-Iands, and dn acre each of
meadow and pasture.

9mi,cl,eli,e (471), Mr. Reichel claims for Cliston Hundred,
and as being represented by Cromley. I have already said
that it seems to be in East Devon (though we have Smitha-
leigh in Plympton), but if it is Cromley, where has the Smicl
or Smith gone ?

St. Mary Clist (471., 473). Mr. Reichel remarks-
" Fo1lowing Polwhele and olher earlier writers, Mr. Worth
has suggested that both the Clists held by St. I\[ary of
Rouen, are in St. Mary's Clist." Post hoc, in his view,
evidently must be Ttroptar hoc. Yet, as a matter of fact, Mr.
Worth came to that conclusion before he consulted any
" authorities." Pending 1\{r. Reichel's handling of the whole
Clist question further comment would be out of place. But
with regard to his first argument against-that had the
parish been called after the canons it would have been
called Canons' Clist or, f presume, Clist Canon, I may
point out the plainest possible instance to the contrary, in
the fact that Newton St. Petrock is so-called because in
like manner it belonged to the canons of St. Petrock of
Bodmin.

Sprai (1033). My suggestion is Spry in Lifton; Mr.
Reichel's is Spry in Broadclist ; and he identifies the pre-
ceding manor, Wiflevrde (1033), as Willards, in Broadclyst,
while I claim it for Willsworthy, in Mary Tavy. Sprei
follows either, almost as a matter of course. Here, it will be
seen, Mr. Reichel reads the d in Wiflevrde as cl and not, th,
instead of as usual the other way about. We are both
agreed, however, that the next manor, Ferding, is tr'arthing in
Broadclyst; and I think, therefore, the balance may be in
Mr. Reichel's favour. Only if I give up the " worthy " here,
and read 'Wiflevrde Willards, I am bound to press it as an
additional reason for reading Heierde Yard, and not Hay-
worthy.

Staforcl (2Bg). Mr. Reichel adds Stowford, Colaton
Ralegh, to the Stowford competition, and I cannot pretend to
decide.
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Satreworda (787). Given by me as probably Southward,
Tiverton; but Mr. Reichel falls back on the th, once more,
and reads Sutherworthy. It occurs among several scattered
holdings, so that topography gives no help. It is an im-
portan[ manor-12 plough-lands, 20 acres of rneadorv, 10

furlongs of pasture, and wood one leuca long, and half a

leuca broad.

Iornaberi,o (357). tr'ar more probably in Cheriton Bishop,
as Mr. Reichel says, than rny doubtful planting in Egg
Buckland.

Waldari,ge (501). Placed by me as probably in Wark-
Ieigh; claimed by NIr. Reichel as Oldridge, St. Thomas
Hayes, ,i.e., St. Thomas. In the record Tedburne (St. Mary)
tbilbws, and one of the two Tedburnes was held by the saure

lord as Walderige. It is a fair-sized manor, 6 plough-lands,
6 acres of meadow, 100 of pasture, and 60 of wood.

Wasforil, (805). Claimed by Mr. Reichel as trYashford
Pyne, identified by me as Wifford or \Yafford, Bovey Tracey.
The preceding manor is Baddon, Thorverton, the succeeding
Drayford, Witheridge. Apart frorn the spelling, the great
difficulty to my mind in accepting it as Washford Pyne is
the facb that there are also three Wesfords, whose identity
with the parish does not seem to admit of doubt. \Yasford
had six plough-Iands, five acres of meadow, pasture half a
leuca long, and a furlong broad I wood, four furlongs by one
furlong-altogether too big with the other lMashfords for the
parish-indeed, quite big enough of itself to represent 1140
i,cres. Bovey, howevet, with its 7262 acres affords plenty of
room.

Wed,i.ch,eswallo (165). In the Exon version this is seemingly
snelt with an initial P instead of a W*Pedichewelle, and
Mr. Reichet therefore identifies it with Pickwell. But this
presumed P is only the usual Norman character for W-as
on the coins of the Conqueror we read PILLEM REX. It
comes between Wellantl, Churchstanton, and Avlssott, West
Down I and seenns to me to admit of no doubb.

W,illaclena (1065). Mr. Reichel gives this to Widdon,
Sherwill; but why, when there is Willey in Sampford
Courtenay, and we find both Willedene aud Sampford
belonging to the same lord, Norman, T,R.E., I cannot quite
see. -Th-e Sirewelle which tbllows is probably Sherwill, in
Dunterton-the parish will be found elsewhere.
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Ii will be seen that I have accepted Mr. Reichel's
suggestions, in some instances, as either certainties or proba-
bilities, and that my list should be corrected accordingly.
On my own account I also consider that rny identification
of Bicheordin as Bagsrvorthy, in Brendon, of Chenemetone
as Kelmingtou, of Combe (725) as Combe Martin, of Disa
as Dibchetts, Tiverton, of Molewis as Melhuish, Tedburne,
and of Patecote as Patchcote, Beaworthy, may be regarded as
certaiu rather than doubtful.


